10
11
12
13

14

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

FILED

P | JUL 25 2023
. Mack Mocon. s A W

Northemn Nevada Correctional Center CLERK SF SUPREME CGLRT
P.O. Box 7000 BY. L
: DEPUTY C

Carson City NV, 89702

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

Case No. géj O

Motion for
Appointment of Counsel
(Pursuant to NRS 34.750)

it ‘ , Mo / -. (2473 .pursuant to NRS 34.750
request lhejljonorable Court to appoint counsel to represent him in this ‘.‘ (#4 /
{lan

mfor the following reasons:

%ﬂis not able to afford counsel, see Motion to Proceed In Forma Pauperis and Affidavit In
Support filed with the Court.
2; The issues involved in this matter are very complex. _'l.

@h

3. The issues involved in this case will require investigation which the-peﬂhmcf cannot do while

confined in prison,

i arir
%s{ﬁm has very limited knowledge of the law and processes thereof.

The ends of justice would best be served in this case if an attorney was appointed to represent the

lents
Dated this @ E day of 772,{// 20&3

lon babe
s st Y. /Mac: fG{..g’CjM

JUL 25 2233

A5-3s4
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

)
)
) ORDER
VS ) APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL
) NRS 34.750
. )
L) Dist Gm& )

Respondent/Defendant

THIS MAi ;E%Eame before the Court on the written Motion for Appointment of Counsel,
the-Retitienes herein having submitted a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, NRS 34.370 et.

len
set. The Court ﬁndfﬁﬁﬂﬂ to be indigent and good cause appearing:

IT IS;J-O ORDERED that the below-indicated is appointed by the Court to represent
llon,
A% in further proceedings:

Clark County Public Defender

Washoe County Public Defender

Nevada State Public Defender

, Esq., Attorney at Law, is hereby

Lo | lavi
Appointed to repres%"%gm. His/her fee shall be paid by the State of Nevada from the

fund appropriated to the office of the State Public Defender, NRS 34.750(2).

Dated this__/ 7 dayof <] L,/:/_/f ,20 £3 .

District Judge
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL

Appallant

Pursuant to NRCP Rule 5 (b), I hereby certify that 1 am the named herein and

that on this)(' g; / _ day of>k ~l ar [ :7/ , 20 4?3 1 mailed a true and cormrect

copy of the foregoing MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL to the following:

><QY: ‘VQ M M) oaer—~

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030

** | certify that the foregoing document DOES NOT contain the social security number. of any

persons

.ﬁ i v 3
X / ’7(Dale)d ué/ 82 3 KMM‘M‘Q*(S@MW)
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Northem chada Correcuonal Cemer 7
P.O. Box 7000
Carson City NV. 89702

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

Case No. géjfo

Motion for
Appointment of Counsel
(Pursuant to NRS 34.750)

request the Honorable Court to appoint counsel to represent him in this

m’fg%e following reasons:

o/l
%r is not able to afford counsel, see Motion to Proceed /n Forma Pauperis and Affidavit In
Support filed with the Court.
2: The issues involved in this matter are very complex. +_
Agpeellan

3. The issues involved in this case will require investigation which lheﬁehhemr cannot do while

confined in prison,
st
: has very limited knowledge of the law and processes thereof.

The ends of justice would best be served in this case if an attorney was appointed to represent the

%Lm\f'
Dated this é% day of 724// 2087 . ?/é;




Petitioner alleges that the issues in this case are complex and that Petitioner is unable to

adequately present the claims without the assistance of counsel.

Petitioner hereby respectfully requests that the Court appoint counsel for the reasons

stated above.

Dated this 7= day of ‘7’5}4} 2043,

S
>< ﬁﬁmk%ﬁ%q
/f?’?‘m
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Statement of District Court Error. Explain why you believe the district

court was wrong. Also state what action you want the Nevada Supreme Court

to take. (Your answer must be provided in the space allowed.)

Ou Juit 7472071 1N GonzALES v STATE, 492034556 (2021)
En-panc). THe Nevapa SufReMe CouURT CLARIFIED THE
INTERPRETATION of N.R.S. 24 Bio(1)a) AS \T APPLIES To
DeFeNDANTS WHO ENTERED GUILTY PLEAS TO CRIMINAL
CHARGES BROUGHT AGAINST THEM BY THE STATE. (HE
NevapA SuPReMe C ouRT HELD THAT N.R.S. 34--B1o(1) )
Does NOT puehiT TnefFrecTive AsSistance of Counsel
cLams ARISING AFTER eNTRY oF A GUILTY PLEA AS
THERE 1S NO EXPRESS LANGUAGE DOING S0 AND THOSE
CLAIMS ARE NATURALLY NoT KNowWN AT THe TIME THE

Informal Brief Form October 2017 5



GUILTY PLEA 15 ENTERED. Nevapa SupreMe CougT
EXPLAINED THAT " WHERE A PETITIONER. WHD ENTERED A
GUILTY PLeA ARGUES THAT HE OR SHE RECEIVED INEFFECTIVE
ASSISTANCE oF CounSel AT SL_,NTEMCING— HE of SHE CoulD
NOT HAVE RALSED THAT CLAIM BcFORt:. ENTERING HIS oR HER
ren”. Tue CouRT WENT on To SAY THAT:

