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PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT BY DEFENDANT OF NRS 176.0927 09-04-14 2 74 

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF 
ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND TRANSFER OF RECORDS 

09-15-15 3 381-383 

ANSWER TO AMENDED PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 
(POST-CONVICTION) 

11-22-16 3 421-423 

ANSWER TO SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS 
CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION) 

02-26-18 4 558-560 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 09-01-22 8 1461-1463 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 11-04-22 8 1538-1540 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 11-22-22 8 1574-1576 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 01-12-23 9 1608-1610 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 08-23-18 16 1647-1649 

APPLICATION FOR SETTING 05-08-14 2 13 

APPLICATION FOR SETTING 06-19-18 4 582 

APPLICATION FOR SETTING 01-08-19 4 649 

APPLICATION FOR SETTING 01-12-23 9 1614 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 10-07-14 2 192-194 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 11-04-19 5 925-928 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 06-26-23 9 1683-1684 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 06-26-23 9 1694-1695 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL 02-19-15 3 350 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL – NOTICE OF APPEAL 10-08-14 2 213 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL – NOTICE OF APPEAL 11-04-19 5 935 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL – NOTICE OF APPEAL 06-26-23 9 1685 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL – NOTICE OF APPEAL 06-26-23 9 1696 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 09-30-16 3 406 

COURT SERVICES REPORT 04-28-14 2 1-3 

DEPOSITION OF DENNIS CARRY 11/5/18 09-26-19 5 763-788 
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DEPOSITION OF DENNIS CARRY 11/5/18 09-26-19 5 789-837 

DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 06-23-23 9 1681-1682 

DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 06-26-23 9 1692-1693 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

06-30-17 16 1597-1601 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

10-25-17 16 1626-1634 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

02-06-18 16 1635-1651 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

07-09-18 16 1642-1646 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

11-20-18 16 1650-1656 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

05-28-19 16 1659-1664 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

10-21-19 16 1665-1671 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

05-07-20 16 1676-1685 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

07-30-20 16 1689-1691 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

03-24-21 16 1695-1698 

EX PARTE MOTION FOR AUTHORIZATION OF EXPERT WITNESS 
FEES 

08-17-17 16 1605-1625 

EX PARTE MOTION FOR AUTHORIZATION TO EMPLOY 
INVESTIGATOR 

06-20-17 16 1594-1596 

EX PARTE MOTION FOR PAYMENT OF TRANSCRIPTS AT PUBLIC 
EXPENSE 

02-07-19 16 1657-1658 

EX PARTE MOTION FOR PAYMENT OF TRANSCRIPTS AT PUBLIC 
EXPENSE 

11-13-19 16 1672-1673 

EX PARTE MOTION FOR PAYMENT OF TRANSCRIPTS AT PUBLIC 
EXPENSE 

03-18-20 16 1674-1675 

EXHIBIT 2 10-07-16 3 410-416 

GUILTY PLEA MEMORANDUM 05-27-14 2 21-26 

INFORMATION 05-02-14 2 7-9 
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JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 09-11-14 2 75-76 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PROBATION 08-20-14 10, 11 18-353 

MINUTES – ARRAIGNMENT 05-27-14 2 30 

MINUTES – ARRAIGNMENT  08-21-14 2 80-81 

MINUTES – ARRAIGNMENT 5/22/14 05-22-14 2 17 

MINUTES – ENTRY OF JUDGMENT AND IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE 
8/28/14 

09-17-14 2 138 

MINUTES – ENTRY OF JUDGMENT AND IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE 
8/28/14 

12-09-14 3 338 

MINUTES – ENTRY OF JUDGMENT AND IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE 
9/4/14 

12-09-14 3 339 

MINUTES – HEARING ON MOTION TO WITHDRAW 10/25/22 12-27-22 9 1595 

MINUTES – PETITION FOR POST CONVICTION 9/26/19 10-21-19 5 917-918 

MINUTES – STATUS HEARING 11/22/22 12-27-22 9 1599 

MINUTES – STATUS HEARING 12/29/22 03-29-23 9 1623 

MINUTES – STATUS HEARING 4/11/23 06-22-23 9 1674 

MOTION EXHIBIT 1 09-15-15 3 377-380 

MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 12-12-16 3 432-440 

MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 04-14-22 7 1261-1262 

MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF SENTENCE 11-01-22 8 1509-1517 

MOTION FOR EXTENSION TO FILE SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION (FIRST 
REQUEST) 

08-09-22 8 1404-1406 

MOTION FOR JUDICIAL ACTION ON PETITION 07-20-23 9 1727-1729 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE UNDER SEAL 08-20-14 2 62-65 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 07-13-16 11 354-358 

MOTION FOR ORDER PERMITTING DISCOVERY 08-22-18 4 597-601 

MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPT(S) AT PUBLIC EXPENSE 10-07-14 2 198-200 

MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND PETITION 04-22-22 7 1270-1277 
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MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY OF RECORD 05-08-23 9 1641-1642 

MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL OF RECORD 08-16-22 8 1410-1428 

NON-OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL OF 
RECORD 

08-19-22 8 1432-1433 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 10-07-14 2 190-191 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 11-04-19 5 922-924 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 06-23-23 9 1678-1680 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 06-26-23 9 1689-1691 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 10-01-14 2 185-186 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 04-22-22 7 1263-1264 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE OF COUNSEL 12-28-22 9 1603-1604 

NOTICE OF DEPOSITION 10-02-18 4 625-627 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 10-09-19 5 878-910 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 06-12-23 9 1661-1670 

NOTICE OF EXPERT WITNESS 09-13-19 4 677-679 

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF 
ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND TRANSFER OF RECORDS 

09-15-15 3 373-376 

NOTICE OF MOTION TO WAIVE FILING FEES FOR PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

06-17-22 7 1352-1377 

NOTICE OF RESPONSIBLE ATTORNEY FOR THE STATE 06-19-18 4 581 

NOTICE OF STRICKEN DOCUMENT 08-23-22 8 1442 

NOTICE OF STRICKEN DOCUMENT 09-21-22 8 1486 

NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF COUNSEL 04-22-22 7 1282-1284 

NOTICE OF WRIT FILED IN NEVADA SUPREME COURT - PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

06-30-23 9 1705-1711 

NOTICE TO COURT THAT PETITIONER IS NOT DESIGNATING ANY 
PART OF THE COURT RECORD TO BE PROVIDED BY COURT CLERK 

07-08-22 7 1393-1395 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 04-22-22 7 1265-1269 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF SENTENCE 11-14-22 8 1549-1552 
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OPPOSITION TO STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND PETITION 05-04-22 7 1288-1311 

ORDER 10-13-14 2 217 

ORDER 08-16-16 3 401-402 

ORDER ADDRESSING MOTION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF COUNSEL OF 
RECORD AND TRANSFER OF RECORDS 

11-19-15 3 389-391 

ORDER APPOINTING CONFLICT COUNSEL 10-26-22 8 1504-1505 

ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 02-06-17 3 441-442 

ORDER APPROVING ATTORNEY’S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 05-20-20 6 1176 

ORDER APPROVING ATTORNEY’S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 03-24-21 7 1199 

ORDER APPROVING ATTORNEY’S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 04-05-21 7 1206 

ORDER DENYING EX-PARTE MOTION FOR PAYMENT OF 
TRANSCRIPTS AT PUBLIC EXPENSE 

03-24-20 6 1165-1166 

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF SENTENCE 06-09-23 9 1654-1657 

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 10-09-19 5 844-874 

ORDER GRANTING CONTINUANCE 07-23-14 2 55 

ORDER GRANTING IN FORMA PAUPERIS 07-15-16 3 395-397 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL AND 
HOLDING ALL OTHER SUBMITTED DOCUMENTS IN ABEYANCE 

