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;: fer rhe emcﬂf_\ﬁ clause +o &J?W\j vse- it musT applul with a Law, rhat s,
2 00 4 Fa@ | 8¢ that all who Leok at 1he Lua know that (4 fumg HoM tHhe
S.L—E‘j\.sluhu& awf‘v\on-{j Aes-jnwki bj TRL (NSt 1 fUTION. The enacting Clavse
4. weuld net sesve Lis intendod P,«p::\e i€ Nt prin el i~ the sttt deok oM

3. 7AL Fu@ 0F e Lu,
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b/} IS hoardl_:'jha.mn bawts ss that he bindS
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L chisheim uGgp_rng , 2 oublas (2 us Yy 436 (743)
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1.(38) mj.chhﬁes had € attesd \‘;jmhf.\ﬁ thi nguhty o€ such CodeS, A1 Aladuma |

2.coort Studed that the Crimaand codt enacted 10 s Sade was | net within rhe

3 jerted o6 sput of The mundil of thi (eastitohion *** ner can 1+ e Supoosed

1, that iFwes withwa tha wq}er\qp lationy 66the Frumess of the (0NStLFUTION

3. LA Pairtl ThemuS 2t SC. 364,370 Ala 1337

6. TA? coo~T Fuvthal stated Fhat thecode wis Ao Fal 1he Saxe eF tonvenence’

1 TAZSE WEk S are i L den o Faull thi StutuieS ¢ € the stute, and +has conbrace.

Siacm_SJbl)egi' in o Mot - Yalume peblicetion.
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18! e EFizial Government dxumeats and Records sSee vevonsT ART 5320 &

' l»i,\;{{s 225,080, 425, (00 Tht -‘GJ-NMJ of Stke L5 the ¢SFicil who pessesses The
1 J Stute e / aod aFFIXES That il 4o the Toe and valid docements cnd feamds
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1 UL} MosT Stuse CordTi b e N presribe. TRoSC YL ES, TAVS FAL LS vaS)’zf,L’ bj The
‘C%L'f‘jtsh*dﬁ wheh e 3.¢mem\\3_rucsmz.e,~_k as Svch e rhose that aid

20 G af po b\\bhe.ﬁ,bT ThE . Sectetory Of sState;

i , "t Consulel Thar the Secredary oF St
23, . hasannhispotuow lelfj‘,-l,i ,Ju}j 70 publish
=! ml.)«.\j eucecd laws oty iopesed

25 N  vpon Mm ARTICLE IV, SEcTion 4(b) of
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,ﬁ;pjmfm,o'p-‘mmg-\-nc A v EuesTok, b6l So A 314, 324 {1985 )

2.042)  As 1o whethar o Gill hus becon o baad ot not, rhe fact that 7R publuation

3;,Wu$_ veriFie.d Bj_m secredny of Sule (S prock that it has,

Y, , . “ The poblicatan of an actinthe Yelume oF 5es8icn
b) w&,c‘f‘ﬁ,n]emm which |+ porpeits to have heen
2 approved ol verofred i’j rhe acCredasy of Stute,
Y | Creudes u presmpthan that iF became o1 Luan

. 8, Jrsoaat o thL n:fuaremmraﬁ f&waam‘uha.f\”.

§ Beond v ThAL WisoNsin Lent Rj e, 45 ws Lu3 iz 1%5)
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',
13 or of o Stude ijl&h‘*dﬁ&@lfﬁ-’ﬂPd&d at the endef
g, _ the 5e55(0. 11 wWhat |Skacwn asthe 3&1 WIESAT
5. kﬂ.@“m the natieal governmen ryef 45 ug S8ic)
e, : M,’,’/ﬂ TAe stades. AFfer i fews yenss 1 beiomes
,l“li _ very diFFrco W For Jdalj,es,,flrhnsz and The jmemi
8, UbIC 10 know whavt the Law iS. AMeadments huve
L U ber Mudde, Many e tiAS Aase heon Fepewfer.lfw
2 eventhe lejislatots are of ben ada loss, atsech
2! : timg o compilation ™ay be Aasl mudl . This i5Simply
2z, & guthenny together, usaally Vs w sigre dolume.,
23, of ahi T Luws 10 ef ket 1 4 guoen Jonselietion,
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20, bt L HE moce , 3F & mote Constiuct i tesuld 5 deswed,
27, afevision or cediFcahon s bl arelarecd.
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‘ igra_q). which iS5 what was deag. 1n 1851 5,1,3:‘;»11-5 Bill NO 182 dSenate Biilve

' . RS . o .
232 Coeded A permanent CoMMISHON). for the teusion, and tompilation of

3 +he Liws 11 the Sate of mededa, which wes fuder amendad i’j SENATE BUINC 185
4. 1953 whuh ch..mje.i +he Tutle 1o " An act Pz.mlohb_hmj a permancnt Ceoamission fot
5. FAL feviSion, cv,wplluhm., annctation  and P thﬁhli’ﬁ 0f +he laws OEThE dtate of
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13.the Shade of mvevadu., They wee Than posed e £ as phe luws ¢FThE
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!
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i Cdistinthen s impotton T, ALe v\pl,lwhc ais mcrelj L LmWﬁM-nﬂwl

z, ClRSSIFIGtic A G ThE itaxsl&\fhaﬂ.:f @S Gy Ty pAac 1o000 00
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b. Porpart o re stk The lue cota be o subst A€ ror pror hawis,
1 o It deesact m?.nﬁt_amf fejnstuhuf L AT T AL A
$ e o o ateadd 10 have A Ievision, on AL othey hand,
L comempludes a rediaPhug cnd simpliFicadion of 14 entine
1o, boﬁlj of sttt Law®** g raysion isa tomplete restntCrens
el ot-the [uwd 2+ Pezw(‘t’s el FMenNT k:j The /7»‘/4«1‘1”&10 srler
w_; tohe eFFectwe and UpON Cract AT if becormos 1he Lad
L wtselF, repiaces ail Formed stutudes,

i Zhid ., P
15, (7)) Th2 Laws wheh s cnht\j wieS cannot be deemel The Lol Skrdudes

1h) o Hh Stute . This 15 especially SO Sinc2 The variovs Consttfions of The
v kand specify how ot each Laww 1510 Comg 1ndo bong 3+ 1uS never the.
1K indent o Sudh a Compr»e\\e(\&o@,_ MaS 0F !ej\ilw'hon Contauning every
4. Leans 0F the Stute, and pussed 1n oae ach, wenld be ke mode £or kg
25, Luins, Thete are. inhetant prodems assactatedwirh s method | 49 axplaned

2, bj o.aa,lifju\ wrier,

2, The usval practite 15to INTrodu the revision Lorsmbutes]as
23, i single B Serding 19 ‘k*hroc;kWSume.prvaSkSy;je-mr
2q, il o'bqusB , howaper, thimembers 0f’—’f'ﬁ6,ledlsfu+u recannot
25, gwesuchocomprehensie measire Q.L!Eﬁmu}& onsideradion it
26, 1’ wimost as difFicudrCoca comentiee rodosc.

27 )R, ummhh\:(‘ LN vhe um-\a\ﬁ&m@, p.27Z
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, “ C48Y  when the musS oF Laws from Yhe Commiftee oS Lomplede  The

1 Lejxslm‘um 1S 10 papprove it as u Single statuie  Howewer, becavse i 115 Such
7 o messive Act 4o be enackd ot cne (1) single legislatvre will read the new
H bc&J o F Lo,

S, Thare ore no scussionS. in the Lejls\u‘rvre en any of the huadreds of new
‘Di or reviszd Laws oF thAL commidtee , Furthes, it 5 fﬁfw&d 57 furdamental
7 Lo andk Consts putioand [‘Wl.dévl-es Fhat a bill Tead on Three seperare. days
s in the legislature. See exbit Vo heresn (la\cj from the Seante &//m 2 (as1)

4. The court will s€2 i+ wus teud 8N u\uﬁ o e \de .2.2."‘J {MS“I) 0} du7 o e
lq ot was decared an emergency mensere under the constrtvhen, pluced en

W Thurd muim\(j and Pinal puSSuja"(,th'. Corrt wull also see khio that 1t

1z, (WS read 61 Swmg Lle for thercd Mﬁd.{j,,ﬁﬁfl«u' coort Wil potie A2

; o Iy Al o
3. Section Labled Passzn and TiTIEAPPREUED are not filled our futthar Mot

i in exnibit e count udsl\ notice Thi 3007 labled “g RetE Q and DEJERE Q. O

5, SECRETARY OF STA rE 15 not stumped with u dute, mewnmj 1t wus pevel
v, Joae, dnd ThL Same goes For the sections Labled “passen”and n rle
_APPROVED, The H1M&Jr47 rcfvafeman‘r_t:)._uﬂ,aa»ib,@ +o At beas) met with
. the Compreheasive (odas That huoe baon adopted /0 modatnhrmes.
149, (44) Acccrdu:/j to the tenstitution, emc{-mje and C/’)unjc./lj Laws For a
2c: stute Fulls open the Legis latiue bruncin oF Sovernaient, and Hhat branc
B, Cannot de\ejw\% the powser to ang obkel. The stArvtE REVISion)

2L Lo MMl Sbfo,\i”mj be compostd OF Some Mem bers of the Ledwlwum, b 1T

23 15 w50 campcsed o F Lu»untus ; Judge_\ and prvate personS. T F thus hes
24 bean noted That “ REVISERS HAVE WD LEGISLATIVE AVTHORIT Y Ar Y
25 ARE THEREFORE POERY EDS TO LESSENCOR EXPANVO THE LETTER OR

e

c LA,

2, NING OF

27.(56) ThureFor thiwer of thesg mmithee s tunnot be rej,wdafi as baw
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¢ The Laww H).ej(am‘.h/& 15 anothed maants o€ Law Comuxj From a Sovrce
z cther Yhan the Con::»ﬂ'{uhw:\allj avthed1zeck Source. These Com‘xeheﬂswe
3. rensions er coduicakions ave Lile o prie Law apprwed bj the lCJlS[Q‘l"UPC.
Y(S1) The Sepercction of porvers dictting wis uioluted as rhree 13) dustors
s.were invetved in the o\m?hf\joﬁ szjisfu.hon und +he pussage oF bulls in
o the Legishture , o poRpIY LEGISLATIVE FONCTION , The SIATVTE

-, REWSION emmissen was Cemp [efE’:fj respansible FO° the genertien of

‘ t 0y
R +he NEVALAREUISED STATUIES , The Jenercetion of the vevada Revised

. Statudes specibically Stute that there wert actval changes in TAL shlemat
10,0 Luw us They wiere (ompi led into the nevada Redised sfuttes, Chunges

| were pudt 1o f«ubf-/:;j Stutuks (1e sin r:,-.rﬁsepmzmo.fuScfsaozy'mws.). entire.
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i, ngmlwi'ur&, mewwj ,a,,dutj appomie&/ejaiecg to fAL. abiiemblf,ar wnaie.

154 (52) 50 THiS 1>Sue CF the i;'rnrgrﬁ REWESi o Cemmissien PeLS ’{‘j all The
6] smdw_.eé_ml_dm{lh;ﬁ +he Senade Qull to pass Theer 1ato Luw was a.COMplz{ilj
. unlawhl, § unconsnivtiend act mand o ihsef,

quc\sz) Forther me®e The Leqisluture o F ved [ijras ot ey ) o€ The 4SThsession .

uai puéS{j and enacdmont of SENATE Billnd 132 (1451) & SEnaTE Bull aio 1588

LQ(IQSS), ,m,ur\(:on&hw&mnu\, unluwflactss) inaad o Thamse( WS, as 1+

u.@ wWasS the begis Ldurt;.olc/cjwh 24 _Lejt_sludrwe_ authot. Um‘fj 10 others

22 11 Which cunnot be o!.a,-‘lﬂy, Thas mﬂtu_r&__mjfm ,5 Tha, “5 LATUTE REM LSICH
‘ / % [¥)
23 ommis sien) / LESIS EATIVE CounSEL BUREAD Aid s Yo 0 as thay

2iusere vee produca of vatenstitudional Acks, This also renders senate

25 Bl we 2 (185 1) The ReEviSwa Bl as vnden srriviienal, onlewfol, and

2e&LvoLD

21, (SY4) .now Lets get Dacks TO SEMATE (aNRRENTRESOlUTIoN MO L (1457 )
‘ i no y
2%, shall we. ! attached here in as &xé{@fs, Fra), o), BN



qéenw&e concutrent Lesolution am i (165 17) allowed For +he “OFF:L'm.-i e/:jrossmﬂ
?‘*““"1 o€ senate Bill wo 27 o be vsed as The enrolled bill, 25 mMisSing 7AL

5, Ccﬁsh*fui‘mnuih randated E/lac‘hf\\.j cleuse en 115 Fuw/ wWitho, 1t

M etucting clasi eatt senate, (oncutient fesaiviion il (1457) (s averd act, and
S, weth the act b&n\cj vord tF Furthes readers +he enrolled Copy of Senate Billwo2
b L4ST) as Nen - Eatstants Without the mmi,leul,c,o{aj pF senatl. Biilvo.2

1EA5T) the existance_ of The JRS STATUTES Atused 15 convictedd o F _vw[q,}ﬁ_

2.are NN~ eXistancl.,

4 ;(SS) The enacting clause must MT.M.lB. UiSible o the Fuce of ThL statud of
2,408, 50 Thik Crasns dons huve 40 Sewch throvgh Fhe Lca\.slw‘riue.;lwmu\s or
it ;,Oﬂ-«e.\" fecordS ot bheoks 10 562 1 Fone exiSES, Thus a stufute book wWithour
uz.?‘ﬁ‘\z enacfh:j clavse 15 not a vald puslication o & Luws. In ﬂejwub #o 1he

(3, Uulwhfj o€ o luw that wins found 1n thet studute bocks wWith oo an madwjj

iy cluvse , TAL sopreme. court 8 € Mevada held:

s, , out Cendhitution c.aprc.sab’ provided thort the muufvj Clavse
o, . of every beaw Shatl be, “rhe people of the state ofneada,
_ \7 - feresentedin Senate and assembly, doenuct as followss.
i N Iwymje 15 susceptible of bureng inferpretwhion, Thae
. 15 ne doostful maa.nmjasro-rhuoie/xhomﬂ iS,nevl .
lof o \)\J%M,,M wmpetuhive rwndite, ¢ P pecpil , 10 thet
T Seuele) gn Capacs ™, 0 The lequs/uture, wegoiring thad all
22, . Laws, +o by, bmolv:/j vpsn thava, shall, upon Thes fuce
23, expresshe. avthority Bau.ik\c.k They were madeb{, and
4. SN TS act CoMesTO US without Such ““““““?j’
W, Appearing upon vk FECL;\L'L' (5 not aLuw
e, STATE OPNEVADA \ RRYEES, 10 Mev. /2C | 261 (315)
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i reacedS 70 Senate concurrent Rescludion me 2(1957)

2. TR mevuda Supreme, coutt has heldinthe pust as foilews, .

3. At by s natvie, an .r.»ssemh'tjccrmmr rescluTien 1% .
N _ o+ intended o bt the force and effect of Luw, prsiinT
s, . 10 AULE 7 of the Jem TRULES 02 The NEVAOA SENATE and
b ASSEMBLY, The parpese 0 F o concunrent tesclutian.s te.
2. direes the lr.:jz slafive Coamission 70 condvc T interim
¥ _ smbe.s,,ﬁ) t&iueaﬂ’fhﬂ fetocn oo Bill from the eThes
q House  and 70 rorawrm eniatled bul From rhe GevetneC,
w 0N wiCass1on i Lonuteat Resolution 15 also used 10
ili momorinlize a former manber of the Lejnslw}une. oroThes
Iz, _c_\ts-rmﬁu shed peisenupsn deadh o fo L‘onj rvtufude

13, o 10 Cemmgnel cu\j peaoer orjm\mhan.% Ca SyntFr(W\f
lHi and mesttations, uaam\olashw.

3 Seconl, [£veraoul vJ'r\u:;hm:j have.passed the szsic-dvt
to. . shail  bufor 1+ berases o lowd, be fmz::'ea-l&Q o the Goeineti.,
. WEV CONST ART 1V 338 A revewd of The Iy Slatiue \ms-\\orj

s o f The aforementioned ASSszlj (oncutrent Resclatieh
I NC. 24 1ndiaheS that Y Resclohion, like other concutrent
Lo . Resviuhions pussed LJ e Leji_.%faq‘we z.lu-"mj The Semd
2, g perocd ) was nevet Presentecd 4o tii Goveraor for
2, appravalor cluaropmu al.s e;zjm@mi\l,j, EwAl volumE
23 . AsxmBlY HisToRS (1wl ar 48-2%% Ammlmglj y
2 this c\5>c1rn‘z>\j CenCorreat ResoNeon wnnod be
zSi enstrued oS ¥he Law) 0F TS stude,

2% . Fmallj,- Ctlhe rmmfmﬁclwmoFauer3LM Shatl .
., be us Follows: The peopleof the stute of vevada,

25, - fepresendedd in sencute wndd Asgﬁlj  doenact
. ?_ -~



1{5 as Follows; and Ao Loun Shull be encudecd except BJ kil ey

z_; LT ART IM323 (icmrwi.s addecd ). coehhase pmujwslj

3. futedd Thaur thes amchr_\j clwse s mwy.im‘v{j and mist

Y, be. included 1n Bo‘*‘—rj Lo creculed ‘\j Fh ijtbhffurﬁ.
5. ] . L STATE ¥ ROYRLS joned 250 (157 3) since rancotent
. Ressivtian we.24 andothes Simdar tesolute NS do o

. Contln the rel‘w.sﬂ-c.t’mphéﬂ. Imj uege ,Tﬁa‘f fanasd

% represent the L o€ Hhis Stude.,

3 ; peduda tghwend pudmolisy b y -the Shae ot meuada dmu d f.2., 107 NES SHYLGS pz"ﬂ
. 7 =
1o Go% ()

b, & (56) RULE NG T TTPES, USAGE und APPROVAL.