™ IT WoULD VIOLATE THE SPIRIT of oLR HABEAS STATuTE
AND THE PUBLIC Pol\CY oF THIS STATE To PRoBIBIT
HiM oR HER FRoM EVER AMSING THAT CLAIM 1n
STate Coum'.” |

GoNZALES v STATE, 4420 5otsse (202D (EN-BANC) SETS FoRTH
THE Nevara SupReme CouRTs MANDATE FoR THE L owWeR
STATE CoURTS To FOLLOW;_KEGAJRDiNG PeTimionERS WHO
ENTERED GUITY PLEAS, TO ND\ILI ALLow SUCH PETIMoNERS To
PRESENT cLars N STATE CoURT THAT SenTENCING
CouNSEL PROVIDED INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE, THE DISRICT
courts MUST now ALLow SUkH PET\TonERS WHO WERE
PRENICUSLY DENIED THE oF’PoR'\'UNlTY To RAISE. INEFFECTIWVE
ASSISTANCE oF St:!\m:NCtl\lG-l CoUunsEL CLAIMS . To BRING
THOSE CLAMS (N STATE CoURTI WITHOUT THE c:L.mM( S)
BEING DENIED AS ‘seconDd oR .:‘;:)UCCESSHH: PETITIonNS” OR AN
‘ABUSE oF THE WRIT  UNDER, N.T.S. 24726,
" The VAST MAToRITY of CONil:/iC‘noNS i OUR SNSTEM
ARE oBTAINED THRoOUGH GUILTY PLeAS. [o Holo THAT

Informal Brief Form October 2017 6




PEFENDANTS WHo FLeAl GUILTY HAVE NO REMEDY
FoR ConSuluTionNAL V\OL&T"!ONE; WHICH OCCUR AT
SENTENCING WoULD SER\QLQ&‘;L‘( UNDERMINE THE
PURPOSE of N.R.S. CHAPTE"R 24- AS APPLIED TO
2442 P.’;‘»JUS(,& MOST PETtT\thE_RS. We ARE CoNViInCED
THAT THE L EGISLATURE. DID NOT INTEND THIS, SucH AN
INTERPRETATION WHICH G—NEE}S A DEFENDANT NO REMEDY
FAILS To IMPLEMENT THE PUBLIC Pol\cY AND PURPOSE
BERND “THE ENTIRE ACT”
WHITE v WARDEN, A6 Nev. AT/636, 614P.2d AT 531,

THe Decisionl MADE BY THE {'BTﬂ JuviciaL District Couli To beENY
PeTimonNeR’s PenTion FoR WRIT oF [HABEAS CoRfUS APPEARS To BE
ConTRARY To JupbiciaL Ec.oNoM‘{ AIND PEMONSTRATES LITILE REGARD
FOR THE DECISIONS HANDED Down err THe Nevava Suprere Court,
AccoRpiNGLY, THe DISTRICT CoulT ERRED I DENYING FeTimoneRr’s
‘PETtTtoN FoR WRIT oF HABEAS CORPUJJB AS "SECOND oR SUCCESIVE , OR
AN ABUSE oF THE WRIT UNDER N.R Hs 34726 — Since THe PerilioneR
NEVER RAISED THAT CiaM BEFORE, THE iNFORMATION RELAYED To
PeTiToneR B HIS TRAL, DiRecT P\PPEAL AND Post- ConvicTiont
CoUNSELS’ BEING THAT " INEFFECTIVE. ASSISTANCE oF COUNSEL CLAMS
RELATING To SENTENCING WERE PR(!.)C.EDURALLY BARRED BY NL.R.S.

24-810(N(@) , AND HENCE WERE NEVER RAISED,

Fivarid , Siwnce Tie CoUrT  iSPeciFilcaLiY BhousHT T Ut

L
(S Ft:d'ﬁt”du-.) of FACT, C w\.gunon = oF LAW AND ORDER _FiLED o:u
_o»%/w:, ;.W_,D FETITIeNER CeULD *oT HAVE RAISED THE (SSUE

Informal Brief Form October 2017 b/




of PP s FAILLRE To APPLY OBTECTINE STANPARDS

AnHEN FORMULATING HIS R%'I

SiNCE THiE NevADA

S (ATR] N i - . i I ] —
CoukT of AlfEALS Holpiwe onN THAT ISSUE WAS NeT KENDERED

JNTIL AUGUST 220720 .

See

VASeweEzZ v State +68F. 3887
J

(agsz, 1207.0). AccoRpineit

PeTiTisnaR SHou fe PERMITE

D To PRoSEcCUTE THAT | SISUE.