06-10-22 7 1339-1342 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND PETITION AND 
DISMISSING THIRD PETITION 

06-09-23 9 1646-1653 

ORDER PERMITTING DISCOVERY 09-07-18 4 619-621 

ORDER SETTING HEARING ON MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS 
COUNSEL OF RECORD 

08-26-22 8 1456-1457 

ORDER STRIKING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 03-29-22 7 1238-1239 

ORDER STRIKING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-04-22 7 1256-1257 

ORDER STRIKING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 07-06-22 7 1388-1389 

ORDER TO FILE ANSWER AND RETURN 10-11-16 3 417 

ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 08-24-18 4 608-609 

ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER BY AUDIO-VISUAL MEANS 01-12-23 9 1618-1619 
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ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER FOR IN PERSON HEARING 11-23-22 9 1580-1581 

ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER VIA SIMULTANEOUS AUDIO / 
VISUAL TRANSMISSION 

09-16-22 8 1467-1468 

ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER VIA SIMULTANEOUS AUDIO / 
VISUAL TRANSMISSION 

11-07-22 8 1544-1545 

ORDER TO SET 06-04-18 4 575-577 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF FACTUAL INNOCENCE 11-03-22 8 1518-1537 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION) 11-15-22 8 1556-1573 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION) 07-13-16 11, 12, 
13 

359-890 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION) 10-07-16 13, 14, 
15, 16 

891-1593 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION) 
(NON-DEATH PENALTY) 

03-29-22 7 1225-1237 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION) 
(NON-DEATH PENALTY) 

04-04-22 7 1243-1255 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 06-17-22 7 1346-1351 

PETITION’S REQUEST THAT THIS COURT ORDER THE STATE TO 
RESPOND TO HIS PETITION FOR WRIT OF FACTUAL INNOCENCE 
FILED ON 3RD NOVEMBER 2022 

04-27-23 9 1629-1631 

PETITIONER’S HEARING MEMORANDUM FOR EVIDENTIARY 
HEARING 

09-25-19 5 718-759 

PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORT 07-11-14 10 1-9 

PSYCHOSEXUAL EVALUATION 08-06-14 10 10-17 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL (POST 
CONVICTION) 

06-28-22 7 1382-1384 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 
(POST CONVICTION) 

02-16-17 3 446-447 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF ATTORNEY'S 
FEES (POST CONVICTION) 

07-17-17 3 470-471 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY FEES- POST CONVICTION 

12-03-19 5 952-953 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY'S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 

11-21-17 4 496-497 
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RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY'S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 

03-23-18 4 564-565 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY'S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 

07-19-18 4 592-593 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY'S FEES (POST CONVICTION 

12-20-18 4 639-640 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY'S FEES (POST CONVICTION} 

06-26-19 4 664-665 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER GRANTING INVESTIGATIVE FEES 
(POST CONVICTION) 

07-03-17 16 1602-1604 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR EXPERT 
WITNESS FEES (POST CONVICTION) 

09-20-17 4 483-484 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER GRANTING TRANSCRIPT AT 
PUBLIC EXPENSE (POST CONVICTION) 

03-20-19 4 656-657 

RECOMMENDATION FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM ATTORNEY FEES – 
POST CONVICTION 

05-18-20 16 1686-1688 

RECOMMENDATION FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM ATTORNEY FEES – 
POST CONVICTION 

08-21-20 16 1692-1694 

RECOMMENDATION FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM ATTORNEY FEES – 
POST CONVICTION 

04-03-21 16 1699-1701 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS 
SECOND PETITION 

05-09-22 7 1319-1323 

REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF 
SENTENCE 

11-28-22 9 1585-1588 

REPLY TO STATE’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF COUNSEL 

05-05-22 7 1315-1318 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 12-08-16 3 427-428 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-22-22 7 1281 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-04-22 7 1312-1314 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-09-22 7 1324-1325 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-10-22 7 1329-1330 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-16-22 7 1331-1332 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-18-22 7 1337-1338 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-27-23 9 1627-1628 
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REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-27-23 9 1632-1633 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-28-23 9 1634-1635 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-28-23 9 1636-1637 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION FOR PRO PER MOTION FOR 
WITHDRAWAL OF ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND TRANSFER OF 
RECORDS 

11-13-15 3 384-388 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION FOR ORDER PERMITTING 
DISCOVERY 

09-06-18 4 613-615 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS 
COUNSEL OF RECORD 

08-23-22 8 1437-1438 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS 
COUNSEL OF RECORD 

08-23-22 8 1446-1448 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF PETITION AND SUPPLEMENTAL 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS; REQUEST FOR 
EVIDENTIARY HEARING 

04-10-18 4 569-571 

REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT 11-14-19 5 946-948 

REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT(S) 10-07-14 2 195-197 

RESPONSE TO THE STATE’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE STATE’S 
MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND PETITION 

05-18-22 7 1333-1336 

RETURN OF NEF 04-29-14 2 4-5 

RETURN OF NEF 05-02-14 2 10-12 

RETURN OF NEF 05-08-14 2 14-16 

RETURN OF NEF 05-23-14 2 18-20 

RETURN OF NEF 05-27-14 2 27-29 

RETURN OF NEF 05-27-14 2 31-33 

RETURN OF NEF 07-11-14 2 34-36 

RETURN OF NEF 07-14-14 2 48-50 

RETURN OF NEF 07-21-14 2 52-54 

RETURN OF NEF 07-23-14 2 56-58 

RETURN OF NEF 08-06-14 2 59-61 



APPEAL INDEX 
SUPREME COURT NO:  86846, 86893 

DISTRICT CASE NO: CR14-0644 
RODERICK SKINNER vs WARDEN FRANKLIN ET AL 

DATE: JULY 28, 2023 
 

 9 

PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO. 

RETURN OF NEF 08-20-14 2 66-68 

RETURN OF NEF 09-11-14 2 77-79 

RETURN OF NEF 09-12-14 2 82-84 

RETURN OF NEF 09-16-14 2 135-137 

RETURN OF NEF 09-17-14 2 139-141 

RETURN OF NEF 09-22-14 2 182-184 

RETURN OF NEF 10-01-14 2 187-189 

RETURN OF NEF 10-07-14 2 201-203 

RETURN OF NEF 10-07-14 2 204-206 

RETURN OF NEF 10-07-14 2 207-209 

RETURN OF NEF 10-07-14 2 210-212 

RETURN OF NEF 10-08-14 2 214-216 

RETURN OF NEF 10-13-14 2 218-220 

RETURN OF NEF 10-27-14 2 222-224 

RETURN OF NEF 11-09-14 3 335-337 

RETURN OF NEF 12-09-14 3 340-342 

RETURN OF NEF 12-09-14 3 343-345 

RETURN OF NEF 02-11-15 3 347-349 

RETURN OF NEF 02-19-15 3 351-353 

RETURN OF NEF 05-11-15 3 355-357 

RETURN OF NEF 07-24-15 3 361-363 

RETURN OF NEF 08-18-15 3 370-372 

RETURN OF NEF 11-19-15 3 392-394 

RETURN OF NEF 07-15-16 3 398-400 

RETURN OF NEF 08-16-16 3 403-405 

RETURN OF NEF 09-30-16 3 407-409 
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RETURN OF NEF 10-11-16 3 418-420 