12, A, A Jont resclvtion must be csel o
13; () Prapase :n ameadment 10 the Nevadu tonstifupga,
BTN mﬂfj wpluposed ameadnend to the cruted Stude s constifutien,
18 (c)Address rhe President of the Unied stutes, Congres S, errhel HoldE cf anyg crmitte
temembis of Congress, uny depurtruntat aqency of T federal severnmint, of any
11, etALE Stwie. 6F the unien.
;9,' 2, Aconwrteat reselotion must be used +o !
1 () Amead these Jaat rules,
261w} Reguest +he Retuen frem +he Geserner ofan earstled bill For furvier consideration,
20, (<) Resc\We that the Pedorn 0Fcubitl From oae Housi. 1o the L"erﬁc‘Ji@,iSHELC)xL>’j
22 () express Fu ks, punciples oppinicns ind porpeses of the Seaude and ,4»3,446&1 ,
23_;(&_) Estubklish a dount Ceommitige ef the TWE Houses .
4 , (€Y prect the L.lebl'wi'tue CommIL 550170 Condicd an jnterim qui/y.
255. 3. A lencurcent fesedlion of & fesclion ¢ F gne House ey be usel for
2 (WY Memorialize o Former member pE4ne ie:jts.jwure o€ orhef notable prdist a‘/y 0i1shad
2;pefsan Jpon s death,

i 2& {~} Eemﬁmwm o tommincl any person et nganf&q,-*ro/) For o Hgnificant
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i and meriketlelS acce aplts Apend, byt any \‘efwaf)‘ for clmP:hf\j The selvtion

L rmost be r,LN;muécQ bj the Sennte CommaitE€E €0 va,bvf‘iuﬂ/ &pfvmd'*wﬁ s and
3. £lections ot the A;’Scmbij Commitiee en flechions, Prcceduws ,£7%eS, and

{(. Canstitvmonal Amendmants before SubpuissSion 1o 1AL /-*Ej,t,s/m‘w@ (ounsed,
_s.sT)

b Now.as Court as well as Stade s coonsel cunsa us cieraded, explunee (1

1 fﬂ)p“jb 22 bind i Throvgh 13 aresisa clear indicadron Roreer sopperteel 57 _

6. eahboit ¢ prima Pucie qudingg thax the Legisluive procesS wus Lekt unfims hed,
§ . further mert, You Gun 3L e rﬁst v C’xh1£:+“8’, gray, S’[*a),S(c.)r., steate] to
lo, 11 (54) paye 23 Line g A 'f‘lmwj,/l, 56) Pie 27 jine Y Al Fout M) weFsiens

i, 6f seaade (onCurrenT ReSolumicr aje 11457} Aarte MulhpLe (550eS w tHAN thin,
1, M Lan 560 They i S follows:

t},é (1) There 1s no enucting clavse. upeoy s face (o erihir Lopy/ version Y AT 1323
iy ;.(1) theet i3 N0 stute seal affifeel EJ 50(:\6%:»:«] of $tate 0N B4+Wrwf’7/!9mwn,_
1S i(3) Theet 15 o Supti fre of The Governel o ethes c\sp?// versien,

u‘b%(ﬂ All fout (49) CopueS/ el 50 NS Shewt that FhiS toncurrent Resolution was wsed.
H For 53”@\*\\&3 FSnoT ‘pUM\"Y}PuQ./ﬁ”OMuQ o he vind Feor.

lS_;r NS Couty Can 522 This PN:M@& fucie evdence teferenwed 1 /L@"ém (sn)

15 venders Accused convichion as vnlawfel, 1.11?74.{, Jacon sttudican| ; and voud

2o 45 & matierof Ly, ses Lot STATES cxred At vsnaghaessy 397 U, eed, 2ub-4o§

21 s cbccthi.cMo\aéqT ofGal v u.s. , §2C F. 2L gy, 1487 (Athedt 1vic)

2| rostLikel Y RESPonSERY
2 _ STATE ORAT LOVRT AS
ey _ iV PREVIOUS RESPoASE

25 €58) the courT b0y Decembel 31,2021 staded The Fo//amfaj :

zui A.C’Wf“l‘,mnj Cettect on TUEOCAL Sentence atany 1me MRS 126, 555, 4
27 | SEndel S ij.lf»ja.( Fibkas -‘\o-d- VO Lance w1 Hhe wrvfml'jm.j S"icuiu-fe) or J/‘:ﬁﬁvf

2% 1N thi Sence that the court goes bb‘{@(éaéhb au'rhsmﬁj b-j cufmj without
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Ldursdiction, oc i ing 0 Stokenc in £aLes5 ¢ FHhe Stutvrirg Augirem provided.

L, iz meu, 70,008, 48.p. 2d 321, 324 (1296)

3, TAL Court went FUrthey 0 Stade The Fciiow;nf].

l* Howeuer, ¥he wevuda Rev.sed Statu s do not have +he sumd reguir MALS S
§ Laws of Nevndda because they e no't Lisws comded b T Legusiatvre. fnsreud,

b %f/u veveda Reuised Statwies art. previovsi _‘[ enacied Law's which have been

. ‘J@CluSSiFNA,IoJ;Fm,lI.mJ annotated ba}‘i'l.\f_.i.%xs)uhue Counsed e nRS 220,120

‘8 Forther, TAL Contént rerwremmb? for tho. Mevuda Revised Srutuses, as facd o0t 10

9, NRS 220.il0, donot fl‘.'({J.i‘f. the B«whnﬁ.cl@ub’&- 1o be refx,'hhshec.l 1N tham, ﬁ!fe(ofc./

t. peferdants (G WAT LS witheur merk, see order/ Jecrnad entties attuched as
1 exhibi b Yy

12, Etter Ne L TR wWeoul ai goment shoutd m’tj o come From ST, District ataraeq s
13, 6Fice ot At‘fvﬁldey Ceneruds 0FFiCe, pot the Pms:alu:j Jodicial a€Ficer/ Ju«%e.

ty. (54) .. T+15net the Johof Jmlcjrs 10 MAKZ 9P AFGUMentS and Hhen pipert to
1S rule enthem. .. gut appearance o€ Nev i-ra«\\*rs IS DluMajf’J W hen g Step

. outside our role and gue }‘”Pif‘jg hand to a€ efthe palhes. ‘
1 ke Buata 2o D1 Bar 18623, 18625

K Errer Moz, Accused has Submitied pima Pucie evulence thut thi NRS hg s

Y, cleci waH\ LonwcldaF u;olwhaj wert. enatedd. hy Tht NEVAQY LEGISIATURE
2 ;ecz,ey}ukv\- ': .S'EQ,LLISO exhibit .3 Pude XV First qwe 3&11‘6462.5 a5 underliael

2 furein, moeevelr Adused sJbmts oitachal exhibit Yo " whent in STATEN . |

22 Justin Livgdordd case Mo €otm- 290550 -1 STATES 0PPYSI Tto) TDDEFEAIANTS
~J

23 MeTio) o LORRECTIIEOAL KNTENCE 5ubmited by Akex chen Depoty Ostrct
24 %4#0.%@7, Buarno 10539 whare on che four. (v) Ling 7o rhrodgh 18 cevnse |
255,0{1.;@5! aid 0 ants Thi fotlowmj .

26 [60) Defendunts mohon FulS 70 subStanbiude that +he oitrict covrt Lackedd
27 Junsdhction . peferdant mistakenly Chums that borh KRS (1. 010 and VRS 111,
2% p20 we nvald. The w8TH SESSion) oF ThiMEUAM.LESISLz?TURE é\!ﬂc’réo




1 nto Law The NEVADA REUSEO STATUTES (195 1)MEV STAT, A, At this pesnt, TAL

lwcuulu pegised Stutvies wuﬂ,fc;«lonwd pEAhe Laws Sexout 10 Section. 4 ef 1AL
3sume bifl Id sechion 4 srates that ©° fhﬂ.{ndow'mﬂ Lews and stutres atfucked kertfo,

oy cmswhrﬂ_c? NRS SECTICNS 1,040 fo UB.SAD rnclosive | constiute +he veduRevsed

SL -Skdruiesﬂ id at3 Both NRSIIL2ID and MRS 11020 Full withn this fange anl

b;um.e_prvpe_rlj enas R Into Lin 53 s bitl, Thus,. Dekadant fals Pomake ang prepel”
1,cm\,en5e to the fuwl Leddttj of hiS Sendence .
8{i) T+ must be undarstoed | and r(ewjmze»l thet the SUPREME und LIRAMEUN TLAW

Qs The NEV (oiisT (365

i Thee fere Thn.,arjumt in (5%) P'-«je_ AZ Line 4 ’fhru:'jh 1t post fail For The

o Fo”oudm,_j ReasensS i

w NIHS ‘I'D\M bued to exercise 'fMPc..JELrS cfabranch o_FJauErnMeAf,then cku,r?wf

13 with the ;\c»_w_“:'s 0€ anothal branclrof GUeInMeaT. T.e. cfuujed wnith duties o Hhe Skl

1. Appel e teumy ) Fhen pL;;mj that sume time priod, potFores "‘j S actS, duties or

i5, Funchens of +he r';jn:.lufme, branch. 3¢ aev.cevsTART 33}

1 () The three « 3) dovhees ach "9 o0 The, COMMISSicA) WisS/13S pmh;b: fe p rerj nuAT
W, and tnueiid, \

15.03) Th1s pakibited, RPN 10 hold 10 the pecpie/cs Fizens oF the Stadl of
. Mesnda , The pblicntion aRS as TAL Luws of this State, which 15 10 be &mJn.Aj
20.upen the Accysed | pecp W/ciH12ens of this, State, Ted- are not Becuyse AL MRS
2y .p»)bitauho.q fad to tontuin +he rcfume.!/mndm(&f Cructing clavses) o € rhe

22, NEV (0T ART 4 3 A3

23,(a) Tt s phohibiied, repugnuat as 10, 1he munner, and Mede in which The
2 Lo SUOM 0F (451, 1353,1453, known oS TAL STATYTE REVIS0J (CMMISSiey) wid
25 creaded, then + Hed +he LesisiaTiv of the STATEQEMEVADA | To Lader

| 20 btioemr Thi LEGISIATIVE CovSEL BIREAD,
11;(5\ This mktbl‘\red,.repcjnm'r +o hclalm,ab*s,ddheb.,unul functiens of

founidic

. . b +
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L acKs, duties oo fuathions of the LEGIS , 0F NEV. 1o be Lawiul und \amalt(ﬂ apen

2 rhe Pecple/ cihzens /Acused o The STATE of NEUADA
3.{l) 3 s prunibited, repugount, unlaw Pl 40 allow The LejLsiuftWL_ counse | Bures

9. of Mevada archioes | o perfarm acts, dvhies, ot Fiachens that Luw‘ﬁa‘“j and
2T

s.Const fuhc-mltljbez‘lw ™ tothe SECRETARY 0F STATE see NEVLoNST 2
e SIAC

1WR) . 7AL Constitution 1S 1AL SUPREME and PARAMOIN T LAW | Tht mode by
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(5, [QNSTLTYTION AMENOMENTS 1,5, 14

o, 1+ has beon saud that cerfui) dcts fo be dong., cectun fufsﬁans are 7o be
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g, STATE extel STevenson v T_UFE, Mo R, 34394, 95,12 P B3T,53 7

i, U55n) ,
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g, pad 221, 224{Tdake 1983)
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N L _ The Cuse idto euf Munds, u plun eng of

2, _ L iRReconclubig cenfliot behween the
3  pusmenT Lass oF Fhi- fenshdvten
M, snd the enafrent eb (i legslutvre.
5. when sicha conflict 15 clearly presinied
6. , . -ro»rf«a,lewe'af_mmd ,7143 C&ﬂS‘fﬂMt'o/]
_ Y
A must prevarl”

+

- 8. syarey fogers 16 N @ 255 Zuoﬁf\j_walkecql) see a4 lso ‘g@_\,ex\_«jéﬂzg{,

S UDAly 284 (emphasis ml:l&f)

ke
b Lan) _ wiAT CANNOT B OoE
(2. The Stode (AmwoT produce Hom +he eFFicc ef THE SecRETARY OF STATE (50

‘3 %]
13 artwhed exhibit a2, 1), 12(b)
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JUSTICE COURT, HENDERSON TO SHIP
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADAWN

THE STATE OF NEVADA, HENDERSON .rusnce COURT

Plainiiff, __YA810 Hf
FILED IN QPEN COURT A SE NO.- 15FH0425X
ay§-
_ DEPT NO:
BRYAN PHILLIP BONHAM #0852897, ©
Defendant.
‘ AMENDED
CRIMINAT, COMPL AINT

The Defendant above named having committed the crimes of FIRST DEGREE
KIDNAPPING (Category A Felony - NRS 200.310, 200.320 - NOC 50051); BATTERY |
WITH INTENT TO COMMIT SEXUAL ASSAULT (Category A Felony - NRS 200.400.4 -
NOC 54734); BATTERY WITH INTENT TO COMMIT SEXUAL ASSAULT (Category A
Felony - NRS 200.400.4 - NOC 50157) and SEXUAL ASSAULT (Category A Felony - NRS
200.364, 200.366 - NOC 50095), in the manner following, to-wit: That the said Defendant,
on or about the 20th day of March, 2015, at and within the County of Clark, State bf Nevada,
COUNT | - FIRST DEGREE KIDNAPPING S ee <1

did wilfully, uniawfully, and feloniousty, seize, confine, inveigle, entice, decoy,
abduct, conceal, kidnap, or carry away M.W., 2 human being, with the intent to hold or detain
M.W. against her will, and without her consent, for the purpose of committing sexﬁal assault,

COUNT 2 - BATTERY WITH INTENT TO COMMIT SEXUAL ASSAULT o li% :
did then and there Wilﬁa!ly, unlawfully and felonioﬁsly use force or violence upon the
person of anomer, to-wit: M.W., with the intent to commit sexua] assault by strangulation.

COUNT 3 ~BATTERY WITH INTENT TO COMMIT SEXUAL ASSAULT o - N
did thenand there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously use force or violence upon the

person of another, to-wit: M.W., with intent to commit sexual assault by slapping the said

M.W. and/or squeezing her breast.
1

WA2015FHM2$\ 1 SFHNZS-ACOM-('BONHAM_BRYAN)—OGLDOCX
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o N
COUNT4-SEXUAL ASSAULT |2 - | =
did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously sexually assault and subject
M.W., a female Person, to sexual penetration, to-wit: fellatia: by placing his penis on or in the

understanding the nature of Defendant’s conduct.
COUNT 5 - SEXUAL ASSAULT h

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously sexually assault and subje'ct

M.W.,, a female person, to sexual penetration, to-wit: fellatia: by placing his _p;en_is_gn or in the
'nhl_t_)_lzl't‘_h_gf the said M.W., against her'.will, or under conditions in which Defendant knew, or
should have known, that M.W. was mentally or physically incapable of resisting or
understanding the nature of Defendant’s conduct,
COUNT 6 - SEXUAL ASSAULT y

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously sexuaily assault and subject

M.W,, a female person, to sexual penetration, to-wit: t:e_:_l_l_e;_t_i_f): by placing his penis on or in the
mouth of the said M.W,, against her will, or under conditions in which Defendant knew, or
should have known, that M.W. was ‘mentally or physically incapable of resisting or
understanding the nature of Defendant’s conduct.

COUNT 7 - SEXUAL ASSAULT
did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously sexually assault and subject

/¢

M.W., a female person, to sexual penetration, to-wit: sexual intercqurse: by placing his penis
into the vagipal opening of the said M.W., against her will, or under conditjons in which |
Defendant knew, or should have known, that M.W. was mentally or physic'ally incapable of
resisting or understanding the naturc of Defendant’s conduct,
COUNT 8 - SEXUAL ASSAULT I

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously sexually assault and subject

M.W., a female person, to sexual penetration, to-wit: sexual intercourse: by placing his penis
e

into the anal opening of the said M.W., against her will, or under conditions in which
)

W:\ZOI5HH04\25\[5FH042$-ACOM—(BONHAM_BRYAN)—OOI .DOCX
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Defer_ldant knew, or should have known, that M. W, was mentally or physically incapable of
resisting or understanding the nature of Defendant’s conduct, ‘

All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of Statutes in such cases made and
provided and against the beace and dignity of the State of Nevada., Said Complainant makes

this declaration subject to the penalty of perjury.
"

7&%&% o [ e gely
04/18/2015

15FH0425X/djj
HPD EV# 1504601
(TK)
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INFM . %‘m—
STEVEN B. WOLFSON i
Clark County District Attorney GLERK OF THE COURT
Nevada Bar #001565

RICHARD SCOW

Chief Deputy District Attorney

Nevada Bar #009182

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212

(702) 671-2500 i
Attorney for Plaintiff

LA, 6/30/15 DISTRICT COURT
1:00 PM CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
PD - LOPEZ-NEGRETTE
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,
-vs- DEPT NO: v

CASENQ:  C-15-307298-1

BRYAN PHILLIP BONHAM,
#0852897

INFORMATION

Detendant,

STATE OF NEVADA

COUNTY OF CLARK
STEVEN B. WOLFSON, District Attorney within and for the County of Clark, Statﬁ

of Nevada, in the name and by the authority of the State of Nevada, informs the Court:

That BRYAN PHILLIP BONHAM, the Defendant(s) above named, having committed
the crimes of FIRST DEGREE KIDNAPPING (Category A Felony - NRS 200.310, 200.320
- NOC 50051) and ATTEMPT SEXUAL ASSAULT (Category B Felony - NRS 200,364,
200.366, 193.330 - NOC 50119), on or about the 20th day of March, 2015, within the County

of Clark, State of Nevada, contrary to the form, force and effect of statutes in such cases made

88,

and provided, and against the peace and dignity of the State of Nevada,
COUNT 1 - FIRST DEGREE KIDNAPFPING

did wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously, seize, confine, inveigle, entice, decoy,
abduct, conceal, kidnap, or carry away M. W., a human being, with the intent to hold or-detain

M.W. against her will, and without her consent, for the purpose of committing sexual assault.
4
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COUNT 2 - ATTEMPT SEXUAL ASSA
did then and there wilfully, unlaw

and subject M.W,, a female person, to

ULT
fully, and feloniously attempted to sexually assault

sexual penetration, to-wit: fellatio and/or sexual

intercourse: by placing his penis on or in the mouth and/or by placing his penis into the vaginal

opening and/or anal opening of the said M.W., against her will, or under conditions in which

Defendant knew, or should have known,

that M.W, was mentally or physically incapable of

resisting or understanding the nature of Defendant's conduct,

DA#1SFH0425X/cc/L3
HPD EV#1504601
(TK)

s

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney .
Nevada Bar #001565 R

BY %Mﬁﬁ: bl ﬁ

RICHARD SCOW
Chief D%)uty District Attorney
Nevada Bar #009182

W01 SPHOG25\ISF HD‘!S‘[NFM-(BONHAM_BRYAN)-OOI.DOCX
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Statutes of Nevada 1951

470 LAWS OF NEVADA

Sengte Bill No. 182—Committee on Finance

CHAPTER 304

AN ACT establishing a permanent commission for the revision, compilation.
annotation, aud publishing of the lows of the State of Nevada and certain
laws of the United States; prescribing certain duties of a temporary
natare; preseribing certain duties of a permanent nature: making an
appropriation therefor, and other matters properly connected therewith.

fApproved March 22, 2951]

The People of the Statc of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly,
do enact as follows:

Seerion 1. There is liereby ereated a commission of the State of
Nevada, to be known as the “commission for revision and eompilation
of Nevada laws,” hereinafter referred to as the commission. Such
eommission shall be composed of three members, and said members
shail be the three justices of the supreme court. The members of such
commission shall have the powers and duties prescribed by this act,
and shall cach receive such salary for their services as shall be pre-
seribed by this act, and subsequent enactments.

SEC. 2. As soon as practicable after the effective date licreof the
commission shall commence the preparation of a complete revision and
compilation of the constitution and the laws of the State of Nevada
of general application, together with brief amnotations and marginal
notes to sections thereof. Such compilation when completed shall he

known as “Revised Laws of Nevada, ..o ;" and the
vear of first publication shall be filled in the blank space of snch title,
for brevity such title may be cited as “Rev. Laws "

Sec. 8. In preparing such compilation the commission is hereby
authorized to adopt such system of numbering as it deems practical,
to eause said compilation to be published in such number of vohunes,
but such volumes shall not exceed 750 pages, as shall be deemed cou-
venient, and to cause such volumes to be bound in loose-leaf hinders
of good, and s far as possible, permanent quality. The pages of such
compilation shall conform in size and priuting style to the pages of
the Statutes of Nevada, except that if necessary for mavginal notes,
the same may be of greater width, and roman style type only, shall

~t -
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472 LAWS OF NEVADA

buildings and grounds shall assign and make available to the commis-
sion suttable and convenient rooms or space for the use of the com-
mission and its employees. :

SEc.11. The commission ig authorized to purchase or otherwise
Secure, necessary supplies and equipment.