CoNCLUSAoN =

I
|
|

WHeReFoke PET Tlenel KESIECTFILLY R

QLESTS THIS
5 : ey el s < . ; —
Honotpble Covkt KevelRse THe ch,-' et Covits ORDER
DENY NG PETiTionel's FETITIoR Fol foST CordNiCTian RE LIEF,
H i
DATED this§ | dayof __ge~e Ty 2023

Informal Brief Form October 2017

_[j;a..nit ‘4{1/%

Signature of Appellant

MAacikK MASen
Print Name of Appellant
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Northern Nevada Correctional Center
P. O. Box 7000
Carson City, Nv. 89702

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

Case No. X-dles OW

Ex Parte Motion for Appointment
of Counsel

N
iz, Fal]

Respondent

COMES NOW, AZzc4 /A‘{f 7\, in Pro Se, and moves this Court for its Order
allowing the Appointment of Counsel for Petitioner. This motion is made and based in the

interest of justice.

Pursuant to Title 18 sec. 3006a of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure,
(2) Whenever the United States magistrate or the court determines that the
interests of justice so require, representation may be provided for any
financially eligible person who...

(B) is secking relief under section 2241,2254,2255 of Title 28.

The Court must appoint counsel where the complexities of the case are such that denial of

counsel would amount to a denial of due process, Brown v. United States, 623 F.2d 54, 61 (9"

Cir. 1980), and/or where the petitioner is a person of such limited education as to be incapable of

presenting his/her claims in such a way that the Court can afford him/her a fair hearing, see
Hawkins v. Bennet, 423 F.2d948 (8" Cir. 1970)




Petitioner alleges that the issues in this case are complex and that Petitioner is unable to

adequately present the claims without the assistance of counsel.

Petitioner hereby respectfully requests that the Court appoint counsel for the reasons

stated above.

Dated this _£ day of 7)7;'4/ ,20 23 .

.Pees-peet-ﬁu-l-l-y—bubm-i-t-ted-
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. /%wé Ma<on.

Northern Nevada Correctional Center
P.O. Box 7000
Carson City NV, 89702

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

Case No. géj‘fo

Motion for
Appointment of Counsel
(Pursuant to NRS 34.750)

request the;cnorablc Court to appoint counsel to represent him in this
[l
mfor the fol‘lio—wing reasons:
1. mner is not able to afford counsel, see Motion to Proceed In Forma Pauperis and Affidavit In
Support filed with the Court.
2. The issues involved in this matter are very complex. +_
@’n
3. The issues invelved in this case will require investigation which thepetmnef cannot do while

confined in prison,

Q
%ﬁh&ﬁﬂ has very limited knowledge of the law and processes thereof.

The ends of justice would best be served in this case if an attorney was appointed to represent the

ﬁ%ﬂm\#
Dated this M day of 77’/,(_// 209@?

@h é—f
Is/ x%/é?. /M@a Z Jler Croin
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

)
)
) ORDER
Vs ) APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL
) NRS 34.750
—_ : )
ST st Caf )

Respondent/Defendant

THIS MATTER came before the Court on the written Motion for Appointment of Counsel,
the<Bet#iones herein having submitted a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, NRS 34.370 et.

(len
set. The Court ﬁndg}%ﬂa to be indigent and good cause appearing:

IT IS SO ORDERED that the below-indicated is appointed by the Court to represent

lant
Aﬁiﬁmﬁ in further proceedings:

Clark County Public Defender

Washoe County Public Defender

Nevada State Public Defender

, Esq., Attorney at Law, is hereby

Lope | lavih~
Appointed to repres%rﬁ%iﬁm. His/her fee shall be paid by the State of Nevada from the

fund appropriated to the office of the State Public Defender, NRS 34.750(2).

Dated this /7 dayof <],/ /:7; , 20 X:')’

District Judge
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL

AppallanT

Pursuant to NRCP Rule 5 (b), I hereby certify that 1 am the RetitionerDefendant named herein and

that on this)( gg 7 day of)K J AL [ :},f , 20 }3 1 mailed a true and correct

copy of the foregoing MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL to the following:

X&Y: ‘Vﬂ M M) oesr~

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030

** | certify that the foregoing document DOES NOT contain the social security number. of any

persons

T ‘- ji?! :!i Zl_/{! )
>< : 7(Date)d Ué/ Bl K (Signature)
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. /Wac,é Mz<on

Northern Nevada Correctional Center
P.O. Box 7000
Carson City NV. §9702

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

4 < S0 Case No. 5’@5:7’0 :
gee [T ) A Gese TABEATIA: ClE1HG

)
)
)
Vs ) Motion for
ﬁj‘:: ﬁ g)ffé C 2, Q% ) Appointment of Counsel
' = 7 (Pursuant to NRS 34.750)
)

Defendant/Respondent

/ #}’Petmanes Mém ,pursuant to NRS 34.750
Tequest the;onorable Court to appoint counsel to represent him in this
[
Mmr the following reasons:

Ampellce
;‘Pem-mngrl is not able to afford counsel, see Motion to Proceed /n Forma Pauperis and Affidavit In

Support filed with the Court.
2. The issues involved in this matter are very complex. +_
@n

3. The issues involved in this case will require investigation which the-petitrener cannot do while

confined in prison.

la
%@m has very limited knowledge of the law and processes thereof.

The ends of justice would best be served in this case if an attorney was appointed to represent the

%@Kﬁ'
Dated this /0% day of 7‘7745/ 20@?3

AQ/
Is/ ‘%/?. /V&Ck 7¢K§QM