RETURN OF NEF 11-22-16 3 424-426 

RETURN OF NEF 12-08-16 3 429-431 

RETURN OF NEF 02-06-17 3 443-445 

RETURN OF NEF 02-16-17 3 448-450 

RETURN OF NEF 05-15-17 3 453-455 

RETURN OF NEF 06-20-17 3 456-458 

RETURN OF NEF 06-30-17 3 459-461 

RETURN OF NEF 07-03-17 3 462-464 

RETURN OF NEF 07-17-17 3 467-469 

RETURN OF NEF 07-17-17 4 472-474 

RETURN OF NEF 08-17-17 4 475-477 

RETURN OF NEF 09-13-17 4 480-482 

RETURN OF NEF 09-20-17 4 485-487 

RETURN OF NEF 10-26-17 4 488-490 

RETURN OF NEF 11-15-17 4 493-495 

RETURN OF NEF 11-21-17 4 498-500 

RETURN OF NEF 01-16-18 4 552-554 

RETURN OF NEF 02-07-18 4 555-557 

RETURN OF NEF 02-26-18 4 561-563 

RETURN OF NEF 03-23-18 4 566-568 

RETURN OF NEF 04-10-18 4 572-574 

RETURN OF NEF 06-04-18 4 578-580 

RETURN OF NEF 06-19-18 4 583-585 

RETURN OF NEF 06-19-18 4 586-588 

RETURN OF NEF 07-09-18 4 589-591 
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RETURN OF NEF 07-19-18 4 594-596 

RETURN OF NEF 08-22-18 4 602-604 

RETURN OF NEF 08-23-18 4 605-607 

RETURN OF NEF 08-24-18 4 610-612 

RETURN OF NEF 09-06-18 4 616-618 

RETURN OF NEF 09-07-18 4 622-624 

RETURN OF NEF 10-02-18 4 628-630 

RETURN OF NEF 10-08-18 4 633-635 

RETURN OF NEF 11-20-18 4 636-638 

RETURN OF NEF 12-20-18 4 641-643 

RETURN OF NEF 12-20-18 4 646-648 

RETURN OF NEF 01-08-19 4 650-652 

RETURN OF NEF 02-07-19 4 653-655 

RETURN OF NEF 03-20-19 4 658-660 

RETURN OF NEF 05-28-19 4 661-663 

RETURN OF NEF 06-26-19 4 666-668 

RETURN OF NEF 09-13-19 4 674-676 

RETURN OF NEF 09-13-19 4 680-682 

RETURN OF NEF 09-24-19 4 715-717 

RETURN OF NEF 09-25-19 5 760-762 

RETURN OF NEF 09-26-19 5 841-843 

RETURN OF NEF 10-09-19 5 875-877 

RETURN OF NEF 10-09-19 5 911-913 

RETURN OF NEF 10-21-19 5 914-916 

RETURN OF NEF 10-21-19 5 919-921 

RETURN OF NEF 11-04-19 5 929-931 
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RETURN OF NEF 11-04-19 5 932-934 

RETURN OF NEF 11-04-19 5 936-938 

RETURN OF NEF 11-12-19 5 940-942 

RETURN OF NEF 11-14-19 5 943-945 

RETURN OF NEF 11-14-19 5 949-951 

RETURN OF NEF 12-03-19 5 954-956 

RETURN OF NEF 12-08-19 6 1159-161 

RETURN OF NEF 03-18-20 6 1162-1164 

RETURN OF NEF 03-24-20 6 1167-1169 

RETURN OF NEF 05-07-20 6 1170-1172 

RETURN OF NEF 05-18-20 6 1173-1175 

RETURN OF NEF 05-20-20 6 1177-1179 

RETURN OF NEF 07-30-20 7 1180-1182 

RETURN OF NEF 08-24-20 7 1183-1185 

RETURN OF NEF 08-24-20 7 1187-1189 

RETURN OF NEF 02-11-21 7 1193-1195 

RETURN OF NEF 03-24-21 7 1196-1198 

RETURN OF NEF 03-24-21 7 1200-1202 

RETURN OF NEF 04-05-21 7 1203-1205 

RETURN OF NEF 04-05-21 7 1207-1209 

RETURN OF NEF 06-30-21 7 1211-1213 

RETURN OF NEF 07-01-21 7 1222-1224 

RETURN OF NEF 03-29-22 7 1240-1242 

RETURN OF NEF 04-04-22 7 1258-1260 

RETURN OF NEF 04-22-22 7 1278-1280 

RETURN OF NEF 04-22-22 7 1285-1287 
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RETURN OF NEF 05-09-22 7 1326-1328 

RETURN OF NEF 06-10-22 7 1343-1345 

RETURN OF NEF 06-23-22 7 1379-1381 

RETURN OF NEF 06-28-22 7 1385-1387 

RETURN OF NEF 07-06-22 7 1390-1392 

RETURN OF NEF 07-08-22 7 1396-1398 

RETURN OF NEF 08-02-22 7 1401-1403 

RETURN OF NEF 08-09-22 8 1407-1409 

RETURN OF NEF 08-16-22 8 1429-1431 

RETURN OF NEF 08-19-22 8 1434-1436 

RETURN OF NEF 08-23-22 8 1439-1441 

RETURN OF NEF 08-23-22 8 1443-1445 

RETURN OF NEF 08-23-22 8 1449-1451 

RETURN OF NEF 08-25-22 8 1453-1455 

RETURN OF NEF 08-26-22 8 1458-1460 

RETURN OF NEF 09-01-22 8 1464-1466 

RETURN OF NEF 09-16-22 8 1469-1471 

RETURN OF NEF 09-21-22 8 1483-1485 

RETURN OF NEF 09-21-22 8 1487-1489 

RETURN OF NEF 09-21-22 8 1501-1503 

RETURN OF NEF 10-26-22 8 1506-1508 

RETURN OF NEF 11-04-22 8 1541-1543 

RETURN OF NEF 11-07-22 8 1546-1548 

RETURN OF NEF 11-14-22 8 1553-1555 

RETURN OF NEF 11-22-22 8 1577-1579 

RETURN OF NEF 11-23-22 9 1582-1584 



APPEAL INDEX 
SUPREME COURT NO:  86846, 86893 
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DATE: JULY 28, 2023 
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PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO. 

RETURN OF NEF 11-28-22 9 1592-1594 

RETURN OF NEF 12-27-22 9 1596-1598 

RETURN OF NEF 12-27-22 9 1600-1602 

RETURN OF NEF 12-29-22 9 1605-1607 

RETURN OF NEF 01-12-23 9 1611-1613 

RETURN OF NEF 01-12-23 9 1615-1617 

RETURN OF NEF 01-12-23 9 1620-1622 

RETURN OF NEF 03-29-23 9 1624-1626 

RETURN OF NEF 04-28-23 9 1638-1640 

RETURN OF NEF 05-09-23 9 1643-1645 

RETURN OF NEF 06-09-23 9 1658-1660 

RETURN OF NEF 06-12-23 9 1671-1673 

RETURN OF NEF 06-22-23 9 1675-1677 

RETURN OF NEF 06-26-23 9 1686-1688 

RETURN OF NEF 06-26-23 9 1697-1699 

RETURN OF NEF 06-30-23 9 1702-1704 

RETURN OF NEF 06-30-23 9 1712-1714 

RETURN OF NEF 07-11-23 9 1717-1719 

RETURN OF NEF 07-18-23 9 1724-1726 

SECOND RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 
(POST CONVICTION) 

11-28-22 9 1589-1591 

SENTENCING EXHIBITS 08-21-14 2 69-73 

STATE’S BENCH MEMORANDUM REGARDING EVIDENTIARY 
HEARING 

09-24-19 4 683-714 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR CONTINUATION OF HEARING 12-20-18 4 644-645 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE 
SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (FIRST 
REQUEST) 