Ske. 12, Upon the completion of “Revised Laws of Nevada, "
the eommission is authorized and directed to prepare and have printed
such replacement and supplementary pages for such laws, as may from
time to time be necessary. In any event, said commission shall prepare
the replacement and supplementary pages made neeessary by the
sesstons of the legislature, as soon as possible after each such session.
The intent of this section is that such “Revised Laws” ghall be kept
current insofar as may be possible. Distribution of the same is to
be made as for the original volumes, and prices shall be set by the
commission as near as possible to the cost of preparing and printing,
provided, that where distribution of the original volumes was without
charge, no charge shall be made for replacement,

SEc. 13. Upon completion, “Revised Laws of Nevada,.....ccoooo. . )’
may be cited as prima-facie evidence of the law in all of the courts
of this state. Such evidence may be rebutted by proof that the same
differ from the official Statutes of Nevada.

Sec. 14. The commission shall, from time to time, make recom-
mendations for clarification of specific statutes, for elimination of
obsolete statutes, and calling the attention of the Jegislature to con-
flicting statutes, and sueh other matter as it deems necessary,

SeC. 15. The members of the commission shall each receive a sal-
ary of one hundred twenty-five dollars ($125) per month, paid as are
the salaries of other state officers, and out of the appropriation hereby
made, for the period comniencing on the effective date hereof, and
expiring June 30, 1953,

Sec. 16.  There is hereby appropriated from the general fund, for
the purposes of this act, the sum of seventy-five thousand dollars
($75,000). Claims against this appropriation shall be allowed and
paid in the same manner as are other claims against the state.

SEc. 17.  This act shall be effective from and after May 1, 1951.
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Statutes of Nevada 7 1953

Senate Bill No. 185 Committee on Judiclary.
A\ L CHAPTER 280

AN ACT to amend the title of and to amend an act entitled, “ap acl.estad-
lishing o permanent colnmission for 4he Tevision, complintion, annotation,
and poblisking of the laws of the State of Nevada 4and certain laws of
the United States; preseribing certain duaties of g temporary nature;
preseribing certain duties of g permanent noture; making an appropri-

- ation therefor, and other matters properly connected therewith.™ approved
March 22, 1951, - - :

e . [Approved KIarch 37.1933] I :
Thie People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly,
. do endct as follows; - .

Secrion 1. The title of the above-entitled act, being chapter 304,
Statutes of Nevada 1951, is hereby amended.to read as follows:

An act establishing 2 permanent commission for the revision, cor-
pilation, annotation and publication of the laws of the State of Nevada;
preseribing certain duties of g temporary and permanent nature; mak-
ing an appropriation therefor, and other matiers properly connected
therewith, ' _ A s

OEC 2. Section 1 of the above-entitled act, being chapter 904,

tatntes of Nevada 1951, is hereby amended to read as follows:

Section 1. There is hereby created a commission of the State of
Nevada, to be known as the “statute revision commission,” heveinafter
referred to as the commission. Sucl commission shall be composed of
three members, and saig mermnbers shall be the three Justices of the
supreme court. The members of such commission shall have the DOWers
and duties preseribed by this act, and shall each receive sueh salary for
their serviaes as shall be preseribed by this act, and Subsequent enast-
ments, .

SEC. 8. Section 2 of the above-entitled act, being chapter 304,
Statutes of Nevadg 1851, is hereby amended to Tead as follows:

Section 2, As So0n s practicable after the effective date hevayt the
commission shall commenee the breparation of a complete revision and
compilation of the laws of the State of Nevada of general application,
ond a compilation of the constitution of the State of Nevada, together
with brief annotations g sections thereof. Such revision when com-
pleted shall be known ag Nevada Revised Statutes,......, and the ¥ear of
first publication shall be filled in the blank space of such title. For
brevity such title may be cited ag NRS :

The revision shall contain -

1. The constitution of the United States;

- ﬁ%ﬂ-&*@i

T 535

m—_-v--——‘.;‘.-_-.j-'.‘;,.._‘,,..-.c-_..-.__.;.\;,,_-.-_.-_:..._'.'_-u.._._r__‘_ — et

[T S C————



Exhibit 2 h)

SEnate B\ 2%

chaprer A4%

Exhibit 2 &)




Statutes of Nevada 1955

FORTY-SEVENTH SESSION 405

Senate Bill No. 218—Comunlittee on Fingnce

CHAPTER 248

AN AQT to amend an act enttled “A
sion for the revision, compllation,

n Act estoblishing a permanent commis-

annotation and publication of the laws
of the State of Nevada; vrescribing certain dutles of a temporary and

permanent noture; making an appropriation therefor, and other matters
properly connected therewith,” approved March 22, 1051,

{Approved March 26, 19563

The People of the State of N evada, represented in Senat
do enact as follows:

SeerioN 1. The above-entitled a
Nevada 1951, at page 470, is hereby
section to be designated as section 4.
section 4 and shall read as follows:

Seciion 4.5. Notwithstanding any of the provisions of chapter 294,
Statutes of Nevada 1953, at page 460, any unexpended balance of the
appropriation made to the statute revision commission by section 41
of chapter 294, Statutes of Nevada 1953, at page 463, shall not revert
to the general fund on July 1, 1955, but shall be placed to the credit
of the stafute revision commission in the state freasury in a fund
hereby created and designaied as the statute revision COMINISSION,
printing end binding fund, which fund shall be wused only for the

e and Assembly,

ct, being chapter 304, Statutes of
ameunded by adding thereto a new

5, whieh shall immediately follow
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FOREWORD

i e laws'of the Staterof Névady t9 be knowr syada B
Starutes, Refecence- 18 mads to chapter 220 of | svada Revised Statutes for th
further duties and authority of the statule revision commission relating to the
prepuration. of Nevada Revised Statutes, the numbering of sections, binding,
printing, classification, revision and sale thereof.

The commission employed as director Russell W. McDonald, 3 member of the
State Bar of Nevada, who, with his staff, undertook and performed this meaumental
task with such methods, cars, precision, completeness, and safeguands
against error as to evoka the highest praise of the commission and the commendation
Fipbr sttt e imieddnt oyt i

As the work progressed, Mr. Mc of ¢ chapter
as recompiled and ravised, and the members of the commission individually and in
conference metlculously checked all revisions. In the vast majority of cases thess
revisions wers y apgroved. Mouny required further conferences with the
Jirector. Some wers modified and redrafted. As the several chapters wers ceturned
with approval to the director, they were in turn delivered to the superintendent of
state printing for printing, to the end that upon the convening of the 1937 legistature
Nevada Revised Statutes was ready 1o present for approval. By the provisions of
chapter 2, Stotutes of Nevada 1937, Nevada Revised Stotutes, consising of NRS
{‘.0 :Id;.o 710.590, inclusive, was “adopted and enacted as law of the State of
‘ ev "

STATUTE REVISION COMMISSION
MToN B. BADT

EDOAR EATHER
CHARLES M. MERRILL

XI ’ (2000
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LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S PREFACE

History and Objectives of the Revision

Nevada Revised Statutes is the result of the enactment, by the 43th session of the
jegistature of the State of Nevada. of chapter 304, Stawtes of Nevada 1951 (subse-
quently amended by chapter 280, Statutes of Nevada 1953, and chapter 248, Statutes
of Nevada 1955), which created the statute revision commission and authorized the
commission to undertake, for the first time in the state’s history, a comprehensive
revision of the laws of the State of Nevada of general application. Although revision
was not commenced until 1951, the need for statutory revision had been recognized
as early as 1865 when an editorial published in the Douglas County Banner stated:

One subject which ought to engage the early. and serious consideration of
the Legislature, about to convene, and one which should be acted upon with-
out delay, is the revision and codification of the laws of Nevada. Amendment
has been added to amendment, in such manner as 10 leave, in many instances,
the meaning of the Legislature. that last resort of the jurist, in determining the
application of the law, more than doubtful * * *. The most serviceable mem-
bers of the Legisiature wili be those geatlemen who will do something toward
reducing to order our amendment-ridden, imperfectly framed and jumbled up
stalutes af farge.

From 1861 to 1951 the legislature made no provisions for statutory. revision, al-
though during that period 8,423 acts were passed by the legistature and approved by
the governor. During the period from 1873 to 1949 eight compitations of Nevada
statutes were published. “Compiling” must be distinguished from “revising.” Ordi-
narily, the “compiling” of statutes involves the following steps: Removing from the
last compilation the sections that have been specifically repealed since ils publica-
tion: substituting the amended text for the original text in the case of amended sec-
tions; inserting newly enacted sections: rearranging, to a limited extent, the order of
sections; and bringing the index np to date.

“Revising” the statutes. on the other hand, involves these additional and distin-

________,___.———-—-———""
guishing operations: (1) The collection into chapters of all the sections and parts of

sections that relate to the same subject and the orderly arrangement into sections of

the material asse_mb!ed in each chapter. (2) The elimination of inoperative or obso-

i repealed and unconstitutional (as declared by the Supreme

f the State of N vada)wmm(a)mmmm

© Unnecessary words and the improvement of the oramumatical structure and pbysical
form of sections, )

The reviston, instead of the recompilation, of the statutes was undertaken, there-
fore. first, to eliminate sections or parts of sections which, though not specifically
repealed, were nevertheless ineffective and, second, to clarify, simplify, classify and
generally make more accessible. understandable and usable the remaining effective
sections or parts of sections.

With respect to the accomplishment of the second purpose of revision specified
above, the following revisions, in addition to those mentioned elsewhere in this pref-
ace, were made:
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LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S PREFACE

I Long sections were divided into shorter sections. The division of long sec-
ttons facilitates indexing and reduces the complications and expense incident to fu-
ture amendment of the statutes. '

2. Whole sections or parts of sections relating to the same subject were some-
times combined.

3. Sentences within a section, and words within a sentence, were rearranged,
and tabulations were employed where indicated.

4. Such words and.phrases as “on and after the effective date of this act.”
“heretofore.™ “hereinafter.” “now.” and “this act" were replaced by more explicit
words when possible.

5. The correct names of officers, agencies or funds were substituted for incor-
rect designations.

The general types of revisions to be made by the reviser, as well as the broad
policies goveming the work of revision, were determined by the statute revision
commission at frequent meetings. Precautions were taken to ensure the accomptlish-
ment of the objectives of the program without changing the meaning or substance of
the statutes,

Upon completion of the revision of the text of the statutes in December 1936, the
commission tumed Lo the solution of a vital problem: Would it recommend the en-
actment of the revised statutes or would it request the legistature merely to adopt the
revised statutes as evidence of the law? The commission concluded that the enact-
ment of the revised statutes as law, rather than the mere adoption thereof as evidence
of the law. would be the more desirable course of action. Accordingly, Nevada
Revised Statutes in typewritten form was submitted to the 48th session of the legisla-
ture in the form of 2 bill providing for its enactment as law of the State of Nevada.
This bill. Senate Bill No. 2 (hereafter referred to in this preface as “the revision
bill"), was passed without amendment or dissenting vote, and on January 25. 1957,
was approved by Governor Charles H. Russell,

On July 1, 1963, pursuant to the provisions of chapter 403, Stamtes of Nevada
1963. the statute revision commission was abolished, and its powers, duties and
functions were transferred to the legislative counsel of the State of Nevada.

SCOPE AND EFFECT OF NEVADA REVISED STATUTES

Nevada Revised Stanes, including the supplementary aad replacement pages,
constitutes ali of the stature taws of g is-
lature. All statutes of a general nature enacted before the regular Jegislative session
of 1357 have been repealed. See section 3 of chapter 2. Statutes of Nevada 1957,
imimediately following this preface. '

The revised statutes were the result of 7 years of labor by the statute revision
commission and its editorial staff addressed to the problem of eliminating from the
accumulation of 95 years of legislation those provisions no longer in force and
restating and compiling the remainder in an undesstandable form. This tnvolved
elimination of duplicating, conflicting, obsolete and unconstitutional provisions, and
those provisions that had been repealed by implication. It involved a complete
reclassification, bringing together those laws and pants of laws which, because of
similarity of subject matter, properly belonged together, and an arrangement of the
faws within each class in a logical order. It involved the elimination of thousands of
neediess words and redundant expressions. It was a labor involving almost infinite
detail. as well as the problems of classification and the general plan of arrangement,
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LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S PREFACE

Nevada Revised Statutes is the law of Nevada, The revised statutes speak for
themselves; and all sections of the Nevada Revised Statutes are considered to speak
as of the same date, except that in cases of conflict between two or more sections or
of any ambiguity in a section, reference may be had to the acts from which the sec-
tions are derived, for the purpose of applying the rules of construction relatiag to
repeal or amendment by implication or for the purpose of resolving the ambiguity.

See sections 4 and 5 of chapter 2, Statutes of Nevada 1957,

METHOD AND FORM OF PUBLICATION

As required by NRS 220.120, ail volumes are “bound in loose-leal binders of
good, and so far as possible, permanent guality.” The use of the loose-izaf method
makes it possible to keep Nevada Revised Statutes up to date, without using pocket
parts or supplements or completely reprinting and rebinding each volume. simply by
the insertion of new pages. As required by NRS 220.160, replacement and supple-
mentary pages to the statute text made necessary by the session of the legislatre are
prepared as soon as possible after each session. Complete reprintings of Nevadu
Revised Stautes were made in 1967, 1973 and 1979, and after each regular session
beginning in 1985,

Replacement pages are additionally provided periodically between legislative
sessions as necessary to update the annotations to NRS, including federal and state
case law. Occasionally these replacement pages will contain material inadveriently
omitted in the codification of NRS and the correction of manifest clerical errors, as
well as sections or chapters of NRS which have been recodified pursuant to chapter
220 of NRS for clarification or to alleviate avercrowding.

The outside bottom comer of each page of NRS contains a designation which
indicates the reprint or group of replacement pages with which the page was issued.
A designation consisting of four numerals contained in parentheses means that the
page was issued as part of a reprint of NRS immediately following the legisiative
session held in the year indicated by the four numerals. For example, the designation
“(1999y" means that the page was issued as part of the reprint of NRS immediately
following the 70th legislative session which was held in 1999. A designation consist-
ing of four numerals contained in parentheses immediately followed by the capital-
ized letter “R™ and a numeral means that the page was issued as part of a group of
replacement pages in the year indicated by the four numerals in parentheses. The
numeral following the “R” indicates the rumber of the group of replacement pages.
The groups begin with the number one and increase sequentially by one number so
that the later group will always have a higher number. For example, the designation
“(2000) RI" means that the page was part of the first group of replacement pages
issued in 2000. Similarly, the designation *{2000) R4" means (hat the page was part
of the fourth group of replacement pages issued in 2000.

Each user of Nevada Revised Statutes is vrged to make arrangements for the re-
tention of obsolete pages for reference.

CLASSIFICATION AND ARRANGEMENT
One of the first and most fundamental tasks in the revision was the adoption of a
sound system of classification. Proper classification, by which the laws or parts of

laws are brought together in logical consecutive units, is vital for a number of rea-
sons: It makes the faw more accessible and understandable; only through it can all
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ACT OF THE 48TH SESSION OF THE NEVADA LEGISLATURE
ADOPTING AND ENACTING NEVADA REVISED STATUTES

Chapter 2, Statutes of Nevada 1957, page 2

Section 1. Enactment of Nevada Revised Statutes.

Sec. 2. Designation and citation.

Sec. 3. Repeal of prior laws.

Sec. 4. Construction of act.

Sec. 5. Effect of enactment of NRS and repealing clause.
Sec. 6. Severability of provisions.

Sec. 7. Effective date.

Sec. 8. Omission from session laws.

Sec. 9. Content of Nevada Revised Statutes.

AN ACT to revise the laws and statutes of the State of Nevada of a general or public nature;
to adopt and enact such revised laws and statutes, to be known as the Nevada Revised Statutes,
as the law of the State of Nevada; to repeal all prior laws and statutes of a general, public and
permanent nature; providing penalties; and other matters relating thereto.

[Approved January 25, 1957]The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and
Assembly, do enact as follows:

Section 1. Enactment of Nevada Revised Statutes.
=2=100 2. phaciment oi [hevada Kevised Statutes.

The Nevada Revised Statutes, being the statute laws set forth after section 9 of this act, are
hereby adopted and enacted as law of the State of Nevada,

NVCODE 1
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Sec. 2. Designation and citation.

The Nevada Revised Statutes adopted and enacted into law by this act, and as hereafter

amended and supplemented and printed and published pursuant to law, shall be known as

“Nevada Revised Statutes and may be cited as “NRS” followed by the number of the Title,
chapter or section, as appropriate.

Sec. 3. Repeal of prior laws.

Except as provided in section 5 of this act and unless expressly continued by specific
provisions of Nevada Revised Statutes, 2ll laws and statutes of the State of Nevada of a general,
public and permanent nature enacted prior to January 21, 1957, hereby are repealed.

Sec. 4. Construction of act.

1. The Nevada Revised Statutes, as enacted by this act, are intended to speak for themselves;
and all sections of the Nevada Revised Statutes as so enacted shall be considered to speak as of
the same date, except that in cases of conflict between two or more sections or of any ambiguity
in a section, reference may be had to the acts from which the sections are derived, for the purpose
of applying the rules of construction relating to repeal or amendment by implication or for the
purpose of resolving the ambiguity.

2. The provisions of Nevada Revised Statutes as enacted by this act shall be considered as
substituted in a continuing way for the provisions of the prior laws and statutes repealed by
section 3 of this act.

3. The incorporation of initiated and referred measures is not to be deemed a legislative
reenactment or amendrment thereof, but only a mechanical inclusion thereof into the Nevada
Revised Statutes.

4. The various analyses set out in Nevada Revised Statutes, constituting enumerations or lists
of the Titles, chapters and sections of Nevada Revised Statutes, and the descriptive headings or
catchlines immediately preceding or within the texts of individual sections, except the section
numbers included in the headings or catchlines immediately preceding the texts of such sections,
do not constitute part of the law. All derivation and other fiotes et out in Nevada Revised

“Statutes are given for the purpose of convenient reference, and do not constitute part of the law.

e =

5. Whenever any reference is made to any portion of Nevada Revised Statutes or of any other

NVCODE . 2
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law of this state or of the United States, such reference shall apply to all amendments and
additions thereto now or hereafter made.

Sec. 5. Effect of enactment of NRS and repealing clause,

1. The adoption and enactment of Nevada Revised Statutes shail not be construed to repeal
or in any way affect or modify:

(a) Any special, local or temporary laws.
(b) Any law making an appropriation.

(c) Any law affecting any bond issue or by which any bond issue may have been
authorized.

(d) The running of the statutes of limitations in force at the time this act becomes
effective.

(e) The continued existence and operation of any department, agency or office heretofore
legally established or held.

(f) Any bond of any public officer.
(g) Any taxes, fees, assessments or‘other charges incurred or imposed. -

(h) Any statutes authorizing, ratifying, confirming, approving or accepting any compact
or contract with any other state or with the United States or any agency or instrumentality thereof,

2. All laws, rights and obligations set forth in subsection 1 of this section shall continue and
exist in all respects as if Nevada Revised Statutes had not been adopted and enacted.

3. The repeal of prior laws and statutes provided in section 3 of this act shall not affect any
act done, or any cause of action accrued or established, nor any plea, defense, bar or matter
subsisting before the time when such repeal shall take effect; but the proceedings in every case
shall conform with the provisions of Nevada Revised Statutes.

4. All the provisions of laws and statutes repealed by section 3 of this act shall be deemed to
have remained in force from the time when they began to take effect, so far as they may apply to
any department, agency, office, or trust, or any transaction, or event, or any limitation, or any
right, or obligation, or the construction of any contract already affected by such laws,
notwithstanding the repeal of such provisions.

NVCODE 3
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5. No fine, forfeiture or penalty incurred under laws or statutes existing prior to the time
Nevada Revised Statutes take effect shall be affected by repeal of such existing laws or statutes,
but the recovery of such fines and forfeitures and the enforcement of such penalties shall be
effected as if the law or statute repealed had still remained in effect.

6. When an offense is committed prior to the time Nevada Revised Statutes take effect, the
offender shall be punished under the law or statute in effect when the offense was committed.

7. No law or statute which heretofore has been repealed shall be revived by the repeal
provided in section 3 of this act.

8. The repeal by section 3 of this act of a law or statute validating previous acts, contracts or
transactions shall not affect the validity of such acts, contracts or transactions, but the same shail
remain as valid as if there had been no such repeal,

9. If any provision of the Nevada Revised Statutes as enacted by this act, derived from an act
that amended or repealed a preexisting statute, is held unconstitutional, the provisions of section
3 of this act shall not prevent the preexisting statute from being law if that appears to have been
the intent of the legislature or the people.

Sec. 6. Severability of provisions.

If any provision of the Nevada Revised Statutes or amendments thereto, or the application
thereof to any person, thing or circumstance is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect the
provisions or application of the Nevada Revised Statutes or such amendments that can be given
effect without the invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of Nevada
Revised Statutes and such amendments are declared to be severable.

Sec, 7. Effective date.

This act, and each and all of the laws and statutes herein contained and hereby enacted as the
Nevada Revised Statutes, shall take effect upon passage and approval.

Sec. 8. Omission from session Iaws,

rd

The provisions of NRS 1.010 to 710.590, inclusive, appearing following section 9 of this act

-shall not be printed or included in the Statutes of Nevada as provided by NRS 218.500 and NRS

218.510; but there shail be inserted immediately following section 9 of this act the words: “(Here
followed NRS 1.010 to 710.590, inclusive.)”

NVCODE | 4
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Sec. 9. Content of Nevada Revised Statutes,

The following laws and statutes attached hereto, consisting of NRS sections 1.010 to
710.590, inclusive, constitute the Nevada Revised Statutes:

(Here followed NRS 1.010 to 710.590, inclusive.)

NVCODE 5
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restrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agreement. Lb Sl’j

550 70



Exhibit [

SENATE JooRNA/

Exhibit (/)

-~ 65~

551



STATE OF NEVADA
. EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

- RECEIVED

o Geversor.
" . STATE OF NEVADA i
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE o S STATE OF NEVADA
: . . - o EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
RECEIVED AND FILED :
| APPROVED
Dote .Ul 2 34957 . §. Esr.dhm,mﬂmloﬂnﬁi\\ LT A PS7

- ..4. _.u..“.-.h._... \Q \\.\“P“\l s P .

. Goversor.

,.r._..“.h“u * ) .
- Pk | 83wm ¢ (Enrelled B4 Cover) BT >



énﬁgsiaﬂuﬁnéazxﬂ.no_umz T3

- o -
..Illl-!l\ ll\

\\8

T pascuddw Spr
— P wum pr e — 0B
Tvmg of Ei ‘.‘HW
ddw -m-ol.-h.
‘pasoidde o] -popamuts re d
M posusdsp Suquudayy pepweary Sum pap peay—
aBered yumy
pue Supuss pary G peow]d pure “wogmmsE0) oG PP

ugggsggmoﬂvﬁnﬂ
e PApmdsms S [Iy— T

TR0 20 3 peyeeyw a1y symwmpuanm 37 ey oo LT

.iu..:i... -..
ST ST Y
gy o = praciddeapLy |

. hzg oL ﬂoaiil "_ .
TReunroxius-al 0 o7,

, pracadide a1 | -popoaum e ‘passe o

e ?Euﬂnﬁuﬁ PpmEY VMR PIp pRH—T
L] oo ‘ao mpum :

e e T o

ST T

omEg o],

ﬂuﬁfﬁl

. Jﬂ.nlouuﬁ.ﬂ o] -mumd EE.ml.
“Buudo] pepuenry I N peey——
"BRmd oy, popmWY Sum puotes pesy——

*JunrorBs-ax 1OT,
iz parcdsp Funondayy. ._uum.EE.q. ST PUOI0E PRy

. Peproum e seud op puw w.ﬂé uoshﬂﬂouﬂﬂn—l.

Ty puoser pEay-— eI WO g
ed-———or] :soyMmImOD CH01 :
U0 FAYEUWOS, 07 PALIYY Y —
sagmme? 0] I o L
10,/50 FUREIO7Y : a0t 0] enud o101 J—

o patmpy - Eﬁvsml J B
ATOWIETY N

— —r— e

=upd o], pepwary 9w POt PR




[ S——

Place top of smendment blazk en this line, staple as indicated, then fold onca,

Sec, 2. Deziznatim nnA Mbaddom  mo. — - —

\ T - - .- - a ees o= -
JR.

“GL APUFT dup I-t.sneﬁ;:-ptrs bneoxTapTul epapnye ILolw peTnR TOm TL FUGE

T epsprps? 7o JreTu m'cnuz,'::;:r:.;:rm:a]" £ye LLuATraTCn: cr,' LeGLTON T Of IR
PpT2 S6¢? GOLTALY LAY 4T WGP [U¥P WEENQE] &L LehseTeq & BLSewyapTaf
0" "TL TUN PLOATAIGH O] fU0 ABAVQG UGATRGD CRAMIfEE HE BJ3GLEG Ph
LGATT ¥R 'wnq $T TT £YSLE 5EG PeeT U aﬁfp nebesT" '
LETTETAN ©1o2mep vepa' colguwcea oL p;'.m:z-:cpfuus‘ pre sp;:, 200G IVITT

=

5 PueATONM FORT! CuUfIuGLE DL QLEVSSGLIIUR DUETY ISP FLILECE opa

§' Lus nebssT 5% sscpred 3 Oy T2 BCp 075 Jum uL ep@fape A¥ITQYee

ZEATABY DL (778 LEVGFY DLUATYSY IO ISGLIGH I 2, fFT2 Tcp*
_EATAB(] R L Wi T g A {

£ 3R

;:#

-~
2h5

T NPRe S Yo,
pF O LR ESOERT




Exhibit 7

NEU CoNsTARTS 320

Exhibit 7

555



The Constitution of the State of Nevada

Article 5 Executive Department

20. Secretary of state: Duties.

The Secretary of State shall keep a true record of the Official Acts of the Legislative and
Executive Departments of the Government, and shall when required, lay the same and all matters
relative thereto, before either branch of the Legislature.

Research References and Practice Aids
Cross references.

As to custody and care of archives and records, see NRS 225.070.

NVCODE 1

© 2019 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., a member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved. Use of this product is subject to the
restrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agreement.
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Real eard?ﬁwné Version § 1

SUMMARY:~-Provides that official engrossed copy of Senate Bill No. 2
ba used as the enrolled bill.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOI.UTI(N—-Prov:.ding that the official engrossed
copy of Senate Bill Ro. 2 may be used as the enrclled bill.
WHERRAS ‘Thé”ptnviéions of séc.. 8 of ehapter 3, Statutes of
Nevada 1949, &g amended by chapter 385 Statutes of Nevada 1955,
prov1de that the OffiC1al engrossed copy of a bill may by resaolu-

tion be used as the enrolied bill; now, therefore, be it

- RESOLVED BY THE SENATE eE'nm STATE OF NEVADA, THE ASSEMELY CON-
CURRING, Thac the official engrossed copy of Semate Bill No. 2 shall
be used as the enrolled bill as prévided by law.

.
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SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION--Providing that the official engrossed
eopy of Senate Bill No. 2 may be used as the enrolied bill.

WHEREAS, Ihe'ptovisiOns-oﬁ se¢, 8 of'ehapte: 3,-Statutgs of
Nevada 1949, ds amended by chapter 385, Statutes of Nevada 1955,
provide.thattthe-éfficial engrossed éopy of a bill may by resolu-

tion be used as the enfolled'bill; how, therefore, be it

‘RESOLVED BY THE SENATE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, THE ASSEMBLY CON-
CURRING, That the official engrossed copy of Semate Bill No. 2 shall
~ be used as the enrolled bill as prbvided by law.

. Qe cofjfwné ‘W"f’.}_”“_ 42
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Statutes of Nevada 1957

Resolutions and Memorials

Senate Concurrent Resolution No, 1—Committee on Judiciary

FILE NO.1

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION—Providing that the official engrossed
copy of Senate Bill No. 2 may be used as the enrolled bill.

WHEREAS, The provisions of sec. 8§ of chapter 3, Statutes of Nevada
1949, as amended by chapter 385, Statutes of Nevada 1955, provide
that the official engrossed copy of a bill may by resolution be used as
the enrolled bill; now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Nevada, the Assembly con-
curring, That the official engrossed copy of Senate Bill No. 2 shall be
used as the enrolled bill as provided by law.

~7b6"
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Resolutions and Memorials

Seunte Concurrent Resolution No. 1—Committee on Judleclary

FILE NO.1

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION-—Providing that the oficiel engrossed
coupy of Sepnte BlIl No. 2 may be used os the enrolled bill,

WaEeReas, The provisions of see, 8 of chapter 3, Statutes of Nevada
1949, as amended by chapter 335, Statutes of Nevada 1955, provide
that the official engrossed copy of a bill may by resolution be used as

the enrolled bill; now, therefore, be it
Resolved by the Senale of the State of Névada, the Assembly con-

curring, That the officinl engrossed copy of Senate Bill No. 2 shall be

———

Assenibly Concurreut Resolutlon No. 1—Committee oo Judielary
FILE NO.Z2

ASSEMBLY CONCURRENT RESOLUTION—Expressing congratulations and
gratitude to Russell West McDonald upon completion and ennctment of

Nevadn Revléed Statutes, - — -~

' Waereas, The 48th session of the legislature of the State of Nevada,
by unanimous vote of the members thereof, bas enacted into law ths

Nevada Revised Statutes as the law of the State of Nevada to supersede

all prior laws of & general, public and permanent nature; and
WgeEREAs, Nevada Revised Statutes constitutes a complete revision
and reorganization of all general statutes enacted during the 95 years
that Nevada has existed as a state and territory, and is the first such
revision in the history of our state; and
WaEREAS, The preparation of Nevada Revised Statutes was & monu-
mental undertaking reguiring & degree of intelligence, knowledge,

technical ability and dedication possessed by few men; and

" WHEREAs, The State of Nevada was fortunate that the Justices of

e
v

the Supreme Court of the State of Nevads, in their capacity as thé
Statute Revision Commission, were able to secure as director of the
commission Russell West McDonald, a_native-born Nevadan, educated
in the public schools of our state, 8 Rhodes scholar and a graduate of
Stanford Law School, who was eminently qualified in all respecls fo
perform the tremendous task imposed upon him: and .
WHEREAS, The ennctment of Nevada Revised Statutes marks the cul-
mination of nearly 6 vears of exceptionally devoted public service on
the part of Russell West McDonald as statute reviser and legislative

bill drafter; now, therefore, be it
Iesolved by the Assembly of the Stale of Nevada, the Senate con-

cirring, That the legislature of the State of Nevadn hereby estends

18-
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[S-95) 7 YO¥AIN 40 S3un1v1g




788 RESOLUTIONS AND MEMORIALS

to Russell West McDonald its most hearty congratuletions upon the
completion and enactment of Nevada Revised Statutes and expresses to
him its gratitude and that of the people of the State of Nevada for
the years of selfless, dedicated and devoted effort which he has con-
tributed in the public servive to the preparation of Nevada Revised
Statutes; and be it further - :

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, signed by all of the miem-
bers of the 45th session of the Nevada legislature, be duly certified by
the secretary of state of the State of Nevada and be transmitted forth-
with to Russell West McDonald.,

Assembly Concurrent Resolution No, 2—Committee on Leglsiative Fuoctions

FILE NO.3

ASSEMBLY CONCURRENT RESOQLUTION—Memorializing the late Unlted
- Btates Benator and governor, Edward P. Carville,

Wuereas, The people of our state suffered a tremendous loss on the
27th day of June, 1956, by the passing of the beloved and esteemed
Edward P. Carville; and

Waeress, Edward P. Carville, affectionately kmown as “Ted,” was
a native of Mound Valley, the son of & pioneer Nevada family, was
educated in the schools of this state, and was a greduate of Natre
Dame University; and - r

YWrEREAS, Few persons have ever held so many high offices of honor
‘and trust esg the late “Ted” Carville, who, in addition to his role as a
civic leader and outstanding attorney, served with distinction as dis-
trict attorney, district judge, United States District Attorney, and
finally as our governor and United States Senator, and his industri-
ousness, selfless dedication and integrity were the keys to his success
as a lawyer and public servant and will forever remain as a radiant
example for our future statesmen; now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Assembly of the Stale of Nevada, the Senate concur-
ring, That we express this day our profound sorrow and cotidelences
to the family of the Jate Senator Carville and tender thém our deepest
sympathy, and that we further acknowledge to them the irreparable
loss which the calling of the late Senator Carville nieans to this state
and nation; and be it further

Resolved, That the written form of this resolution be given such
permanency as is possible for us to give by spreading it upen a
memorial page of the journals of the assembly’ and the semate of this
day in memory of and as a solemn tribute to Edward P, Carville ; amld
be it further .

Resolved, That a duly certified copy of this resolution be prepared
by the secretary of state of the State of Nevada and be transmitted
forthwith to the bereaved family of the deceased.
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C-15-307298-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES December 27, 2021
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs
Bryan Bonham
December 27, 2021 3:00 AM Motion to Correct Sentence
HEARD BY: Bluth, Jacqueline M., COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C

COURT CLERK: Michaela Tapia
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- 1T 1S HEREBY ORDERED that Defendant's Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence is DENIED. A court
may correct an illegal sentence at any time. NR5 176. 555. A sentence is illegal if it is "at variance with
the controlling statute, or illegal in_the sense that the court goes beyond its authority by acting
without jurisdiction or imposing a sentence in excess of the statutory maximum provided." Edwards
v. State, 112 Nev. 704, 708, 918 P.2d 321, 324 (1996). Here, Defendant alleges that the Nevada Revised
Statutes version of the statutes under which he pleaded guilty are invalid because they do not contain
the enacting clause required by the NV Constitution. However, the Nevada Revised Statutes do not
have the same reguirements as nack the legisla
Instead, the Nevada Revised Statutes are previously enacted laws which have been classified,
codified, and annotated by the Legislative Counsel. See NRS 220,120, Further, the content
requirements for the Nevada Revised Statutes, as laid out in NRS 220.110, do not require the enacting
clause to be republished in them. Therefore, Defendant's argument is without merit. Furthermore,
this Court had subject matter jurisdiction over Detendant's sentence because there 1s no requirement
that the enacting clause must be on the charging documents. State v. Rogers, 10 Nev. 250, 1875 WL
4032, 7 (1875},

CLERK'S NOTE: This minute order has been distributed to counsel via email and mailed to the
address below. /mt

Bryan Bonham #60375

High Desert State Prison

P.O. Box 650

Indian Springs, NV 89(070-0650

PRINT DATE:  12/27/2021 Page 1 of 1 Minutes Date:  December 27, 2021
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; District Attorney, through ALEXANDER CHEN, Deputy District Attomey, and hereby
f submits the attached Points and Authoritics in Opposition to Defendant’s Mokion to-Correct
| Ilicgal Sentence.

| attached points and authorilies in support hereof, and oral argument at the time of hearing, if

Filed
82412021 3:12 PM
Steven D. Grierson

C OF THEC!
STEVEN B, WOLFSON - |

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565
B itict Atiom
uty District Attorn
Nevada Bar #10539 “
200 Lewis Avenue
Las Vepgas, Nevada 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500
Attorney for Plaintiff

CLARK COUNTY. NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA, '
Plaiouift,

-vs- CASENO: C-14-296536~1

JUSTIN LANGFORD, .
#9748452 DEPT NO: XXH.lr

Defendant.

ATE’S OPPOSITIO. D ANT’S MOTION TO CORR ILLEGAL

DATE OF HEARING: SEPTEMBER 13, 2021
TIME OF HEARING: 11:08 AM

COMES NOW, the State of Nevada, by STEVEN B, WOLFSON, Clark County

This opposition is made and based upon all the papers and pleadings on file herein, the

deemed necessary by this Honorable Court.
i
/"
i

WCLARKCOUNTYDANETCRMCASED2014WIEN201405262C-RSPN-LUSTIN ODELL LANGFORD)-001.DOCX
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On March 14, 2014, JUSTIN ODELL LANGFORD (hercinafter “Defendant”) was
charged by way of Information with the following: COUNTS 1, 2, 6, 7, 8,10, 11,and 12 -
Lewdness With A Child Under The Age Of 14 (Category A Felony - NRS 201.230); COUNTS
3, 4, and 5 — Sexual Assault With A Minor Under Fourteen Years Of Age (Category A Felony
- NRS 200,364, 200.366); and COUNT 9—Child Abuse, Neglect, or Endangerment (Category
B Felony - NRS 200.508(1)).

On March 7, 2016, 2 jury trial convened and Jasted nine days. On March 17, 2016, the
jury returned a guilty verdict as to COUNT 2, and not guilty as to all other Counts.

On May 10, 2016, Defeadant was sentenced to Life with a possibility of parole after a
term of 10 years have been served in the Nevada Department of Corrections (“NDOC™).
Defendant received eight bundred forty-one (841) days credit for time served. The Judgment
of Conviction was filed on May 17, 2016.

On June 1, 2016, Defendant filed a Notice of Appeal from his conviction. On June 27,
2017, the Nevada Supreme Court affirmed the Judgment of Conviction. Remittitur issued July
28, 2017.

Following the affirmance, Defendant filed various motions including but not limited to,
a Motion to Claim and Exercise Rights Guarantced by the Constitution for the United States
of America (October 10, 2017), a Motion to Reconsider {October 10, 2017), A Motion for
Ancillary Services Pursuant to 18 U..S.C. sec 3006A (Novernber 27, 2017), a Petition for Writ
of Habeas Corpus (December 29, 2017), a Request for Judicial Notice of Lack of Jurisdiction
(March 30, 2018), a Motion to Amend Judgment of Conviction (September 19, 2019), a
Motion to Correct lllegal Senteace (February 25, 2020), and an additional Motion to Correct

Itlegal Sentence (June 9, 2021). The Court denied the above motions,

On August 19, 2021, Defendant filed & Motion to Comrect Illegal Sentence. The State
responds as follows.
/4

2
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STATEMENT OF THE FACTS
On June 21, 2014, the minor victim H.H. (DOB: 06/22/2001) disclosed that she had

been sexually abused by her stepfather, Defendant. The abuse began when she was cight (8)
years old. While at Defendant’s residence in Searchlight, Nevada, Defeadant would call HH.
into his bedroom and have H.H. take off her clothes. Defendant would make HH. lic on the
bed and he would rub baby oit on H.H’s legs. Defendant then placed his private parts in
between her legs and rubbed himsclf back and forth until he cjaculated. HH. stated that
Defendant piaced a white hand towel on the bed and had the victim lie on the towel during the
molestation incidents. He would then use the towel to clean up the baby oil. The abuse
continued unti] the victim reported the sbuse in January 2014.

H.H. testified of several instances of sexual abuse commitied by Defendant. H.H.
described instances including Defendant sucking on her breasts, putting his penis in her anus,
putting his penis into her mouth more than once, touching her genital area with his hands and
his penis, and fondling her buttocks and/or anal arca with his penis.