05-15-17 3 451-452 



APPEAL INDEX 
SUPREME COURT NO:  86846, 86893 
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PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO. 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE 
SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 
(SECOND REQUEST) 

07-17-17 3 465-466 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE 
SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (THIRD 
REQUEST) 

09-13-17 4 478-479 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE 
SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 
(FOURTH REQUEST) 

11-15-17 4 491-492 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION 

10-08-18 4 631-632 

STIPULATION FOR ADMISSION OF EVIDENCE 09-26-19 5 838-840 

STIPULATION TO CONTINUE 07-21-14 2 51 

SUBPOENA 09-13-19 4 669-673 

SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL OF 
RECORD 

09-21-22 8 1472-1482 

SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL OF 
RECORD 

09-21-22 8 1490-1500 

SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 01-12-18 4 501-551 

SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 08-18-15 3 365 

SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENTS 07-01-21 7 1215 

SUPREME COURT NOTICE IN LIEU OF REMITTITUR 08-25-22 8 1452 

SUPREME COURT NOTICE OF TRANSFER TO COURT OF APPEALS 08-24-20 7 1186 

SUPREME COURT ORDER 07-11-23 9 1715 

SUPREME COURT ORDER CONSOLIDATING APPEALS, DIRECTING 
TRANSMISSION OF RECORD, AND REGARDING BRIEFING 

07-18-23 9 1722-1723 

SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION  08-02-22 7 1399-1400 

SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR REVIEW 06-30-21 7 1210 

SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR REVIEW 07-01-21 7 1216-1217 

SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

07-18-23 9 1720-1721 



APPEAL INDEX 
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DATE: JULY 28, 2023 
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PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO. 

SUPREME COURT ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO TRANSMIT 
PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORT AND PSYCHOSEXUAL 
EVALUATION 

02-11-15 3 346 

SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 07-24-15 3 358-360 

SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 08-18-15 3 366-369 

SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 02-11-21 7 1190-1192 

SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 07-01-21 7 1218-1221 

SUPREME COURT ORDER TRANSFERRING TO COURT OF APPEALS 05-11-15 3 354 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 10-27-14 2 221 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 11-12-19 5 939 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 06-23-22 7 1378 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 06-30-23 9 1700 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 06-30-23 9 1701 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 07-11-23 9 1716 

SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 08-18-15 3 364 

SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 07-01-21 7 1214 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS – ARRAIGNMENT – MAY 27, 2014 07-14-14 2 37-47 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS – CONTINUED SENTENCING –  
AUG. 26, 2014 

09-22-14 2 142-181 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS – HEARING ON POST-CONVICTION 
PETITION – SEPT. 26, 2019 

12-08-19 6 957-1158 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS – SENTENCING – AUG. 21, 2014 09-16-14 2 85-134 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS – SENTENCING – SEPT. 4, 2014 11-09-14 3 225-334 

WAIVER OF PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION 05-02-14 2 6 

 



Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2020-07-30 11:45:07.697.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2020-07-30 11:45:07.363.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2020-07-30 11:45:07.333.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2020-07-30 11:45:07.297.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2020-07-30 11:45:07.658.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2020-07-30 11:45:07.626.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2020-07-30 11:45:08 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7995970

V7. 1180

V7. 1180



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 07-30-2020:11:38:32

Clerk Accepted: 07-30-2020:11:44:37

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ex-Parte Mtn

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V7. 1181

V7. 1181



The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1182

V7. 1182



Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2020-08-24 08:29:34.498.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2020-08-24 08:29:34.417.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2020-08-24 08:29:34.392.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2020-08-24 08:29:34.348.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2020-08-24 08:29:34.471.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2020-08-24 08:29:34.444.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2020-08-24 08:29:35 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8033025

V7. 1183

V7. 1183



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 08-21-2020:17:21:18

Clerk Accepted: 08-24-2020:08:29:01

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Notice

Filed By: Krista Meier, Esq.

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V7. 1184

V7. 1184



The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1185

V7. 1185



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2020-08-24 02:37:10 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8034222IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
OFFICE OF THE CLERK 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
Appellant, 

Supreme Court No. 79981 
District Court Case No. CR140644 

vs. 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN OF NNCC, 
Res ondent. 

NOTICE OF TRANSFER TO COURT OF APPEALS 

.Pursuant to NRAP 17(b), the Supreme Court has decided to transfer this matter to the 
Court of Appe.als. Accordingly, any filings in this matter from this date forward shall be 
entitled "In the Court of Appeals of the State of Nevada." NRAP 17(e). 

DATE:August19,2020 

Elizabeth A. Brown, Clerk of Court 

By: Rory Wunsch 
Deputy Clerk 

Notification List 
Electronic 
Edward T. Reed 
Washoe County District Attorney\ Jennifer P. Noble\ Kevin P. Naughton 

Paper 
Hon. Barry L. Breslow, District Judge 
Jacqueline Bryant, Washoe District Court Clerk 

20-30642 

V7. 1186

V7. 1186



Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2020-08-24 14:38:23.032.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2020-08-24 14:38:22.955.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2020-08-24 14:38:22.93.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2020-08-24 14:38:22.905.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2020-08-24 14:38:23.004.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2020-08-24 14:38:22.979.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2020-08-24 02:38:23 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8034233

V7. 1187

V7. 1187



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 08-24-2020:14:37:10

Clerk Accepted: 08-24-2020:14:37:52

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Supreme Court Notice

Filed By: Deputy Clerk YViloria

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V7. 1188

V7. 1188



The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1189

V7. 1189



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-02-11 02:17:39 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8292065

COURT OF APPEALS 

OF 

NEVAOA 

(0) 1947B..,., 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
Appellant, 
vs. 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN OF NNCC, 
Respondent. 

ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 

No. 79981-COA 

FILED 

C 

BY--4~~==,,.,.,,_-

Roderick Stephen Skinner appeals from an order of the district 

court denying a postconviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus originally 

filed on July 13, 2016, and a supplemental petition filed on January 12, 

2018. 1 Second Judicial District Court, Washoe County; Barry L. Breslow, 

Judge. 

Skinner argues the district court erred by denying his claim 

that his due process rights were violated when the State destroyed all 

evidence of his guilt after his conviction was final but before his 

postconviction petition was litigated. In his supplemental petition below, 

he argued the State should have retained this evidence and he was 

prejudiced by the State's failure because he was unable to litigate one of the 

grounds raised in his petition. 2 Arguing that postconviction proceedings are 

"a continuation of the defense," Skinner relied on cases that held a 

1Skinner's petition did not include a verification statement. The 
district court dismissed the petition without prejudice to allow Skinner to 
cure the defect. Skinner refiled his petition with verification on October 7, 
2016. 

2Skinner's initial petition listed 14 grounds for relief, and his 
supplement raised the instant due-process claim and one other ground for 
relief. 

V7. 1190

V7. 1190



COURT OF APPEALS 

OF 

NEVADA 

(0) 1947B .... 

defendant's due process rights may be violated where evidence was lost, not 

preserved, or not collected by the State prior to trial. See Arizona v. 

Youngblood, 488 U.S. 51 (1988); Crockett v. State, 95 Nev. 859, 603 P.2d 

1078 (1979); Howard v. State, 95 Nev. 580, 600 P.2d 214 (1979); Higgs v. 

State, 126 Nev. 1, 222 P.3d 648 (2010). 