On January 21, 2014, the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department served a search
warrant on Defendant’s residence in Searchlight. Officers recovered a white hand towel that
matched the description given by H.H. in the exact location H.H. described. The police also
recovered a bottle of baby oil found in the same drawer as the hand towel and bedding. These
items were tested for DNA. Several stains on the white towe] came back consistent with &
mixture of two individuels, The partial major DNA profile contributor was consistent with
Defendant. The partial minor DNA profile was consistent with victim H.H. The statistical
significance of both partial profiles was at least one in 700 billion.

ARGUMENT

I,  DEFENDANT’S SENTENCE IS LEGAL, AND THUS HE IS NOT
ENTITLED TO A CORRECTED SENTENCE

Generally, a district court lacks jurisdiction to modify or vacate 2 sentence once the
defendant starts serving it. Passanisi v. State, 108 Nev. 318,322, 831 P.2d 1371, 1373 (1992),

3
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overruled on other grounds by Harris v. State, 130 Nev. 435, 329 P.3d 619 (2014). However,
a district court possesses inherent authority to correct, vacate or modify a sentence where the
dcfmdam can demonstrate the sentence violates due process because it is based on a malerially
untrue assumption or misteke of fact that has warked to the defendant’s extreme detriment.
Edwerds v. State, 112 Nev. 704, 707, 918 P.2d 321, 324 (1996); NRS 176.555; sec also
Passanisi, 108 Nev. at 322, 831 P.2d at 1373. A motion to correct an illegal scntence may only
challenge the facial legality of the sentencs; cither the district court was without jurisdiction
{0 imposc a sentence cr the sentence was imposed in excess of the statutory
{ maximum, Edwards v. State, 112 Nev. 704, 708, 918 P.2d 321,324 (19%6).

Defendant’s motion fails to substantiate that the District Court lacked Jmsdlctmn.
Defendant mistekenly claims that both NRS 171.010 and NRS 171.020 are invalid. The 48th
Scssion of the Nevada Legislature enacted into law the Nevada Revised Statutes. 1957 Nev.
Stat, 2. At this point, the Nevada Revised Statutes were comprised of the laws set out in section
9 of the same bill. Id. Section 9 states that “the following laws and statutes attached hereto,
consisting of NRS sections 1010 t0-710.590, inclusive, constitute the Novada Revised
Statutes.” Id. ot 3. Both NRS 171.010 and NRS 171020 fall within this range and were |
properly enacted into law by this bil). Thus, Defendant fails to make any proper challeng¢ to

the facial legality of his sentence.,

Defendant fails to sct forth any additional claims that the district court Incked
jurisdiction, the seatence exceeded the statutory maximum, or the Court sentenced him based
on 2 materially untrue assumption or mistake of fact. Accordingly, this Court should deny his
motion.

i
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CONCLUSION
Based on the foregoing reasons, Defendant’s Mation to Correct Tllegal Sentence should

DATED this day of August, 2021.

Respectfully submitted,
STEVEN B. WOL
Nevada Bar # 0539

Dlstnct Attomey
Bar #10539

ER’ TE OF

I hereb certify that service of the above and foregoing was made this %of
August, 2021, by depositing a copy in the U.S, Mail, postage pre-paid, addressed lo:

JUSTIN ODELL LANGF ORD
BACH#1 159546

1200 PRISON RD
LOVELOCK, NV /B9

14FS0001X/AC/ee/mibiSVU
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The Constitution of the State of Nevada

Article 16 Am‘endments

1. Constitutional amendments: Procedure; concurrent and consecutive amendments.

1. Any amendment or amendments to this Constitution may be proposed in the Senate or
Assembly: and if the same shall be agreed to by a Majority of all the members elected to each of
the two houses, such proposed amendment or amendments shall be entered on their respective
journals, with the Yeas and Nays taken thereon, and referred to the Legislature then next to be
chosen, and shall be published for three months next preceding the time of making such choice.
And if in the Legislature next chosen as aforesaid, such proposed amendment or amendments
shall be agreed to by a majority of all the members elected to each house, then it shall be the duty
of the Legislature to submit such proposed amendment or amendments to the people, in such
manner and at such time as the Legislature shall prescribe; and if the people shall approve and
ratify such amendment or amendments by a majority of the electors qualified to vote for
members of the Legislature voting thereon, such amendment or amendments shall, unless
precluded by subsection 2 or section 2 of article 19 of this constitution, become a part of the
Constitution.

2. If two or more amendments which affect the same section of the constitution are ratified by
the people at the same election:

(a) If all can be given effect without contradiction in substance, each shall become a part
of the constitution.

(b) If one or more contradict in substance the other or others, that amendment which
received the largest favorable vote, and any other amendment or amendments compatible with it,
shall become a part of the constitution.

3. If after the proposal of an amendment, another amendment is ratified which affects the
same section of the constitution but is compatible with the proposed amendment, the next
legislature if it agrees to the proposed amendment shall submit such proposal to the people as a

further amendment to the amended section. If, after the proposal of an amendment, another

amendment is ratified which contradicts in substance the proposed amendment, such proposed
amendment shall not be submitted to the people.

NVCODE 1

© 2019 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., a member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved. Use of this product is subject to the
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NEVADA STATUTES
The Constitution of the State of Nevada

Article 16 Amendments

2. Convention for revision of constitution: Procedure.

If at any time the Legislature by a vote of two thirds of the Members elected to each house,
shall determine that it is necessary to cause a revision of this entire Constitution they shall
recommend to the electors at the next election for Members of the Legislature, to vote for or
against a convention, and if it shall appear that a majority of the electors voting at such election,
shall have voted in favor of calling a Convention, the Legislature shall, at its next session provide
by law for calling a Convention to be holden within six months after the passage of such law, and
such Convention shall consist of a number of Members not less than that of both branches of the
Legislature. In determining what is a majority of the electors voting at such election, reference
shall be had to the highest number of votes cast at such election for the candidates for any office
Or on any question.

NVCODE 1
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" BARBARAK. CEGAVSKE
Secretary of Stale

l./'“'.
(r
{
.

e

* Bryan Bonham # 60575
Lovelock Correctional Center
1200 Prison Road

" Lovelock, NV 89419

Mr. Bonham:

STATE OF NEVADA

OFFI OF THE.
SECRETARY OF STATE

' February 27,2019

AW

SCOTT ANDERSON
Chigf Deputy Secrelary of State

‘)JV\-

We are enclosing the foilowlng documents responsive to your records request: Certificate of Election
for- Secretary of State Barbara Cegavske {2014} (2018}, Attorney General Catherine Cortez Masto {2001)

(2010), Attorney General Adam Laxalt {2014); Governor Kenny Guinn (1998} (2002); Governor Jim
Gibbons {2006) Governor Brian Sandoval (2010} {2014). You are going to have to.he mare specific with
regards to the various Judges and District Attorneys as we need to know jurisdiction and district and

may not have these documents. We do not have Certificates of Election for Sheriff. You will need to
provide the names of the Attorneys General from 1657-2002 as we may have already archived thelr

 Certificates of E[ectlon

The Secretary of State is not in possession of Senate Bill 109 from 1949 nor Senate Bill 2 from 1957 —
those recards have been transferred to the Nevada State Library and Archives,

Thank you for contacting our office,

e T ‘  NEVADA STATE CARITOL
. 101 A, Canca Streat, Sulie 3
+ Canon Ciy, Nevads 897013714 -

-Sincerely,

The Office of the Nevada Secretary of State

- 43

Camvon Cly, Nevada R9701-4301

LAS VEGASOFFKE -
555 E, Waskiagon, Avese, Saits 5200
" Lad Viagay, Nevadn 91011050
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STATE OF NEVADA

SCOTT ANDERSON
Secretary of State Chief Deputy Secretary of State
OFFICE OF THE
SECRETARY OF STATE
February 1, 2018
Justin Odell Langford - 1159546 |
High Desert State Prison ‘ “‘-

P.0.Box650
indian Springs, NV 89070

Re: Information Request

Mr. Langford:

In respohse to your request for information on all of Nevada’s statutes. This request is beyond the
scope of what our office can provide. Please contact the Constituent Services Unit of the Legislative
Counsel Bureau — Research Division:

Constituent Ser\nces Unit - A
Legislative Counsel Bureau-Research DIVISIOI‘I
401 South Carson Street >

Carson Clty Nevada 89701-474

Phone 775-684 6740 B
Toli. Free from Las Vegas area 70_ 486-3883
Toll Free from other'Nevada-areas::800-992:0

Please note that there may be fees associated with providing a large valume of documents and that a
deposit may be required prior to responding to your request.

Sincerely,

Barbara K. Cegavske
Secretary of State

Public Information Officer ' g

il

- 45

NEVADA STATE CAPITOL MEYERS ANNEX LAS VEGAS OFFICE
101 N, Carson Street, Suite 3 . COMMERCIAL RECORDINGS 555 E. Washington Avenue, Suite 5200
Cerson City, Nevada 89701.3714 202 N. Carson Street Las Vegua, Nevada £9101-1090

Curson City, Nevads 897014201
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ROSS MILLER
Secretary of State

NICOLE I, LAMBOLEY
Chief Deputy Secretury of State

ROBERT E. WALSH

SO

b

S OFFICE OF THE
SECRETARY OF STATE
February 20, 2013
Dear Mr. Walters;
In response to your public records
Assembly his islative sessi

SCOTT W. ANDERSON
Deputy Secreiary
Jor Commervial Recordings

SCOTTF. GILLES
Deputy Secretary for Electivns

RYAN M. HIGH
Deputy Secretary
Jar Operations

request pursuant to NRS 239, the information you requested regarding
ins to documents for which this office

no longer has legal custody or control. These records are now in the custody and coatrol of the Nevada
State Archives. You may contact them for release of the documents related to the subject matter you

request.

The contact information for the Nevada State Archives is:
100 N. Stewart Street, Carson City, NV 89701

Phone: 775.684.3360
Fax : 775.684.3330

Thank you.

NEVADA STATE CAPITOL
1N N, Carson Sreve. SUITE 3
Camson Clry, Nevada 897014786
Telephone; (775) 6845708
Fan: {775)6R4-5725

Sincerely,
ROSS MILLER
Secretary of State
Catherine Lu
Public Information Officer
L]
COMMERCIAL RECORDINGS L.AS YEGAS OFFICE RENO OFFICE
MEVER'S ANNEX OFFICE SSS'E Washington Avepwe Sie. $200 500 Comorae Ranch Phwy. Seice 63Y-4
202 N, Carson Street Las Vegas. Nevada E9101-1090 Reno. Nevada 89521
Carson City. Nevada 897014201 SECURITIES Telcphone: (7751 687-9050
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(36) Gary Walters - Sent: Sun, Sep 4, 2016 1:40 pm Subject: Fwd:...

Search

@ Gary Walters

September 4, 2016 - K ‘

: Save post i
Sent: Sun, Sep 4, 2016 1:40 pm : Add this 10 your saved ilems !
Subject: Fwd: M"M Snooze Gary for 30 days '
CLUELESS UNLAWFUL AND UNCOI g =0 %0 0 et 5
FAILED NRS STATUTES ;

: Hide all from Gary :
FROM; GARY W. WALTERS Stop seeing posts from this person
RE;" THE BIGGEST Find Support or Report Post ;
I am finally got released, my offenses I'm concemed about this post
and pre -2007, | have 8.5 years of flat o ) ]
6.5 years of staf time , 58 parcentof g~ Tum on notifications for this post :
sentence is 11.6 years, | am owed gat Embed :

forced by NDOC / Warden Williams to‘l;m-rcrzrpam|e-neanrrg"ave‘rﬁrmugrrr—~i
fought itin court, Judge Linda Bell automatically denied my writ forcing me to
go to the Supreme Court, and being placed on an illegal and unlawful

Parole,

All Parole is in Nevada is just a bed move, and a person can be violated for
just doing nothing, only to have a police officer call you over and question
you , then find out your on parole and brings you into jail, and you are
violated for what they call an altercation with Metro Police, most shameful
designed failures...

| was sent to prison deprived of a fair and impartial hearing by Judge
Michael P. Vallani, whom should resign and for crimes of real estate
forgeries and filings of false instruments with the Clark County Recorders
office by which | have never been to the Recorders office and could not even
teil anyone on how to get there...

After the filings of my Ex- Parte Memorandurns ete, The Nevada Suprems
Court on July 15th, 2011, Reversed and Remanded my case back to District
Court and a New Judge Douglas Herndon was appointed and a Court order
for appointment of counse! and evidentiary hearing by the Nevada Supreme
Court was made, only after Judge Herndon's denial of my Writ of Habeas
Corpus, and | had the filed a notice of Appeeal..

Judge Micheal P. Vallani was sued by me in federal Court and an Ethics

Violation Complaint caused this Judge to recuse himself from the conflict
generated against him, this is how Judge Douglas Hemdaon received the
case c-217569 DC 3...

Qn Feb 8ih, 2016, I finally had an evidentiary hearing, after being on a
reversal and remand from the Nevada Supreme Court on July 15th, 2011, it
took over 5 years for my hearing, finally it was ruled ineffective counsel and

other issues.

| raised the unlawful and unconstitutional issués in the Writ of Habeas

Corpus on the NRS STATUTES, and Judge Hemdon did all he could to not

allow it in to expand the record.

The Judicial Branch of Nevada Government will never ever allow any filer to
expand the record, it would mean the release of thousands and thousands of
unlawfully and unconstitutionally withheld pioneers.

Under Gidden vs. Walnwright , Clearance Gidden an illiterate frail and
humble man that was incarcerated in a Flotida prison was able to free or get
new trials for 4,300 inmates in Florida Prisons, and as a result of his work
taught to him by his cell mate a lawyer doing life, the result of Gidden's work
and research he single handedly changed the Judicial system in Florida.

I plan to free up or get new trials for 8,000 inmates in Nevada none violent

- and others evaluated as none threats to public safety.

Through the pursuit of my actual innocence | have discovered ygarg of
gathered research the “imefutable evidence™ and "factual proof” that the NRS

] jir* j
titutional, invalid and b initio”....

SEPTEMBER 5th, 2016 <gwwgreat@aol.com> wrote

OJ Simpson is clueless that he is unlawfully and unconstitutionally

imprisoned in Nevada by Failed NRS Statute laws that were hidden by
decades of stealth fraud “ff 7,,

hitps:/iwww.facebook.comigary.walters.3363334/posts/154505004984923 M

See More on Marketplace

£nglish {US) - Espafiol -
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Deutsch
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Cookies - More
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with the irrefutable evidence and factual proof , of documents, shepherdized
case laws, AGO apinion 85, and 9th Cir. Court of Appeals Justices Opinions
, & law histortan book author Charles Weisman , "The Authority of Law,
exposes Nevada and many officials from the decades past fo the present
day Govemnor Sandoval, former Attorney General, Cathleen Corlez
Masto,Senator Harry Reed and others to being tyrants of Tyranny ,
Usurpation, perjury of their own oaths of office , including the Clark County
District Attorney Steve Wolfsan, former judge Jackie Glass, many Eighth
District court judges , like Judge Kathleen Delaney , Judge Micheal P Vallani
has committed perjury of their cath and swear , signed by these officials
under their signatures of pains of penalties , a class C Felony and a
5,000.00 dollar fine for such breach , and Now those mentioned herein could
even face up to 4 years in jail for such known and proven violations that is
documented and can now be disclosed to this media ,

There are literally thousands of fareigners , blacks, Mexicar Americans ,
Russian , Asian, Islanders etc, and including OJ Simpson, being held
against their will , unlawfully and unconstitutionally , by the NRS Statutes ,
that was illegal, unlawful, invalid and void from the creation and inception of
those Nevada Revised Statutes ranging from 1.010 to 7.510 all these
statules including those that fall within the 1 to 7 range all fail to be the laws
of Nevada,

This was done in May of 1951, and continued on until January 1857.....

The citizens of the state of Nevada are clueless that, there exists a fourth
level of government , that has absolutely no relationship directly with any
connection fo any of the three branches of state government , itis the so
called LCB , legislative Counsel Bureau ilfegally established on July 1st,
1963, and the Statute Revision Commission was abolished and afl
legislative power and authority was transferred illegally to the Lawyer
Russell W McDonatd of whom also got himself not only to be the Director of
the Statule Revision Commission but also continued to wear multiple hats
and became the legislative Counsel, taking all the power and authority away
from the pretenders of being state senators and legislators ,,,,

This was also done by three corrupted Justices of the Nevada Supreme
Court, Justice Miltan B Badt ,Justice Edgar Eather, and Justice Charles
Merrill, had disregarded the Nev.Const. Art. 3, section 1 separation of
powers , and Nev. Const. Art6 , section 11, that no justice shall perform
"ANY Function * other than that appertaining to their own elected judicial
office,

These three Justices had absalutely no right to even performing any Qusai
Function, it violated their aath of office, and the Paramount iaws of State Of
Nevada [.e. Nevada State Constitution,

The Joint Concurment Resolution no. 1 and no.2 used to repeal all the
Statutes of Nevada and create the NRS Statute Laws, as well as commingle -
such Joint Concurrent Resolution with memorials and cengratulations , and
also used in conjuncfion with a COPY of an Engrossed Bill, dubbed Senate
Bill No. 2, Was used to create from if's inception "The Nevada Revised
Statutes™

The Jaint Concurrent Resolution violates the Nev. Const. Art 4, section 17
and section 23" section 17, deals with the Single Subject rute, the Resolution
has multiple commingled subject matters efc,

The violation of section 23, totally voids the Joint Concurrent Resclution
No.T and Ne. 2 by not containing the enactment language upon if's face as
follows

" We the people in the state of Nevada , in Senate and assembly do
hereby enact as follows"

Nothing can even be considerad laws if it does not contain such enactment
language upon it's face,

The Joint Concurrent Resolution does not contain such language and thus
constitutionally fails,

The Jaint Concurrent Resolution alsa fails to comply with Joint house rule
No. 7, and by which a Joint Concurrent Resolution can be used.
The Joint Concurrent Resolution No1 and No. 2 fails to comply with Chapter
* 385, section 2, on page 733, and section 4 on page 734, the Resolution
does not conform to the Statute laws of Nevada , in identifying the Copy of
the engrossed bill SB No.2 as original, duplicate , or triplicate etc, same for Chat (82)

oviorr: M
hitps:/fwww.facebook.com/aary.walters. 3363334/posts/154555004984923 2/4
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hree branches of stale govemment have all operated on the
"PRESUMPTION" of law, that the NRS Statutes were lawfully and
Constitutionally created and were the valid laws of the of of Nevada, this is
simply not true.

The PRESUMPTION of law is now displacement with the "KNOWLEDGE "
of law, and that for all the reasons disclosed herein, that when you now
have the imefutable evidence and factual proof, when laws fail and are
uniawful, unconstitutional, invalid, the courts Lack Subject Matier to proceed
{o try the case,

This means persons like OJ Simpson crimes vanished, and the Court, judge
Jackie Glass and former DA David Reger , and DA Steve Wolfson and
Judge Linda Marie Bell had absolutely no legal fawful and constitutional
rights to pursure or prosecute or try the case of OJ Simpson and 12, 875
other incarcerated persons in Nevada,

Those that ore held on death row all 82 of thern now are held there, lllegally,
unlawfully and unconstitutionally.

There has been 12 persons that have been pul to death since the
reinstaternent of the Nevada Death penalty ,

Mow this so called great governor Sandaval , has approved the revamping of
the death chamber, and no doubt plans to use it soon,

The Govemor, anid other top officials are all aware of this, and it now makes
them accessories to the not only decades of stealth fraud , and the ongoing
tong arm fraud, for what these very corrupted politicians did in
1951,1857,1963, 1972, by Harry Reed as well when he was the president of
the State Senate is most shameful and they are very liable for such unlawful
and multiple unconstitutional acts they have done against the ignorant and
less forfunate society , and the undesirables , uneducated and menta!
ilness, and drug addicts, all by which Marry Reid, Cathleen Cortez Masto,
Governor Brian Sandoval, Attomey General Adam Laxalt, NDOG officials,
and Wardens and by their authority, everyene involved in the false
imprisonment , unlawfully imprisonment, restraint of the incarcerated Liberty
interests, and are being held now against their will , these officials needs to
be prosecuted for their own attempts fo disobey and in their participation in
destroying the Nevada Constitution , and crimes against humanity and
human rights violations.

"No WHERE" ¢an any of these cormupted politicians and or officials,
administrators can refute the facts and evidence now obtained,

For any of their false hoods now such as these state judges to dismiss any
filers Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, or Writ for extra ordinary Relief and
demand for their immediate release , not only violates the Nevada State
Constitution , but it breaches the oath and swear upon gods oath, they took
In order to take their cath of offices and seated upon the bench in their
respective courts they represent.

Anything short of not granting relief sought filed by an incarcerated person in
Nevada, prisons or jails, those officials opposing or cavering up the facts and
truth, have therefore engaged in Treascn, Tyranny, Usurpation, and perjury
of their oath of office, and has further engaged as tyrants and ministers of
their own injustices and are liable to have True Bills issued against them ,
they would have no right to seek or claim absolute immunity.

| affirm under penalties of perjury of law that , this is the truth, and the
information provided herein is truthful and factual, that the NRS Laws fail to
be Nevada laws of the State of Nevada,

This ! affirm this 5th day of September , 2016

By; GARY W WALTERS gwwgreat@aol.com

[ CAN BE REACHED FOR IMMEDIATE INTERVIEWS AT 702-955-2058 /
Las Vegas NV,

3 1 Comment 7 Shares

Share
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Buj0024kinU&t=724s  Part One

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=36NE-eGCHIo . PartTwo -

http_s:[/www.voutu be.c_om/watch?vanGocSwH2\/0&t=359s Part Three

l https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YSn pAbClDw&t=1s  Part Four
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220.110. Contents of NRS.

Nevada Revised Statutes shall contain:
1. The Constitution of the United States.
2. The Constitution of the State of Nevada.
3. The laws of this State of general application.
4, A full and accurate index of the statute laws,

5. Such annotations, historical notes, Supreme Court and district court rules and other
information as the Legislative Counsel deems appropriate to include.

1951, p. 470; 1953, p. 388; 1963, p. 1022; 1969, p. 12.

NVCODE o 1

© 2013 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., a member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved. Use of this product is subject to the
restrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agresment. : ' u’ ( ‘)j .
/00O
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220.120. Compilation, organization, revision and publication of NRS: Form and style;
numbering and arrangement; inclusion of notes and reference materials; changes and
corrections; legal effect of renumbering; resolution of nonsubstantive conflicts between
multiple laws.

1. In preparing the annotations and keeping Nevada Revised Statutes carrent, the Legislative
Counsel is authorized:

(a) To adopt such system of numbering as the Legislative Counsel deems practical.
(b) To cause the revision to be published in a number of volumes deemed convenient,

(c) To cause the volumes to be bound in loose-leaf binders of good, and so far as
possible, permanent quality.

2. The pages of Nevada Revised Statutes must conform in size and printing style to the pages
of the Statutes of Nevada, and roman style type must be used.

3. The Legislative Counsel shall classify and arrange the entire body of statute laws in
logical order throughout the volumes, the arrangement to be such as will enable subjects of a
kindred nature to be placed under one general head, with necessary cross references.

4. Notes of decisions of the Supreme Court, historical references and other material must be
printed and arranged in such manner as the Legislative Counsel finds will promote the usefulness
thereof,

5. The Legislative Counsel in keeping Nevada Revised Statutes current shall not alter the
sense, meaning or effect of any legislative act, but may renumber sections and parts of sections
thereof, change the wording of headnotes, rearrange sections, change reference numbers or words
to agree with renumbered chapters or sections, substitute the word “chapter” for “article” and the
like, substitute figures for written words and vice versa, change capitalization for the purpose of
uniformity, correct inaccurate references to the titles of officers, the names of departments or
other agencies of the State, local govemnments, or the Federal Government, and such other name
changes as are necessary to be consistent with the laws of this state and correct manifest clerical
or typographtcal errors.

6. The Legislative Counsel may:

(a) Create new titles, chapters and sections of Nevada Revised Statutes, or otherwise
revise the title, chapter and sectional organization of Nevada Revised Statutes, all as may be

NVCODE i

£ 2013 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., a member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved. Use of this product is subject to the
restrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agreement. EXH l BiT
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EXRIRIT Nﬁnil’lg tax OK,(L E_
Now up to VOters |

|

By SEAN WHALEY

LASVEGAS REVIEW JOURNAL CAPITAL BUREAU

CARSON CITY — With Assembly approval on
Thursdag Nevada voters next year will be asked
if the mining industry’s constitutional limit on !

- thet_axes they pay for extracting gold and other
precious metats should be repealed. ' I
The vote on Senate Joint Resolution 15 was J
26-15, the final step needed to put it on the 2014 -

general election ballot. It was a party-line vote |

with all Republicans opposed. . - . 1
Gov. Brian Sandoval's signature is not re-
quired to send the measure to the ballot. - ..
If approved by voters; the repeal would al-
low the 2015 Legislature to consider raising the
5 percent tax on the net proceeds of the gold and
other minerals it seils. The cap is currently in
the state constitution and needs voter approval
to be removed.
Assemblywoman Irene Bustamante Adams,

b'se.mxma'aa, . .
Mining lobbyists wem resolution could backfire

-

How TRE NEVADA CONSTITUTION
CANRE YRROPERLY eOUGHTIO BE

AAENDED

NOT (N THE MANNE R THATTHE
BTN SESSIDN AbPIED ETC.
THE NEVADRRENISED STRIUTES,
AND Epe LUSING THE MANDAORY
ENACTING CLARSE (NTHs2d, -
TROMSAID | AW, STKIUTES,
WHICHA NEVADARENISED
SIRTUTE S, LAWSPUBLICKTIONS
AKE HELD QJTTO Bi '
DTES, LAWS OF THESTRIE
OFMEVADA

~127- 613

{ not encourage

~ p» TAX: Mining

lobbyists warn
resplution could backﬁr@. ;

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1A

DLas Vegas. spoke in suppart of the:

measure, ‘voters should have the
chance to determine whether to remove .
the provision from the constitution.”

But - Assemblyman - John “Ellison,
R-Elko, said Nevada has focused so
much on bringing new business: to
the state it has forgotten that mining
helped build the state. Mining salaries at
$88.000 on average are more than twice
that of other jobs, he said.

«Just this one bill has the power
toclosemanyofmesmalloremmw
around Nevada and can adversely
change the way mining is done forever,”
bhe said.

Assemblyman Jim Wheeler,
R-Gardnerville, also opposed the mea-
sure, saying it will introduce an unstable
element into the state economy.

“passing SJR1S and creating this in-
stability in our marketplace will not cre-
ate one job in Nevada,” be said. “It will
-any businesses to come
here. It will not reduce one class size in
Clark County.” ~

: lyman Skip Daly, D-Sparks,
said the mining industry bas modern-
ized and the state constitution has not
kept up. .

The state won't lose mining jobs be-
cause the minerals are here,” he said.

Constitutional amendments have to
be approved by the Legislature twice
before they can be put to the voters on
the ballot. It previously passed the Leg-
istature in the 2011 session.

-The Nevada Mining Association has

| vigorously opposed the measure this

session.

Nevada Mining Association lobbyists
Tim Crowley and Jim Wadhams have
told legislators that e of the reso-
lution could backfire and lead to mining
paying less in taxes than it now pays.

Crowley said the association is dis-
appointed with the vote.

“Passage of SJR15 will lead to signifi-
cantly less state revenue 1o fund essen-
tial services and potentially disrupt rev-
enue streams in rural mining counties
as well. There's no certainty if, how or
when these revenues will be restored.”

The debate ahead of the 2014 vote is
destined to be intense because passage
could lead to additional mining taxes at
atimewhentheeconomyisemerging
@ n an~as~sinn thnr has ot into state

—— -
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Electronically Filed
10/4/2022 3.26 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE COU
orrs R b Bt

STEVEN B. WOLFSON

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

JOHN AFSHAR

Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #14408

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Respondent

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Plaintiff,

_VS_
CASE NO: (C-15-307298-1

BRYAN PHILLIP BONHAM, DEPT NO: VI
#0852897,

Defendant.

STATE’S OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO CORRECT ILLEGAL
SENTENCE

DATE OF HEARING: October 18, 2022
TIME OF HEARING: 9:30 AM

COMES NOW, the State of Nevada, by STEVEN B. WOLFSON, Clark County
District Attorney, through JOHN AFSHAR, Chiet Deputy District Attorney, and hereby
submits the attached Points and Authorities in State’s Opposition to Petitioner’s Motion to
Correct Illegal Sentence.

This Opposition 1s made and based upon all the papers and pleadings on file herein, the
attached points and authorities in support hereof, and oral argument at the time of hearing, 1f
deemed necessary by this Honorable Court.

i
i
i
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On June 22, 2015, Bryan Bonham (hereinafter “Bonham™) was charged by way of
information with Count 1 — First Degree Kidnapping (Category A Felony — NRS 200.310,
200.320) and Count 2 — Attempt Sexual Assault (Category B Felony — 200.364, 200.366,
193.330}). On June 30, 2015, Bonham appeared for Initial Arraignment and pled guilty to both
counts pursuant to North Carolina v._Alford. 400 U.S. 25, 91 S. Ct. 160 (1970).

On October 13, 2015, Bonham was sentenced as follows: as to Count 1, sixty (60) to
one hundred eighty (180) months in the Nevada Department of Corrections and as to Count 2,
sixty (60) to one hundred eighty (180) months in the Nevada Department of Corrections, with
Count 2 to run consecutive to Count I, for a total aggregate sentence of one hundred twenty
(120) months to three hundred sixty (360) months. Bonham was credited with 207 days for
time served.

On December 2, 2021, Bonham filed a Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence, Errata to
Defendant’s Motion to Correct [llegal Sentence, and Caveat (hereinafter “the first MCIS”). On
December 23, 2021, the State filed its Opposition to the first MCIS. The Court filed a Minute
Order denying the first MCIS on December 27, 2021 and its written Order on February 11,
2022.

On December 3, 2021, Bonham filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus which
initiated Case No. A-21-844910-W. On January 12, 2022, Bonham also filed a Motion for
Discovery and Motion for Order to Show Cause into that case. On February 8, 2022, the State
filed its Response. On February 17, 2021, the Court denied Bonham’s Petition for Writ of
Habeas Corpus, Motion for Discovery and Motion for Order to Show Cause in Case No. A-
21-844910-W

On January 6, 2022, Bonham filed a Motion for Discovery and Motion for Order to
Show Cause, Ex Parte Motion for Appointment of Counsel and Request for an Evidentiary
Hearing, and Motion to Enjoin Case Numbers and Request for Judicial Order for Judicial

Economy. On January 7, 2022, Bonham filed the motion entitled “*The Smoking Gun’
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Appellant/Accused Motion to Dismiss, Request for Immediate Release From Incarceration &
Strike Against 2014 Legislative Ballot Seeking to Detraud All Nevada Citizens During Time
of Said Election Supported by Prima Facie Evidence”. The State filed its Response to these
motions on March 7, 2022. The Court filed a Minute Order denying these motions March 17,
2022 and 1ts written Order on March 31, 2022.

Bonham also filed a Notice of Appeal from the denial of the first MCIS on January 13,
2022. The Nevada Court of Appeals affirmed the district court’s denial of the above-mentioned
motions and Remittitur issued on June 28, 2022.

On September 27, 2022, Bonham filed the instant, his second, Motion to Correct an
Illegal Sentence Due to Invalid Laws, Fraud Amounting to Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction

(herein after “the Motion™). The following 1s the State’s opposition.

ARGUMENT

L. THE MOTION SHOULD BE DENIED PURSUANT TO THE DOCTRINES OF
RES JUDICATA AND LAW OF THE CASE.

As an initial matter, Bonham’s claims have been repeatedly rejected by both the district
court and the Court of Appeals. Based on the doctrines of res judicata and law of the case, the
court should deny the Motion.

The Nevada Supreme Court has explained that res judicata precludes consideration of
arguments that have been previously raised and addressed on the merits or found to be
procedurally defaulted. Hall v._State, 91 Nev. 314, 315-16, 535 P.2d 797, 798-99 (1975); see
also Mason v. State, 206 S.W.3d 869, 875 (Ark. 2005) (recognizing the doctrine’s applicability

in the criminal context). Further, “[t]he law of a first appeal is law of the case on all subsequent
appeals in which the facts are substantially the same.” Id. at 315, 535 P.2d at 798 (quoting
Walker v._State, 85 Nev. 337, 343, 455 P.2d 34, 38 (1969)). “The doctrine of the law of the

case cannot be avoided by a more detailed and precisely focused argument subsequently made

after reflection upon the previous proceedings.” Id. at 316, 535 P.2d at 799. Accordingly, by
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simply continuing to file motions with the same arguments, the Motion is barred by the
doctrines of the law of the case and res judicata. Id.

In denying the first MCIS, the district court stated:

Here, Defendant alleges that the Nevada Revised Statutes version of the statutes
under which he pleaded guilty are invalid because they do not contain the
enacting clause required by the NV Constitution. However, the Nevada Revised
Statutes do not have the same requirements as laws of Nevada because they are
not laws enacted b}/ the legislature. Instead, the Nevada Revised Statutes are
previouslr enacted laws Whl(.h have been classified, codified, and annotated by
the Legislative Counsel. See NRS 220.120. Further, the content requirements for
the Nevada Revised Statutes, as laid out in NRS 220.110, do not require the
enacting clause to be republished in them. Therefore, Defendant's argument 1s
without merit. Furthermore, this Court had subject matter jurisdiction over
Defendant's sentence because there is no requirement that the enacting clause
must be on the charging documents. State v. Rogers, 10 Nev. 250, 1875 WL
4032, 7 (1875).

Order Denying Defendant’s Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence, filed Febrnary 11, 2022 at 2.

Then, the Court of Appeals affirmed the district court’s decision. See Bonham v, State, 510
P.3d 816 (Nev. App. 2022). In its Order, the Court of Appeals stated:

Bonham failed to demonstrate that his sentence was facially illegal. He did not
allege his sentence was at variance with the controlling statute or that the court
imposed a maximum sentence in excess of that allowed%y the statute. Moreover,
his claims did not implicate the district court's subject matter
jurisdiction. See Nev. Const. art. 6, § 6(1); NRS 171.010; Landreth v. Malik,
127 Nev. 175, 183,251 P.3d 163, 168 (2011} (*Subject matterjurisdiction is the
court's authority to render a % udgment in a particular category of case.” (internal
quotation marks omitted)). Therefore, we conclude the district court did not err
by denying Bonham's motion.

Id.

The instant Motion largely consists of the same claims that both the district court and the
Court of Appeals have rejected. In the first MCIS, Bonham challenged the district court’s
subject matter jurisdiction by arguing that the Nevada Revised Statures are invalid for their
failure to include the enactment clause. See Generally, the first MCIS. In the instant Motion,
Bonham challenges the district court’s subject matter jurisdiction by arguing that the Nevada
Revised Statures are invalid because the enactment process violated the Nevada Constitution.

See Generally, the Motion. In essence, Bonham reframed his previous claims in the instant

Motion to launch a similar challenge to the district court’s subject matter jurisdiction.

618




e B e = Y " T o B

o0 o | N h E=N 2 [ — = NS =] ~J > h = (W] 2 p—

Therefore, to the extent that the Motion reasserts the same claims, the court should deny the

Motion pursuant to the doctrines of res judicata and the law of the case.

II. THE CLAIMS ASSERTED ARE BEYOND THE SCOPE OF AMOTION TO
CORRECT AN ILLEGAL SENTENCE.

To the extent that the Motion asserts novel claims, or should the court be inclined to
reconsider the merits of Bonham’s previous claims, the court should still deny the Motion
because the claims asserted therein are beyond the scope of a motion to correct an illegal
sentence.

NRS 176.555 states that “[t]he court may correct an illegal sentence at anytime.” See

also Passanisi v. State, 108 Nev. 318, 321, 831 P.2d 1371, 1372 (1992). However, the grounds

to correct an illegal sentence are interpreted narrowly under a limited scope. See Edwards v.

State, 112 Nev. 704, 708, 918 P.2d 321, 324 (1996); See also Haney v. State, 124 Nev. 408,

411, 185 P.3d 350, 352 (2008). “A motion to correct an illegal sentence is an appropriate
vehicle for raising the claim that a sentence is facially illegal at any time; such a motion cannot
be used as a vehicle for challenging the validity of a judgment of conviction or sentence based
on alleged errors occurring at trial or sentencing.” Edwards, 112 Nev. at 708, 918 P.2d at 324.

“Motions to correct illegal sentences address only the facial legality of a sentence.” Id.
Motions to correct illegal sentences evaluate whether the sentence imposed on the defendant
1s “‘at variance with the controlling statute, or illegal in the sense that the court goes beyond
its authority by acting without jurisdiction or imposing a sentence in excess of the statutory

maximum provided.”” Id. {(quoting Allen v. United States, 495 A.2d 1145, 1149 (D.C. 1985)).

Other claims attacking the conviction or sentence must be raised by a timely filed direct appeal
or a imely filed Petition for a Post-Conviction Writ ot Habeas Corpus per NRS 34.720-34.830,
or other appropriate motion. See Id.

In other words, as the Court of Appeals stated in Bonham’s previous appeal, “[a] motion
to correct an 1llegal sentence may only challenge the facial legality of the sentence: either the

district court was without jurisdiction to impose a sentence or the sentence was imposed 1n
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excess of the statutory maximum.” Bonham, 510 P.3d 816 (Nev. App. 2022) (citing Edwards,
112 Nev. at 708, 918 P.2d at 324). “Subject matter jurisdiction is the court's authority to render
a judgment 1n a particular category of case.” See Nev. Const. art. 6, § 6(1); NRS 171.010;
Landreth v. Malik, 127 Nev. 175, 183, 251 P.3d 163, 168 (2011). The State of Nevada has

jurisdiction to punish “[e]very person, whether an inhabitant of this state, or any other state,
or of a terrtory or district of the United States... for a public offense committed [in Nevadal,
except where 1t 1s by law cognizable exclusively in the courts ot the United States. NRS
171.010. The district courts “have original jurisdiction in all cases excluded by law from the
original jurisdiction of justices' courts.” Nev. Const. art. 6, § 6(1).

Here, Bonham does not claim that the imposed sentence was in excess of the statutory
maximum. See Generally the Motion. Rather, Bonham reframes his prior claims regarding the
validity of the Nevada Revised Statutes as a basis of challenging the district court’s subject
matter jurisdiction. Id. Without addressing the validity of the Nevada Revised Statutes, which
1s discussed in Section IIl., such a claim remains beyond the scope of a motion to correct an
illegal sentence. Bonham’s argument that the district court lacks subject matter jurisdiction
because the Nevada Revised Statutes are invalid is not a challenge to the facial legality of his
sentence. Rather, it is a challenge to the validity of his conviction. Therefore, a motion to
correct an illegal sentence is an improper vehicle to raise such a claim. Thus, the court should
deny the Motion.