Postconviction proceedings are not the same as direct appeals 

and are not part of the criminal proceedings. See Pennsylvania v. Finley, 

481 U.S. 551, 556-57 (1987) ("Postconviction relief is even further removed 

from the criminal trial than is discretionary direct review. It is not part of 

the criminal proceeding itself, and it is in fact considered to be civil in 

nature."). And convicted persons do not have the same due process rights 

as those who are presumed innocent. See District Attorney's Office for the 

Third Judicial Dist. v. Osborne, 557 U.S. 52, 68-69 (2009). Skinner's 

reliance on cases addressing only the pretrial destruction of evidence did 

not demonstrate his due process rights were violated. Accordingly, we 

cannot conclude the district court erred by denying Skinner's due process 

argument. 

Skinner does not challenge on appeal the district court's 

conclusions that his conviction should not be reversed. Accordingly, we 

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED. 

C.J. 
Gibbons 

J. 
Tao 

J. 
Bulla 

2 

V7. 1191

V7. 1191



COURT OF APPEALS 

OF 

NEVADA 

(0) 1947B..., 

cc: Hon. Barry L. Breslow, District Judge 
Edward T. Reed 
Attorney General/Carson City 
Washoe County District Attorney 
Washoe District Court Clerk 

3 

V7. 1192

V7. 1192



Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2021-02-11 14:18:54.235.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2021-02-11 14:18:54.165.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2021-02-11 14:18:54.141.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-02-11 14:18:54.118.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-02-11 14:18:54.212.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-02-11 14:18:54.189.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-02-11 02:18:55 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8292069

V7. 1193

V7. 1193



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 02-11-2021:14:17:39

Clerk Accepted: 02-11-2021:14:18:08

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Supreme Court Order Affirming

Filed By: Deputy Clerk YViloria

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V7. 1194

V7. 1194



The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1195

V7. 1195



Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:11:07.173.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:11:07.097.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:11:07.069.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:11:07.042.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:11:07.147.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:11:07.122.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-03-24 01:11:08 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8358783

V7. 1196

V7. 1196



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 03-24-2021:12:36:47

Clerk Accepted: 03-24-2021:13:10:39

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ex-Parte Mtn

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V7. 1197

V7. 1197



The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1198

V7. 1198
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 

 
 
RODERICK SKINNER,   
 
                       Petitioner,    
 
vs.  Case No. CR14-0644 
    
THE STATE OF NEVADA,  Dept. No. 8 
 
                        Respondent.  
 
-------------------------------------------/ 
 

ORDER APPROVING ATTORNEY’S FEES 
(Post Conviction) 

 
Pursuant to the Nevada Supreme Court Order in ADKT 411 and the Second Judicial 

District Court’s Model Plan to address ADKT 411, good cause appearing and in the interests of 

justice, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the recommendations of the Administrator are hereby 

confirmed, approved and adopted as to the amount of $1,330.00.  This amount may not be the 

same as the Administrator’s recommendation.  Counsel is notified that he may request a prove-

up hearing for any non-approved amounts before the Chief Judge of the District. 

Counsel, Edward T. Reed, Esq., shall be reimbursed by the State of Nevada Public 

Defender’s Office attorney fees in the amount of $1,330.00. 

DATED this 24th day of March, 2021. 

  
 
        _______________________  
                     CHIEF DISTRICT JUDGE 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-03-24 01:13:09 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8358800

V7. 1199

V7. 1199



Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:14:18.412.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:14:18.334.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:14:18.308.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:14:18.281.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:14:18.386.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-03-24 13:14:18.36.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-03-24 01:14:19 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8358809

V7. 1200

V7. 1200



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 03-24-2021:13:13:09

Clerk Accepted: 03-24-2021:13:13:45

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Approving

Filed By: Judicial Asst. BWard

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V7. 1201

V7. 1201



The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1202

V7. 1202



Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2021-04-05 07:45:00.458.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2021-04-05 07:45:00.385.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2021-04-05 07:45:00.361.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-04-05 07:45:00.337.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-04-05 07:45:00.434.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-04-05 07:45:00.409.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-04-05 07:45:01 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8376570
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 04-03-2021:20:35:26

Clerk Accepted: 04-05-2021:07:44:29

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Notice

Filed By: Krista Meier, Esq.

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V7. 1204

V7. 1204



The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 

 
 
RODERICK SKINNER,   
 
                       Petitioner,    
 
vs.  Case No. CR14-0644 
    
THE STATE OF NEVADA,  Dept. No. 8 
 
                        Respondent.  
 
-------------------------------------------/ 
 

ORDER APPROVING ATTORNEY’S FEES 
(Post Conviction) 

 
Pursuant to the Nevada Supreme Court Order in ADKT 411 and the Second Judicial 

District Court’s Model Plan to address ADKT 411, good cause appearing and in the interests of 

justice, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the recommendations of the Administrator are hereby 

confirmed, approved and adopted as to the amount of $1,570.00.  This amount may not be the 

same as the Administrator’s recommendation.  Counsel is notified that he may request a prove-

up hearing for any non-approved amounts before the Chief Judge of the District. 

Counsel, Edward T. Reed, Esq., shall be reimbursed by the State of Nevada Public 

Defender’s Office attorney fees in the amount of $1,570.00. 

DATED this 5th day of April, 2021. 

  
 
        _______________________  
                     CHIEF DISTRICT JUDGE 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-04-05 01:00:45 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8377639
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2021-04-05 13:02:07.609.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2021-04-05 13:02:07.258.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2021-04-05 13:02:07.222.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-04-05 13:02:07.195.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-04-05 13:02:07.582.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-04-05 13:02:07.488.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-04-05 01:02:09 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8377656
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 04-05-2021:13:00:45

Clerk Accepted: 04-05-2021:13:01:31

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Approving

Filed By: Judicial Asst. BWard

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V7. 1208

V7. 1208



The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1209

V7. 1209



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-06-30 01:57:35 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8520920

SUPREME COURT 

OF 

NEVADA 

(0) 1947A .en, 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
Appellant, 
vs. 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN OF NNCC, 
Res ondent. 

CA~ I~ - w Lf Lf 
No. 79981 

FILED 
JUN 2 5 2021 

C BRO\NN 

ayµ~~~~~ 

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR REVIEW 

Review denied. NRAP 40B. 

It is so ORDERED. 

r---L ,4_, .:¢j , C.J. 
Hardesty 

J2_.. &ey~---,-,. 
Parraguirre U 

-Ca~___,_(/.... _,J. 

~c!>u , --~-~~j~--' J. 
Pickering 

~II• /) --~~--~.;c_.=c...c...._ ___ , J. 
Stiglich 

'J. 

/A ~ J 
-H-e-rn~~-,;;;o"""n..------' · 

cc: Hon. Barry L. Breslow, District Judge 
Edward T. Reed 
Attorney General/Carson City 
Washoe County District Attorney 
Washoe District Court Clerk 

V7. 1210
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2021-06-30 13:58:39.9.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2021-06-30 13:58:39.817.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2021-06-30 13:58:39.789.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-06-30 13:58:39.762.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-06-30 13:58:39.872.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-06-30 13:58:39.844.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-06-30 01:58:40 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8520924
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 06-30-2021:13:57:35

Clerk Accepted: 06-30-2021:13:58:10

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Supreme Court Order Denying

Filed By: Deputy Clerk YViloria

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V7. 1212

V7. 1212



The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1213

V7. 1213



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-07-01 01:41:08 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8523268IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
Appellant, 

Supreme Court No. 79981 
District Court Case No. CR140644 

vs. 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN OF NNCC, 
Res ondent. 

REMITTITUR 

TO: Alicia L. Lerud, Washoe District Court Clerk 

Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following: 

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order. 
Receipt for Remittitur. 