III. THE NEVADA REVISED STATUTES ARE VALID.

Notwithstanding the fact that both the district court and the Court of Appeals previously
denied Bonham’s challenges to the Nevada Revised Statutes and that it is beyond the scope of
a motion to correct an illegal sentence, Bonham fails to demonstrate that the Nevada Revised
Statutes are invalid. Therefore, the court should deny the Motion.

Bonham contends that the district court lacked subject matter jurisdiction because the
legislative process through which the Nevada Revised Statutes were enacted as law was
improper. See Generally, the Motion. This claim is meritless.

Y
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First, Bonham claims that the “commission” established “for the revision, compilation,
annotation, and publication of the laws of the State of Nevada” was an impermissible
delegation of legislative power and, therefore, the creation of the Nevada Revised Statutes
violates Art. 4 § 1 of the Nevada Constitution, rendering the Nevada Revised Statutes invalid.
See Generally, the Motion. This claim fails because the Nevada Revised Statutes are not laws
enacted by the legislature. Rather, they are previously enacted laws which have been classified,
codified, and annotated by the Legislative Counsel. See NRS 220.120. Therefore, the
“commission” is not a legislative body, but a clerical entity charged with compiling and
organizing already enacted statutes. As such, the creation of the Nevada Revised Statutes was
not unconstitutional and Bonham’s claim 1s meritless.

Further, Bonham claims that the Nevada Revised Statutes, as a whole, are invalid
because “All four (4) versions of the senate concurrent resolution No 1 (1957) have multiple
1ssues within them, you can see they are as follows: 1) there is no enacting clause upon its face
(on either copy/version); 2) there i1s no state seal affixed by secretary of state on either
copy/version; 3) there is no signature of the governor on either copy/version; 4) all four (4)
copies/versions show that this concurrent resolution was used for something it is not
permitted/allowed to be used for.” Motion at 27.

Bonham’s entire argument 1s predicated on the incorrect assertion that “Senate
Concurrent Resolution No. 1”” was the enacting document of the Nevada Revised Statutes. Id.
However, “Senate Bill No. 2 of the Laws of The State of Nevada passed at the 48" session of
the legislature™ (hereinafter “Senate Bill No. 2”) was the enacting document of the Nevada
Revised Statutes. See 1957 Nev. Stat. 2. Therefore, Bonham’s fourth “issue” is meritless
because Concurrent Resolution No. 1 was not used to enact the law. Further Senate Bill No.
2, which is available on the Nevada Legislature’s website, contains the enactment clause and
is notated as “Approved Januvary 23, 19577, 1957 Nev. Stat. 2, available at
https://www leg.state.nv.us/Statutes/48th1957/Stats 195701 html#Stats 195701 pagel .

The Nevada Legislature’s website bears the state seal. See Nevada Law Library, Nevada

Legislature: The People’s Branch of Government (2022),

621




e B e = Y " T o B

o0 o | N h E=N 2 [ — = NS =] ~J > h = (W] 2 p—

https://www leg.state.nv.us/law1.html.
Therefore, Bonham’s “issues” regarding the enactment process of the Nevada Revised Statutes
are meritless.

To the extent that Bonham is reasserting his prior claim that the Nevada Revised
Statutes are invalid because they do not contain an enactment clause, that argument is also
meritless. While it is well established that the laws of Nevada must include an enacting clause,
the Nevada Revised Statutes do not have the same requirement, as they are not laws enacted
by the legislature. Instead, the Nevada Revised Statutes consist of previously enacted laws
which have been classified, codified, and annotated by the Legislative Counsel. See NRS
220.120. Thus, the reason the Nevada Revised Statutes are referenced in criminal proceedings
1s because they “constitute the official codified version of the Statutes of Nevada and may be
cited as prima facie evidence of the law.” NRS 220.170(3) (emphasis added). Further, the
content requirements for the Nevada Revised Statutes, as laid out in NRS 220.110, do not
require the enacting clause to be republished in them. See NRS 221.110. Therefore, the lack
of an enacting clause in the Nevada Revised Statutes does not render them unconstitutional.

In accordance with the law as stated above, the Nevada Revised Statutes were properly
enacted, cited to, and used in referencing the law Bonham was accused of and later pled guilty

to violating. Therefore, Bonham's argument 1s without merit and should be denied.

CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing arguments, Petitioner's Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence,
should be DENIED.
DATED this 4th day of October, 2022.

Respectfully submitted,
STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

BY /s/ JOHN AFSHAR
Chiet Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #14408

i
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that service of the above and foregoing was made this 4th day of

October, 2022, by depositing a copy in the U.S. Mail, postage pre-paid, addressed to:

BRYAN BONHAM, BAC #60575
H.D.S.P.

P.O. BOX 650

INDIAN SPRINGS, NV, 89070

BY_/s/J. MOSLEY
Secretary for the District Attorney's Office
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BN&A P Bonhum

o575 / InPropria Personam |
Post Office Box 650 [HDSP] FILED
Indian Springs, Nevada 89018 ‘
0CT 19 222
;e

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

STATE 0L NEVAOA

)
DlaatifE. . §
Vs. _ % Case Neo. (-15-397 2131
._Btgaa_ﬁ&'n haw ; Dept No. ___ Vi
Accusen % Docket _
NOTICE OF MOTION

YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that 1hy 4.0 frgun p Bonham

will come on for hearing before the above-entitled Court on the 1<Th day of (o bef ,2022

at the hour of 4130 o’clock f} . M. In Department v, of said Court.

CCFILE

DATED: this i day of gchaber 2022

199 hum #60577

Propria Personam

0 L4 130
G3IAFO3N

1830092 3HL 30 FT0
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NDOC No. {05715 | |
- 0CT 19 222
4l
In proper person %oéﬁ&?ﬁ?
( " INTHE _£/GHTH ___JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE
) STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR THE

COUNTY OF _Clark.

November 10, 1022

)
)
Petitioner, ) 9:30 AM
v. )
) Case No. (-15-301298/
: _ ) _
STATE 0F NEVADA ) Dept. No. _ \{
Respondent. )
)

MOTION AND ORDER FOR TRANSPORTATION
 OF INMATE FOR COURT APPEARANCE
OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE,
FOR APPEARANCE BY TELEPHONE OR VIDEO CONFERENCE|

20 [ 130
(3aAIFO3Y

Petitioner, __&}m p Boahann , proceeding pro se, requests
that this Honorable Court order transportation for his personal appeafénce or, in the
alternative, that he be made available to appear by telephone or by video conference
at the hearing in the instant case that is scheduled for _pCdpber 1% ﬂ', 2022

at Q30AM
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In support of this Motion, I allege the following:

1. Iam an inmate incarcerated at _B;g}\_llm'_&:\ﬁmﬁ

My mandatory release date is I‘ooo.Hq w/21/30

2. The Department of Corrections is required to transport offenders to and

from Court if an inmate is required or requests to appear before a Court in this state.

|
NRS 209.274 Transportation of Offender to Appear Before Court states:
“1. Except as otherwise provided in this section, when an offender is |
required or requested to appear before a Court in this state, the
Department shall transport the offender to and from Court on the day
scheduled for his appearance.
2. If notice is not provided within the time set forth in NRS 50.215, the - |

Department shall transport the offender to Court on the date scheduled

for his appearance if it is possible to transport the offender in the usual
manner for the transportation of offenders by the Department. If itis

not possible for the Department to transport the offender in the usual
manner: |

(a) The Department shall make the offender available on the date scheﬁduled
for his appearance to provide testimony by telephone or by video conference,
if so requested by the Court. _

(b) The Department shall provide for Special transportation of the offe!nder to

‘and from the Court, if the Court so orders. If the Court orders special

transportation, it shall order the county in which the Court is located to
reimburse the Department for any cost incurred for the special transportation.
(c) The Court may order the county sheriff to transport the offender toand
from the Court at the expense of the county.”

3. My presence is required at the hearing because:
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. Las Vegas. NRS 50.215(4). If a person is incarcerated in a prison located 41

O 1AM NEEDED AS A WITNESS.

My petition raises substantial issues of fact concerning events in which I

participated and about which only I can testify. See US v. Hayman, 342 U S,

205 (1952) (District Court erred when it made findings -of fact concerning

Hayman’s knowledge and consent to his counsel’s repfesentatidn of a witness

. against Hayman without notice to Hayman or Hayman's presence at the
evidentiary hearing). |

@ THE HEARING WILL BE AN EVIDENTIARY HEARING. ]

My petition raises material issues of fact that can be deter:runed only in my

_.presence. See Walker v. Johnston, 312 US.275 (1941) (government’s corjtention
that allegations are improbable and unbelievable cannot serve to den;l the
petitioner an opportunity to support them by-evidence). The Nevada

Supreme Court has held that the presence of the petitioner for habeas corpus

relief is required at any evidentiary hearing conducted on the merits of the

claim asserted in the petition. See Gebers v. Nevada, 118 Nev. 500 (2002);

4. The prohibition against ex parte communication requires that I be pfeserit
at any hearing at which the state is present and at which issues co.nc:erning the claims
raised in my petition are addressed. U.S. Const. amends. V, VL

5. If a person incarcerated in a state prison is required or is requested to
appear as a witness in any action, the Department of Corrections must be notiﬁed in
wr1t1ng not less than 7 business days before the date scheduled for his appearance in
Court if the inmate is incarcerated in a prison located not more than 40 mﬂeiﬁom _

es or

more from Las Vegas, the Department of Corrections must be notified in writing not

less than 14 business days before the date scheduled for the person’s appearance in

Court.

6. Os i9h | {1 _ is located approximately

SO miles from Las Vegas, Nevada.
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7. If there is insufficient time to provide the required notice to the Department
of Corrections for me to be transported to the hearing, I respectfully request that this
Honorable Court order the Warden to make me available on the date of the
scheduled appearance, by telephone, or video conference, pursuant to NRS
209.274(2)(a), so that 1 may provide relevant testimony and/ or be present for the
evidentiary hearing. _ |

8. The rules of the institution prohibit me from placing telephone calls from
the institution, except for collect calls, unless special arrangements are made fvith
prison staff. Nev. Admin. Code DOC 718.01. However, arrangements for my
telephone appearance can be made by contacting the following staff memberi‘at my

institution: AJ&E%MMﬁg_Mﬂ _HOSP

whose telephone number is 715 - 81~ bt oo

Dated this _4Th day of _gcto bef

ﬁrgmp Lo Nthsns l;c)ﬁ‘tf
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18

cmcumumcnmmmm

I, %Ncu\ P Ronhamn _, hereby certify pursuant to NRCP 5(b), that on this 22 7% 4
day of prasber 2022, 22 1 mailed-a true and correct copy of the foregoing, “ motisn fo¢

NS Po

”

19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

by depositing it in the High Desert State Prison, Lega! Library, First-Class Postage, fully prepaid,

addressed as follows:

- clerko€ cour™
200 Lo 1S At 3 Blool™
Lyng R4185

CC:FILE

DATED: this ™4 _day of poiober  ,2022,

B S15

/In Propria Personam
Post Oﬁce box 650 [HDSP]
Indian Spr
INFORM L
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AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding __/Mefi/o.

For _ocder of AfunsPort

(Title of Document)

filed in District Court Case number £-/J-30724%!

& Does not contain the social security number of any person.
-OR-
O Contains the social security number of a person as required by:

A. A specific state or federal law, to wit:

(State specific law)

-or-

B. For the administration of a public program or for an appllcatzon

for a federal or state grant,

é;é% - /ﬂ/gf/za 22

gﬁﬁature ' " Date
g‘ dun £ fpn hawr

Print Name

Title
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Electronically Filed
11/22/2022 11:17 AM
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CLERK QF THE COURT

ORDR

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

PETER THUNELL

Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #10779

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, NV 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintitt

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,
-V§- CASE NO: C-15-307298-1
BRYAN PHILLIP BONHAM, DEPT NO: VI
#0852897
Defendant.

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO CORRECT AN ILLEGAL
SENTENCE DUE TO INVALID LAWS, FRAUD AMOUNTING TO LACK OF
SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION

DATE OF HEARING: October 17, 2022
(In Chambers)

THIS MATTER having come on for hearing before the above entitled Court on the
17th day ot October, 2022, the Defendant not being present, represented in PROPER
PERSON, the Plaintiff being represented by STEVEN B. WOLFSON, District Attorney,
through PETER THUNELL, Chiet Deputy District Attorney, and the Court having heard
without argument, based on the pleadings and good cause appearing therefor,

/i
/i
i
i
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COURT ORDERED, Defendant's Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence Due to Invalid
Laws, Frand Amounting to Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction is DENIED. A review of
Defendant's instant Motion reveals that he is attempting to re-argue his Motion to Correct
Illegal Sentence filed on December 2, 2021. As such, the Court directs Defendant's attention
to its previous Order Denying Defendant's Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence filed on
February 11, 2022, as well as the Nevada Court of Appeal's Order of Affirmance, remittitur
issued June 28, 2022. Under the doctrine of the law of the case, subsequent claims in which
the facts are substantially the same are prohibited. Hall v. State, 91 Nev. 314, 315-16, 535
P.2d 797, 798-99 (1975) (internal citations omitted).

The doctrine of the law of the case cannot be avoided by more detailed and precisely
focused arguments made upon retlection of the previous proceedings. Id. Defendant himself
recognizes that this is a continued effort to argue an already decided matter by stating in the
instant Motion that "[t]he Accused/Defendant herein, continuing his research into this issue,
has discovered new information, now brings it to this Honorable courts attention as it is
relative to the this issue " Motion at 3. As this issue has already been decided and Defendant
does not provide new tacts to distinguish the instant Motion, Defendant's attempt to provide
a more detailed and precisely focused argument upon reflection of the denial of his previous
Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence is unmeritorious.

/i
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Therefore, COURT ORDERED, as Defendant is attempting to re-argue his previous
Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence, the instant Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence is DENIED

under the doctrine of the law of the case.

DALEDthis danmaihlosonabaimdbdd— Dated this 22nd day of November, 2022
DISTRICT{JUDGE
STEVEN B. WOLFSON kj
Clark County District Attorney ﬁggq"uf.i?,i'aﬁ E?Sﬁ-.
Nevada Bar #001565 District Court Judge
-
L S
BY ; l /

PETER THUNELL
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #10779

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certity that on the 29th day of November, 2022, [ mailed a copy of the foregoing
Order to:

BRYAN BONHAM, BAC #60575

P.O. BOX 650
INDIAN SPRINGS, NV 89070

BY///W/J%%/

cretary for the [Astrict Atiorney’s Office
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CSERY

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

State of Nevada CASE NO: C-15-307298-1
Vs DEPT. NO. Department 6

Bryan Bonham

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate ot service was generated by the Eighth Judicial Dastrict
Court. The foregoing Order Denying Motion was served via the court’s electronic eFile
system to all recipients registered for e-Service on the above entitled case as listed below:
Service Date: 11/22/2022
ANITA Harrold . harrolah@ ClarkCountyNV.gov

Law Clerk DC 4 . DeptdLCi@clarkcountycourts.us
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CLERK QF THE COURT

ORDR

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

PETER THUNELL

Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #10779

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, NV 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintitt

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,
-V§- CASE NO: C-15-307298-1
BRYAN PHILLIP BONHAM, DEPT NO: VI
#0852897
Defendant.

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S MOTION AND ORDER FOR
TRANSPORTATION OF INMATE FOR COURT APPEARANCE OR IN THE
ALTERNATIVE BY TELEPHONE OR VIDEO CONFERENCE

DATE OF HEARING: November 9, 2022
(In Chambers)

THIS MATTER having come on for hearing before the above entitled Court on the
9th day of November, 2022, the Defendant not being present, represented in PROPER
PERSON, the Plaintiff being represented by STEVEN B. WOLFSON, District Attorney,
through PETER THUNELL, Chiet Deputy District Attorney, and the Court having heard
without argument, based on the pleadings and good cause appearing therefor,

/i
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COURT ORDERED, Defendant's Motion and Order for Transportation of Inmate for
Court Appearance or in the Alternative by Telephone or Video Conference 1s DENIED as it
is MOOT. Defendant's Motion requests that he be present for court on October 18, 2022.
However, Defendant's Motion was not filed until October 19, 2022, and Defendant's Motion
to Correct Illegal Sentence Due to Invalid Laws, Fraud Amounting to Lack of Subject Matter
Jurisdiction, set for October 18, 2022, was denied by minute order on October 17, 2022.

Additionally, the Court notes that Defendant indicated October 18, 2022, was an
evidentiary hearing. October 18, 2022, was not an evidentiary hearing and Defendant has no
Petition before this Court to support an evidentiary hearing. The Court now reminds
Defendant his Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus was denied on February 17, 2022, and this
denial was affirmed by the Nevada Court of Appeals, remittitur issued September 13, 2022,
in case number A-21-844910-W. Theretore, COURT ORDERED, Detendant’s Motion and
Order for Transportation of Inmate for Court Appearance or in the Alternative by Telephone

or Video Conference 1s DENIED as it is MOOT.

Dated this 22nd day of November, 2022

Q. et

DISTRICTUKDGE
STEVEN B. WOLFSON D69 007 81F2 D403
Clark County District Attorney Jacqueline M. Bluth Kj
Nevada Bar #001565 District Court Judge

AT /4

PETER THUNELL /
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #10779

i
i
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on the 29th day of November, 2022, I mailed a copy of the foregoing
Order to:

BRYAN BONHAM, BAC #60575

P.O. BOX 650
INDIAN SPRINGS, NV 89070

N

Oﬁ(retary for the District Kttorney’s Office
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CSERY

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

State of Nevada CASE NO: C-15-307298-1
Vs DEPT. NO. Department 6

Bryan Bonham

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate ot service was generated by the Eighth Judicial Dastrict
Court. The foregoing Order Denying Motion was served via the court’s electronic eFile
system to all recipients registered for e-Service on the above entitled case as listed below:
Service Date: 11/22/2022
ANITA Harrold . harrolah@ ClarkCountyNV.gov

Law Clerk DC 4 . DeptdLCi@clarkcountycourts.us
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ORDR

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

PETER THUNELL

Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #10779

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, NV 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintitt

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,
_VS_

BRYAN PHILLIP BONHAM,
#0852897

Defendant.

DISTRICT COURT

CASE NO:
DEPT NO:

Electronically Filed
11/22/2022 11:23 AM

s i

CLERK QF THE COURT

C-15-307298-1
VI

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR A COPY OF ORDER FROM
HEARING ON OCTOBER 18, 2022 AND REQUEST FOR MISSING PAGES OF

MTCIS

DATE OF HEARING: November 14, 2022

(In Chambers)

THIS MATTER having come on for hearing before the above entitled Court on the

14th day of November, 2022, the Defendant not being present, represented in PROPER

PERSON, the Plaintiff being represented by STEVEN B. WOLFSON, District Attorney,

through PETER THUNELL, Chiet Deputy District Attorney, and the Court having heard

without argument, based on the pleadings and good cause appearing therefor,
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COURT ORDERED, Defendant's Motion for a Copy of Order from Hearing on
October 18, 2022 and Request for Missing Pages of MTCIS is DENIED for failing to state a
cognizable claim. See generally NRCP Rule 12(b)(5); Morris v. Bank of Am. Nev., 110 Nev.
1274, 886 P.2d 454, (1994). Defendant filed his Motion on October 24, 2022, and after review

of the papers therein, the Court cannot identify a single cognizable claim for it to rule upon
as Defendant raises no issues upon which the Court can grant relief. Defendant's requests are
for the Clerk of the Court, not this Court. See generally NRS 19.013. Therefore, Defendant's
Motion is DENIED and its setting for November 15, 2022 is VACATED.