DATE: June 28, 2021 

Elizabeth A. Brown, Clerk of Court 

By: Andrew Lococo 
Deputy Clerk 

cc (without enclosures): 
Edward T. Reed 

Washoe County District Attorney\ Jennifer P. Noble 
Washoe County District Attorney\ Kevin P. Naughton 
Attorney General/Carson City\ Aaron D. Ford, Attorney General 
Hon. Barry L. Breslow, District Judge 

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR 

1 21-18426 

V7. 1214
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F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-07-01 01:41:08 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8523268IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
Appellant, 
vs. 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN OF NNCC, 
Res ondent. 

Supreme Court No. 79981 
District Court Case No. CR140644 

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 

STATE OF NEVADA, ss. 

I, Elizabeth A Brown, the duly appointed and qualified Clerk of the Supreme Court of 
the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the following is a full, true and correct copy 
of the Judgment in this matter. 

JUDGMENT 

The court being fully advised in the premises and the law, it is now ordered, adjudged 
and decreed, as follows: 

"ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED." 

Judgment, as quoted above, entered this 8th day of February, 2021. 

JUDGMENT 

The court being fully advised in the premises and the law, it is now ordered, adjudged 
and decreed, as follows: 

"Petition denied." 

Judgment, as quoted above, entered this 25th day of June, 2021. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have subscribed 
my name and affixed the seal of the Supreme 
Court at my Office in Carson City, Nevada this 
June 28, 2021. 

Elizabeth A Brown, Supreme Court Clerk 

By: Andrew Lococo 
Deputy Clerk 

1 
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F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-07-01 01:41:08 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8523268

SUPREME COURT 

OF 

NEVAOA 

10) 1947A ~ 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

t, (<J l/ - btp Lf l( 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
Appellant, 

Di No. 79981 

vs. 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN OF NNCC, 
Res ondent. 

flLED 
JUN 2 5 2021 

C ROWN 

BY'~~~~~:;,. 

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR REVIEW 

Review denied. NRAP 40B. 

It is so ORDERED. 

r-L -4.,?t;: , C.J. 
Hardesty 

j2 •• 
Parraguirre 

'@T. -.,icJl,,l~UU•.q,,.;c..,_t):=e• =--_,J, 
Stiglich 

Caw. , J. 

P.,eku i 

--~--~~---_,J. 
Pickering J 

cc: Hon. Barry L. Breslow, District Judge 
Edward T. Reed 
Attorney General/Carson City 
Washoe County District Attorney 
Washoe District Court Clerk 

, J. 

V7. 1216
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t copy of 
my office. 

V7. 1217
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F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-07-01 01:41:08 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8523268

COURT Of APPEALS 

OF 

NEVADA 

(0)19470 ... 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
Appellant, 
VS. 

ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN OF NNCC, 
Respondent. 

ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 

No. 79981-COA 

Roderick Stephen Skinner appeals from an order of the district 

court denying a postconviction petition for a writ of habeas corpus originally 

filed on July 13, 2016, and a supplemental petition filed on January 12, 

2018. 1 Second Judicial District Court, Washoe County; Barry L. Breslow, 

Judge. 

Skinner argues the district court erred by denying his claim 

that his due process rights were violated when the State destroyed all 

evidence of his guilt after his conviction was final but before his 

postconviction petition was litigated. In his supplemental petition below, 

he argued the State should have retained this evidence and he was 

prejudiced by the State's failure because he was unable to litigate one of the 

grounds raised in his petition}! Arguing that postconviction proceedings are 

"a continuation of the defense," Skinner relied on cases that held a 

1Skinner's petition did not include a verification statement. The 
district court dismissed the petition without prejudice to allow Skinner to 
cure the defect. Skinner refiled his petition with verification on October 7, 

2016. 

2Skinner's initial petition listed 14 grounds for relief, and his 
supplement raised the instant due-process claim and one other ground for 
relief. 

V7. 1218
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CouRT Of /\P!>~AJ..S 
OF 

NEVADA 

(OJ 19478..,, 

defendant's due process rights may be violated where evidence was lost, not 

preserved, or not collected by the State prior to trial. See Arizona v. 

Youngblood, 488 U.S. 51 (1988); Crochett v. State, 95 Nev. 859, 603 P.2d 

1078 (1979); Howard v. State, 95 Nev. 580, 600 P.2d 214 (1979); Higgs v. 

State, 126 Nev. 1, 222 P.3d 648 (2010). 

Postconviction proceedings are not the same as direct appeals 

and are not part of the criminal proceedings. See Pennsylvania v. Finley, 

481 U.S. 551, 556-57 (1987) ("Postconviction relief is even further removed 

from the criminal trial than is discretionary direct review. It is not part of 

the criminal proceeding itself, and it is in fact considered to be civil in 

nature."). And convicted persons do not have the same due process rights 

as those who are presumed innocent. See District Attorney's Office for the 

Third Judicial Dist. v. Osborne, 557 U.S. 52, 68-69 (2009). Skinner's 

reliance on cases addressing only the pretrial destruction of evidence did 

not demonstrate his due process rights were violated. Accordingly, we 

cannot conclude the district court erred by denying Skinner's due process 

argument. 

Skinner does not challenge on appeal the district court's 

conclusions that his conviction should not be reve1·sed. Accordingly, we 

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED. 

~~-~-i '_, C.J. 
Gibbons 

J. 
Tao 

~----,,,_.. - J. 
Bulla 

2 
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CouRT OF APPEALS 

OF 

NEVADA 

(0)19478 ~ 

cc: Hon. Barry L. Breslow, District Judge 
Edward T. Reed 
Attorney General/Carson City 
Washoe County District Attorney 
Washoe District Court Clerk 

3 
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"i1 sr~ /~--<:.>'\) • • • • • t(e # 

¼ •• 01 . · o --.... ''.;:/ /'\ . ~ 
•'.f: .\):J • ~., -_ 

· C F ., l r!E~D C6PY 
This document is a full, trd~ ancftorrect copy of 
the origi;l cord in my office. 
DATE:t ( ,,' 
Suprem Nevada 

By _ __JU~±:22~~;t::__ Deputy 

V7. 1221
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2021-07-01 13:42:11.5.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2021-07-01 13:42:11.424.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2021-07-01 13:42:11.398.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-07-01 13:42:11.373.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-07-01 13:42:11.476.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2021-07-01 13:42:11.45.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2021-07-01 01:42:12 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8523272

V7. 1222
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 07-01-2021:13:41:08

Clerk Accepted: 07-01-2021:13:41:38

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Supreme Court Remittitur

Supreme Ct Clk's Cert & Judg

Supreme Court Order Denying

Supreme Court Order Affirming

Filed By: Deputy Clerk YViloria

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

V7. 1223
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CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1224

V7. 1224



1 

2 (I.D. Number) 
Northern Nevada Correctional Center 

3 Post Office Box 7000 ". :,··-! • • 

4 
Carson City, NV 89702 ,~ .. ; .. E{~~~I 

5 Petitioner, In Proper Person 

6 

. •. 

7 
INTHE SECONt> 

8 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEV AD 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF __,\di.......,;_A_S_H_c_E ____ _ 

~ol)ER\CK Sr<!NNEf<. Case No.: cf<\4--ob44-
Petitioner, 

vs. 

i. I OLSEN Rl-,. N \I\J WA .vE N.N.C.C., 

Respondent. 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

Dept. No.:_\ 5 _____ _ 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS 
CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION) 

(Non Death Penalty) 

1. This petition must be legibly handwritten or typewritten, signed by the petitioner and 

verified. 

2. Additional pages are not permitted except where noted or with respect to the facts which 

you rel_y upon to support your grounds for relief. No citation of authorities need be furnished. 