Dated this 22nd day of Navember, 2022

Q. st

S — El

DISTRICTUUDGE
STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney ?ﬁfq?,':ﬁ,?ﬁ &2 E?Jf‘h ki
Nevada Bar #001565 District Court Judge
. AT

PETER THUNELL

Chief Deputy Dlstrlct Attorney

Nevada Bar #10779

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on the 29th day of November, 2022, [ mailed a copy of the foregoing
Order to:

BRYAN BONHAM, BAC #60575

P.O. BOX 650
INDIAN SPRINGS, NV 89070

BY 7. W//

ecretary for the Dlst( ct Attorney’s Office
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CSERY

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

State of Nevada CASE NO: C-15-307298-1
Vs DEPT. NO. Department 6

Bryan Bonham

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate ot service was generated by the Eighth Judicial Dastrict
Court. The foregoing Order Denying Motion was served via the court’s electronic eFile
system to all recipients registered for e-Service on the above entitled case as listed below:
Service Date: 11/22/2022
ANITA Harrold . harrolah@ ClarkCountyNV.gov

Law Clerk DC 4 . DeptdLCi@clarkcountycourts.us
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ASTA

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE
STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR
THE COUNTY OF CLARK

STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintitf(s),
vs.
BRYAN PHILLIP BONHAM,

Detendant(s),

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

1. Appellant(s}: Bryan P. Bonham
2. Judge: Jacqueline M. Bluth
3. Appellant(s): Bryan P. Bonham
Counsel:

Bryan P. Bonham #60375

P.O. Box 650

Indian Springs, NV 89070
4. Respondent: The State of Nevada
Counsel:

Steven B. Wolfson, District Attorney

200 Lewis Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 891{H

C-15-307298-1 -1-

650

Case Number: C-15-307288-1

Case No: C-15-307298-1

Dept No: VI

Electronically Filed
12/23/2022 7:29 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERE OF THE COU EE




11,

cc: Bryan P.

C-15-307298-1

(702) 671-2700

Appellant(s)s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: N/A
Permission Granted: N/A

Respondent{s} s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: Yes
Permission Granted: N/A

Has Appellant Ever Been Represented by Appointed Counsel In District Court: No
Appellant Represented by Appointed Counsel On Appeal: N/A
Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: N/A

Date Commenced in District Court: June 13, 2015

. Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: Criminal

Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Misc. Order
Previous Appeal: Yes

Supreme Court Docket Number{s): 84103

. Child Custody or Visitation: N/A

Dated This 23 day of December 2022.

Steven D, Grierson, Clerk of the Court

/s/ Heather Ungermann

Heather Ungermann, Deputy Clerk
200 Lewis Ave

PO Box 551601

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-1601
(702) 671-0512

Bonham

2.
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C-15-307298-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES June 30, 2015
(C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs

Bryan Bonham

June 30, 2015 1:00 PM Initial Arraignment

HEARD BY: De La Garza, Melisa COURTROOM:

COURT CLERK: Roshonda Mayfield

RECORDER: Kiara Schmidt

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Bonham, Bryan Phillip Defendant
Lopez-Negrete, David E. Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

RJC Lower Level Arraignment

- NEGOTIATIONS are as contained in the Guilty Plea Agreement FILED IN OPEN COURT. DEFT.
BONHAM ARRAIGNED AND PLED GUILTY PER ALFORD to COUNT - 1 FIRST DEGREE
KIDNAPPING (F) and COUNT - 2 ATTEMPT SEXUAL ASSAULT (F). Deputized law clerk
Genevieve Craggs Bar #13469 placed a factual basis on the record. Court ACCEPTED plea and
ORDERED, matter referred to the Division of Parole and Probation (P & I’) and set for sentencing,.
Court advised defense counsel that a stipulation can be submitted to the sentencing judge if both

parties agree to waive the psycho sexual evaluation in this matter.
CUSTODY

9/29/15 9:00 A M. SENTENCING (DEPT. 4)

PRINT DATE: 01/05/2023 Page 1 of 17 Minutes Date:  June 30, 2015
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES September 29, 2015
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs
Bryan Bonham
September 29,2015  9:30 AM Sentencing
HEARD BY: Earley, Kerry COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 16B

COURT CLERK: Kristin Duncan
Cynthia Moleres

RECORDER:

REPORTER: Loree Murray

PARTIES
PRESENT: Bonham, Bryan Phillip Defendant
Lopez-Negrete, David E. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
Villani, Jacob J. Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Mr. Lopez-Negrete requested a continuance, advising Deft. had not received a copy of the Pre-
Sentence Investigation Report (PSI}. Further, Mr. Lopez-Negrete stated he had not reviewed the PSL
with Deft. Mr. Villani stated the victim had been waiting for hours in the courtroom. Further, Mr.
Villani suggested Court could trail the matter for Mr. Lopez-Negrete to review the PSI with Deft. and
move forward today. Mr. Lopez-Negrete opposed going forward today. After Mr. Villani spoke
with the victim, he requested two weeks. COURT ORDERED, matter CONTINUED.

CUSTODY

CONTINUED TO: 10-13-15 9:30 A.M.

PRINT DATE: 01/05/2023 Page 2 of 17 Minutes Date:  June 30, 2015
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES October 13, 2015
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs

Bryan Bonham

October 13, 2015 9:30 AM Sentencing
HEARD BY: Earley, Kerry COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 16B

COURT CLERK: Kristin Duncan
Cynthia Moleres

RECORDER: Kelly Tibbs

REPORTER: Jennifer Church

PARTIES
PRESENT: Bonham, Bryan Phillip Defendant
Lopez-Negrete, David E. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
Villani, Jacob J. Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Mr. Lopez-Negrete advised Count 1 was a stipulated sentence of 5-15 years. State argued for
Count 2's sentence to be 8 - 20 years, consecutive to Count 1. Mr. Lopez-Negrete argued for Count 2's
sentence to be 5 - 15 years, concurrent to Count 1. Google map, picture of victim, and printed picture
from 7 - Eleven submitted to the Court. Statement by Deft. Mounita Wilkes SWORN and Victim
Impact Statement provided. DEFT. BONHAM ADJUDGED GUILTY, pursuant to the ALFORD
DECISION of COUNT 1 - FIRST DEGREE KIDNAPPING (F) and COUNT 2 - ATTEMPT SEXUAL
ASSAULT (F). COURT ORDERED, in addition to the $25.00 Administrative Assessment fee, a
$150.00 DNA Analysis fee including testing to determine genetic markers,(WAIVED if previously
taken) and $3.00 DNA Collection fee, Deft. SENTENCED on COUNT 1 - to a MINIMUM of SIXTY
(60) MONTHS and a MAXIMUM of ONE HUNDRED EIGHTY (180) MONTHS in the Nevada
Department of Corrections (NDC}, on COUNT 2- to a MINIMUM of SIXTY (60} MONTHS and a
MAXIMUM of ONE HUNDRED EIGHTY (180) MONTHS in the Nevada Department of Corrections

PRINT DATE: 01/05/2023 Page 3 of 17 Minutes Date:  June 30, 2015
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C-15-307298-1

(NDC), CONSECUTIVE TO COUNT 1, for an AGGREGATE TOTAL of a MINIMUM of ONE
HUNDRED TWENTY (120) MONTHS to a MAXIMUM of THREE HUNDRED SIXTY (360}
MONTHS in the Nevada Department of Corrections, with TWO HUNDRED SEVEN (207) DAYS
credit for time served.

BOND, if any, EXONERATED.
NDC

CLERK'S NOTE: The COURT, having reviewed the sentence imposed on October 13, 2015,
ORDERED the Deft. Register as a sex offender in accordance with NRS 179D .460 within 48 hours
after release from imprisonment. COURT FURTHER ORDERED, a special SENTENCE OF
LIFETIME SUPERVISION is imposed to commence upon release from any term of probation, parole
or imprisonment. Copy of the Minute Order placed in Clerk's Office Attorney folder of Public
Defender's and District Attorney's. clm 10-15-15

PRINT DATE: 01/05/2023 Page 4 of 17 Minutes Date:  June 30, 2015
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES December 27, 2021
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs

Bryan Bonham

December 27, 2021 3:00 AM Motion to Correct Sentence

HEARD BY: Bluth, Jacqueline M. COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C
COURT CLERK:

RECORDER:

REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Defendant's Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence is DENIED. A court
may correct an illegal sentence at any time. NRS 176.555. A sentence is illegal if it is "at variance with
the controlling statute, or illegal in the sense that the court goes beyond its authority by acting
without jurisdiction or imposing a sentence in excess of the statutory maximum provided." Edwards
v. State, 112 Nev. 704, 708, 918 P.2d 321, 324 (1996). Here, Defendant alleges that the Nevada Revised
Statutes version of the statutes under which he pleaded guilty are invalid because they do not contain
the enacting clause required by the NV Constitution. However, the Nevada Revised Statutes do not
have the same requirements as laws of Nevada because they are not laws enacted by the legislature.
Instead, the Nevada Revised Statutes are previously enacted laws which have been classified,
codified, and annotated by the Legislative Counsel. See NRS 220.120. Further, the content
requirements for the Nevada Revised Statutes, as laid out in NRS 220.110, do not require the enacting
clause to be republished in them. Therefore, Defendant's argument is without merit. Furthermore,
this Court had subject matter jurisdiction over Defendant’s sentence because there is no requirement
that the enacting clause must be on the charging documents. State v. Rogers, 10 Nev. 250, 1875 WL
4032, 7 (1875).

PRINT DATE: 01/05/2023 Page 5 of 17 Minutes Date:  June 30, 2015
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CLERK'S NOTE: This minute order has been distributed to counsel via email and mailed to the
address below. /mt

Bryan Bonham #60575
High Desert State Prison

P.O. Box 650
Indiant Springs, NV 89070-0650

PRINT DATE: 01/05/2023 Page 6 of 17 Minutes Date:  June 30, 2015
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES January 27, 2022
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada

Vs

Bryan Bonham
January 27, 2022 11:00 AM All Pending Motions
HEARD BY: Barker, David COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 11C
COURT CLERK: Kory Schlitz
RECORDER: Deloris Scott
REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: State of Nevada Plaintiff

Villegas, Victoria A. Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF ATTORNEY AND REQUEST FOR EVIDENTIARY
HEARING... MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE...
MOTION TO ENJOIN CASE NUMBERS AND REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL /fORDER FOR JUDICIAL

ECONOMY...

Defendant not present and in custody in the Nevada Department of Corrections.

Ms. Villegas stated the Defendant is filing Motions in both his A and C case, and the State is
requesting time to respond. COURT ORDERED, matters CONTINUED.

NDC

CONTINUED TO: 3/17/2022 11:00 A.M.

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this Minute Order has been mailed to: Bryan Bonham #60575, PO BOX

PRINT DATE: 01/05/2023 Page 7 of 17
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650, Indian Springs, Nevada 39070. (1-31-2022 ks)

PRINT DATE: 01/05/2023 Page 8 of 17 Minutes Date:  June 30, 2015

659
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES February 01, 2022
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs
Bryan Bonham
February 01, 2022 11:00 AM Motion
HEARD BY: Bluth, Jacqueline M. COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C

COURT CLERK: Kristen Brown

RECORDER: Deloris Scott

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Demonte, Noreen C. Attorney
Keane, Deanna M. Attorney
Public Defender Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Court stated this motion is a fugitive document as the Deft. is represented by the Public Defender's

office, therefore, ORDERED, Motion DENIED and OFF CALENDAR.

NDC

PRINT DATE: 01/05/2023 Page 9 of 17 Minutes Date:  June 30, 2015
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES March 17, 2022
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs

Bryan Bonham

March 17, 2022 11:00 AM All Pending Motions
HEARD BY: Holthus, Mary Kay COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03F
COURT CLERK: Dara Yorke

RECORDER: Yvette G. Sison

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Schwartz, Jennifer L. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
Villegas, Victoria A. Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF ATTORNEY AND REQUEST FOR EVIDENTIARY
HEARING... MOTION FOR DISCOVERY...MOTION TO ENJOIN CASE NUMBERS AND REQUEST
FOR JUDICIAL/ ORDER FOR JUDICIAL ECONOMY

Deft. not present. Ms. Villegas indicated the instant Motions were Pro Per Motions. Colloquy between
parties as to if the Public Defender's office was still attorney of record. Following colloquy, and after
further research, Ms. Schwartz indicated it appeared as though there had been some PCR work and
the Public Defender's Office should be taken off. COURT ORDERED, the Public Defender's QOffice not
representing Deft. was hereby AFFIRMED. Further, Court indicated the instant Motions would be
addressed without argument as set for in the State's Opposition. COURT FURTHER ORDERED,
Motion for Appointment of Attorney and Request for Evidentiary Hearing, Motion for Discovery and
Motion to Enjoin Case Numbers and Request for Judicial/ Order for Judicial Econemy was hereby
DENIED. State to prepare the Order.
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NDC

CLERK'S NOTE: Copy of minutes mailed to: Bryan Bonham #60575 -P.O. Box 650 High Desert State
Prison- Indian Springs, NV 89070. / /3-18-22/ dy
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES June 16, 2022
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs
Bryan Bonham
June 16, 2022 9:30 AM Motion for Order
HEARD BY: Bluth, Jacqueline M. COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 10C

COURT CLERK: Kristen Brown
LaCarol Kelley

RECORDER: De'Awna Takas

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Bonham, Bryan Phillip Defendant
Schifalacqua, Barbara Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Court stated there is a lack of clarity in the motion, however, the Deft. is free to file the motion again
if he can make it clear with his handwriting and what he is requesting. Ms. Schifalacqua stated the
Appeals Department believes the Deft. is requesting a copy of the order filed in February, 2022,
however, upon her review, the motion wasn't clear. COURT ORDERED, Motion OFF CALENDAR.
Ms. Leven noted that the Public Defender's office is no longer representing the Deft. in the case and

the Deft. is representing himself, COURT SO NOTED.

NDC
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES October 17, 2022
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs

Bryan Bonham

October 17, 2022 3:00 AM Minute Order
HEARD BY: Bluth, Jacqueline M. COURTROOM: Chambers

COURT CLERK: Kristen Brown

RECORDER:
REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- COURT ORDERED, Defendant's Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence Due to Invalid Laws, Fraud
Amounting to Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction is DENIED. A review of Defendant's instant Motion
reveals that he s attempting to re-argue his Motion to Correct lllegal Sentence filed on December 2,
2021. As such, the Court directs Defendant's attention to its previous Order Denying Defendant's
Motion to Correct lllegal Sentence filed on February 11, 2022, as well as the Nevada Court of Appeal's
Order of Affirmance, remittitur issued June 28, 2022. Under the doctrine of the law of the case,
subsequent claims in which the facts are substantially the same are prohibited. Hall v. State, 91 Nev.
314, 315-16, 535 P.2d 797, 798-99 (1975) (internal citations omitted). The doctrine of the law of the case
cannot be avoided by more detailed and precisely focused arguments made upon reflection of the
previous proceedings. [d. Defendant himself recognizes that this is a continued effort to argue an
already decided matter by stating in the instant Motion that "[t]he Accused/Defendant herein,
continuing his research into this issue, has discovered new information, now brings it to this
Honorable courts attention as it is relative to the this issue " Motion at 3. As this issue has already
been decided and Defendant does not provide new facts to distinguish the instant Motion,
Defendant's attempt to provide a more detailed and precisely focused argument upon reflection of
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the denial of his previous Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence is unmeritorious. Therefore, COURT
ORDERED, as Defendant is attempting to re-argue his previous Motion to Correct [llegal Sentence,
the instant Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence is DENIED under the doctrine of the law of the case.

NDC

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was electronically mailed to: John Afshar, Deputy
District Attorney and a copy mailed to the Deft./kb
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES November (9, 2022
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs

Bryan Bonham

November (9, 2022  3:00 AM Minute Order
HEARD BY: Bluth, Jacqueline M. COURTROOM: Chambers

COURT CLERK: Kristen Brown

RECORDER:
REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- COURT ORDERED, Defendant's Motion and Order for Transportation of Inmate for Court
Appearance or in the Alternative by Telephone or Video Conference is DENIED as it is MOOT.
Defendant's Motion requests that he be present for court on October 18, 2022. However, Defendant's
Motion was not filed until October 19, 2022, and Defendant's Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence Due
to Invalid Laws, Fraud Amounting to Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction, set for October 18, 2022,
was denied by minute order on October 17, 2022. Additionally, the Court notes that Defendant
indicated October 18, 2022, was an evidentiary hearing. October 18, 2022, was not an evidentiary
hearing and Defendant has no Petition before this Court to support an evidentiary hearing. The Court
now reminds Defendant his Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus was denied on February 17, 2022, and
this denial was affirmed by the Nevada Court of Appeals, remittitur issued September 13, 2022, in
case number A-21-844910-W. Therefore, COURT ORDERED, Defendant's Motion and Order for
Transportation of Inmate for Court Appearance or in the Alternative by Telephone or Video
Conference is DENIED as it is MOOT. COURT FURTHER ORDER, the setting for this Motion on
November 10, 2022, is VACATED. State to prepare an order consistent with the Court's ruling.
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NDC

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was electronically mailed to John Afshar, Deputy
District Attorney and a copy mailed to the Defendant./kb
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES November 14, 2022
C-15-307298-1 State of Nevada
Vs

Bryan Bonham

November 14, 2022  3:00 AM Minute Order
HEARD BY: Bluth, Jacqueline M. COURTROOM: Chambers

COURT CLERK: Kristen Brown

RECORDER:
REPORTER:

PARTIES
PRESENT:

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- COURT ORDERED, Defendant's Motion for a Copy of Order from Hearing on October 18, 2022 and
Request for Missing Pages of MTCIS is DENIED for failing to state a cognizable claim. See generally
NRCP Rule 12(b}(5); Morris v. Bank of Am. Nev., 110 Nev. 1274, 886 P.2d 454, (1994). Defendant filed
his Motion on October 24, 2022, and after review of the papers therein, the Court cannot identify a
single cognizable claim for it to rule upon as Defendant raises no issues upon which the Court can
grant relief. Defendant's requests are for the Clerk of the Court, not this Court. See generally NRS
19.013. Therefore, Defendant's Motion is DENIED and its setting for November 15, 2022 is
VACATED. State to prepare an Order consistent with the Court's ruling.

NDC

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was electronically mailed to John Afshar, Deputy
District Attorney and a copy mailed to the Defendant.
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Certification of Copy and
Transmittal of Record

State of Nevada } SS
County of Clark .

Pursuant to the Supreme Court order dated January 4, 2023, I, Steven D. Grierson, the Clerk of the Court
of the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the foregoing
is a true, full and correct copy of the complete trial court record for the case referenced below. The record
comprises three volumes with pages numbered 1 through 668.

STATE OF NEVADA,
Case No: C-15-307298-1
Plaintiff(s),
Dept. No: III
Vs.
BRYAN PHILLIP BONHAM,
Defendant(s),

now on file and of record in this office.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have hereunto
Set my hand and Affixed the seal of the
Court at my office, Las Vegas, Nevada

This 5 day of January 2023.

Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court

—7N

Amanda Hampton, Deputy Clerk