If briefs or arguments are submitted, they should be submitted in the form of a separate 

memorandum. 

3. If you want an attorney appointed, you must complete the Affidavit in Support of Motion 

for Leave to Proceed In Forma Pauperis. You must have an authorized officer at the prison 

complete the certificate as to the amount of money and securities on deposit to your credit in 

any account in the institution. 

4. You must name as Respondent the person by whom you are confined or restrained. If yo 

are in a specific institution of the department of corrections, name the warden or head of the 

V7. 1225

V7. 1225



1 institution. If you are not in a specific institution of the department but within its custody, name the 

2 director of the department of corrections. 

3 (5) You must include all grounds or claims for relief which you may have regarding your 

4 conviction or sentence. Failure to raise all grounds in this petition may preclude you from filing 

5 future petitions challenging your conviction and sentence. 

6 (6) You must allege specific facts supporting the claims in the petition you file seeking 

7 relief from any conviction or sentence. Failure to allege specific facts rather than just conclusions 

8 may cause your petition to be dismissed. If your petition contains a claim of ineffective assistance of 

9 counsel, that claim will operate to waive the attorney-client privilege for the proceeding in which you 

10 claim your counsel was ineffective. 

11 (7) When the petition is fully completed, the original and copy must be filed with the 

12 clerk of the state district court for the county in which you were convicted. One copy must be mailed 

13 to the respondent, one copy to the attorney general's office, and one copy to the district attorney of 

14 the county in which you were convicted or to the original prosecutor if you are challenging your 

15 original conviction or sentence. Copies must conform in all particulars to the original submitted for 

16 filing. 

17 PETITION 

18 1. Name of institution and county in which you are presently imprisoned or where and 

19 how you are presently restrained of you liberty: N .N ,C · C · GAfl5c-cJ C.l T'1 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Name and location of court which entered the judgment of conviction under attack: 

5ec.o"1l) J\l1i>iCtftL 't> ,STJt\cr C;:;.up._, c:,F STA-TE" oF N6\1frbA 

. rtt 4-
Date of judgment of conviction: \0 sePT. 2,..o l 

Case Number: C""- I 4- - o l 4-4-
(a) Length of sentence: _5'_-~ __ L_l_R_c ___________ _ 

2 

V7. 1226
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

6. Are you presently serving a sentence for a conviction other than the conviction under 

attack in this motion? Yes No ✓ 
If "yes", list crime, case number and sentence being served at this time: 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Nature of offense involved in conviction being challenged: 

P~K-~ me 5GXuAL-f€Wol.JVc.U uf MttJc).. o.J.6/.. i 4-'t<:M,.5 &Y 

What was your plea? (check one) 

(a) 

(b) 

Not guilty 

Guilty 

(c) 

(d) 

Guilty but mentally ill 

Nolo contender 

If you entered a plea of guilty to one count of an indictment or information, and a 

12 plea of not guilty to another count of an indictment of information, or if a plea of guilty was 

13 negotiated, give details: __ t.J-1/r--fl-_____________________ _ 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

If you were found guilty after a plea of not guilty, was the finding made by: (check one) 

(a) 

(b) 

Jury 

Judge without a jury 

Did you testify at the trial? Yes __ _ No __ _ 

Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction? 

Yes / No ---
If you did appeal, answer the following: 

(a) Name of court: P£N~ l> I ~11<.tcr ~ t..T · 
(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

Case number or citation: C~ \ + -oG 4-4-' -----------------

Date of result 2,C. l 4-_____________________ 
(Attach copy of order or decision, if available) 

3 
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l 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

14. If you did not appeal, explain briefly why you did not: -

15. Other than a direct appeal from the judgment of conviction and sentence, have you 

previously filed any petitions, applications or motions with respect to this judgment in any court, 

state or federal? 

16. 

Yes ✓ No ---
If you answer to No. 15 was "yes," give the following information: 

(a) (1) 

(2) 

Name of court: US t', \ S~\ GT GoUP... T "END 

Name of proceeding: HA~G"ftS O)p_fus f6TtnccJ 

12 (3) Grounds raised: f'Jv c..wP..fus l>e\..\C,l 

u t-i& = STfr,e KA&€M <:o~U> fe-\lTlt>"' f P£<:£t>ct> me- 1t-b,\fe- • 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

(4) Did you receive an evidentiary hearing on your petition, application 

or motion? Yes_/ __ No __ _ 

(5) 

(6) Date of result: -----------------
(7) If known, citations of any written opinion or date of orders entered 

pursuant to such result: 

(b) As to any second petition, application or motion, give the same information: 

or motion? Yes 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

Name ofcourt: P#'Nc t>tmcr c.uuttr 

Nature of proceeding: HPt66trS 4p.._pus- ft!'T& nor-J 
Grounds raised: (i) \A.C. l\1'"Se~rJC~"1C-

@ 1Ac Arb\ ~c.:r Affe'he 
Did you receive an evidentiary hearing on your petition, application 

No fet--'!>\1-JG-. 

Result: -------------------
Date of result: -----------------

4 
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(7) If known, citations of any written opinion or date of orders entered 

2 pursuant to such result: __________________________ _ 

3 (c) As to any third or subsequent additional applications or motions, give the 

4 same information as above, list them on a separate sheet and attach. 

5 (d) Did you appeal to the highest state or federal court having jurisdiction, the 

6 result or action taken on any petition, application or motion? 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

(1) First petition, application or motion? 

Yes / No __ _ 

(2) Second petition, application or motion? 

Yes __ _ No __ _ 

(3) Third or subsequent petitions, applications or motions? 

Yes __ _ No __ _ 

Citation or date of decision. 

(e) If you did not appeal from the adverse action on any petition, application or 

motion, explain briefly why you did not. (You must relate specific facts in response to this question. 

Your response may be included on paper which is 8 ½ by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your 

response may not exceed five handwritten or typewritten pages in length) 

17. Has any ground being raised in this petition been previously presented to this or any 

22 other court by way of petition for habeas corpus, motion, application or any other post-conviction 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

proceeding? If so, identify: 

(a) Which of the grounds is the same: 

(b) The proceedings in which these grounds were raised: 

5 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

(c) Briefly explain why you are again raising these grounds. (You must relate 

specific facts in response to this question. Your response may be included on paper which is 8 ½ by 

11 inches attached to the petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or typewritten 

pages in length.) 

18. If any of the grounds listed in Nos. 23(a, (b), (c) and (d), or listed on any additional 

pages you have attached, were not previously presented in any other court, state or federal, list 

briefly what grounds were not so presented, and give your reasons for not presenting them. ({ ou 

must relate specific facts in response to this question. Your response may be included on paper 

which is 8 ½ by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or 

typewritten pages in length.) 

fb~ N-RS. 2A--ito(1Xa..) I '-#Jft-6 f'~'t)VR .. lL't e,AAAE.t> FPtlN RAISlt-lG-WESE 

Gl<oUNl>S F'-..1' THE. TIME I. FILED M'f \N\\lf\L fE.TtTICN foR WP.IT of HASE,6-Sc.o~. 

19. Are you filing this petition more than l year following the filing of the judgment of 

conviction or the filing of a decision on direct appeal? If so, state briefly the reasons for the delay. 

(You must relate specific facts in response to this question. Your response may be included on paper 

which is 8 ½ by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or 

typewritten pages in length.) j6.S. I {ZE.\TEMTE 11-\E sr,-..TEM&rrMf\t>E AT 

NUM5E.R 18 oF Tf-t\$ fE:T\TtON. 

20. Do you have any petition or appeal now pending in any court, either state or federal, 

as to the judgment under attack? Yes / No __ _ 

If yes, state what court and the case number: U.S. t>15r1?JCT CoURT, (ZENO· 
o: 1.\-c::\I-003\~-MMt>-cLS 

21. Give the name of each attorney who represented you in the proceeding resulting in 

your conviction and on direct appeal: f P-.E~AL c.ovrJ5EL: Ct-t{Z\S1'ofHE~ f ~ cY 
AYfELL . .ATE C.OVr-!SEL: JOt-\N fl_EESE PE. lTY 

6 
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2 

3 22. Do you have any future sentences to serve after you complete the sentence imposed 

4 by the judgment under attack: 

5 

6 

Yes __ _ No ✓ 

23. State concisely every ground on which you claim that you are being held unlawfully. 

7 Summarize briefly the facts supporting each ground. If necessary you may attach pages stating 

8 additional grounds and facts supporting same. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

(a) Ground One: 

StxTH /\MENl>NeNT It-Je.fFeC.Tt\/E. ASS\STAt--JC.E oFCovl\fSEL 

"T Se:t-.1TENC\NGr. 

Supporting Facts: 

SENTEr.\GlrJG- CovcJ56L WAS tNEffccT1\JE fo~ FAtll,-JG-To .lNT~oD,Vce' 

M6NfftL HEALTH t>tAG-tlos1s ANt> TP..EATr-tEl'lT ~ELATcl> To ScNTeNGtc-JG

-n-\~\ MA'f HA\/~ {(EsVLTet) IN A t>owt-.1w·A~P DEPAP..TU{<..6 or 5Ef'JT6r-Jce. 

18 - C O\JNS€L. WI\S I NEFFE.c.TI\JE" Fo~ Ff\lLlNG- l"t> oB:J"EGT TO /\ .SENTI::NCE 

19 M~ 5\<\t--lNE~ \.Jf\S UNA\--l/\RE Tr'AT vJo~U> BE INF oset> o\JTS\l)c of 

20 THE .5E'NTcNCE \N wH,GH W/\S P-£LAYEJ>TO HIM B'-t TuE PP-osEcu-ro(<.. 

21 

22 

23 -Co\JrJSEL W~S tcJE.fFEC.T\\/e foP. FAlltc-JG-Tt> IN\/cSTIG-ftTc=: 

24 MrrtG-ATING- FAcTo~S ANt> f/(~ScNT Tl-\ESE' M rrtG-AT"ll\lG- FACT~S 

25 -rHAT MA'f HAvE AFFEcTEt> r\ ts S&StEr-lcE:. 

26 

27 

28 

Aol)tTtor-l~LL't N/2. Sl<\NNE~ \S fflEPA~Et>To oFFEP-- HlS MtNTALl-t€ALTH 

' t1ct>tcAL UcoPJ)S fP,..oM WASHoe Cour-l-r'f TAIL- {ltGf\PJ)\t-16- HIS JtEA"fNEtJT 

Fof'... GL\t-,l\GAL Dt:-f~SSto,:J A.T lliE. TIHE. oF SENT"EtJC\tJG. 
7 
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----r -- --

l CouNSE.L WA.S \NE.FFECTI\/E Fok FAlllNG-To 06.:re:cT To TI-\c STATeS ----1--------- -- -- --- -- - ----- ---- ---------- -- --- --------------------------------- ----------------------------- ------------ --------- -- ------ ------

: ~t\ T~(Z-~1-\L __ &~~~c~_ ~~ T_KE_JL~A _ A~P..Ecf':1e.r-J_ ~- ~§-~~~<=~ _To_ ?E:_N:-rEN~ 1NG-

e,e.c.A.\JSE lF Tl-\E \)lStK\CT <:-ou/J..T HAD f P-.oPePJ,'i BEeN MADE AWARE 
---- ------- -- -- --------- '-------------------··--------- ----------- --- --------- ------------ --- ------------------------- -------·-------- ---·-- ------

T\-tf\T fE TITlorJEk'5 G-\JlLT'f fLEA WA.S fvP...SUAtJt To AN AGN:cNENI 

--I lN - "'1\-l\CH !K_E_ ~~~!E:: f_~~tt_1~-~---r0
_ ~e5_0 "!!!~!'1~_f&_9_8fff.t~-~-AND. A.LL~½L_ ----- ----

! 

_ MC :ro P.."=DJF,rl T•_ N_'( l:\_ofl E .C:.<>\J rJT&-1 _To &:._ c~ !"Jf: .. Llif:5ft:c~ ~"I'f ... -- .. ·· 1 
------ -- -- --- _ ---- _ --- ('1_~_?.!~_A.L:-_ _T_K_~&T11_~ I ___ ,5o_De.5t'e&AIE.Cf_ NE=_~~D) __ Tih:KE. W_AS/\ --- --- -------1 
_____ __ _____ _ _ ~EA.5ot-iAbLE _ _f P,<>e-A~lLlT't THAT THE t>lSTA.\CT coul-,T WoVLl> _ NoT ________ -~ 

, HA✓ E IMfO.$€.l> THE St=r-lTEtJCc ,tecet\1€"1> 8'i M~ SKINNE~ . 
. .. - -· --- ···-· -·-·- --·---· --·------------------ -·----. ------·-·-·-··----··--- --·--------- ·--.----··· ----------. ----------· .. - --·- --- ---·-

_ f E.TlTtot-lE:{l WA? b~N\_c?_~l!~-~f~~0.\_~~-A~~J>~~_J~~~5 _o_E§€c:-1Ie~~~N~ ___ _ 

r~t}A~ ~- r-Jfl:-5 3ll-·7?:-4(b)(z)__fh.lt> _v.s.~.~---~~~±1~~ "\O~~etJ~"-~Y~r-~- -------
--_.TH~ e;pj..i>~J M-~ aif Pr.__ ~oc-_lSI_rrvTl~~~ _t:rn~rru_t>c. _]Het_ftA~ N~~~~~~5-___ --

A5 Ttte fe-n 1J 0 "1€Jl-: _ \--1 ft~ 1>6~f~l> _ ~E~!_E" N~l- PtJ~_ TO_ ~e:Nl~l:- ti_E"~TH l~SUt.: S -- -

N o'T f P-£$€r:JT6'P EY 1/2.lA-L- Got.J,-JSEL ~cNl>EttiJG-- Htt1 \NefFEGTt\/E ... - - - . - - - ·- --- -- ---- -:> - -- --- - - -- -- -- -- - - - --- - -

.A~~\rJG'.-L'\_N~~4-3. ,g\_?(\)(~.) bo<?'~ r-lo-r' _ _t~~~~fr~'-J. 8AP-- ~f 51(trJN~ ~-'

fP...of"\ fl-A\Stt-lG- A Gt.-AiK Tt-\frT.t\l5 1tffeU.:A.T<= ~out-1.SE:"LW-fl:S 1._,,E'frec:::.17\/t' ---- -- --- ----- --- --- - -- --- - - -- --- - -- - -- - - ---- --- - - - --- - - --- -- -.> -- ---

1\S 1-t~ 1)\~ .t-1(1\/oL\JrJTlr,l\L't__\rJft_l\/€ f-t\S ~lG-HT_-ro_if-\€ ~rfe::<~,YJ~c _ --·--

_[\S.5l5Tptt,¼',E of_ ~_rr~LL/tW_<::-~UN.~~~>-l!~~ frc<;_~~-t_rJ(;.L '\,- H ~- t5 _El'J!'~Tle)?_ ________ _ 

___ To A_r-J G\J_t~_~Nclf\~'t J-l~ftJl,.\Nc;_ o~ Tl{(~ISf\Jc.__ __ ___ _ __ _ ______________ _ 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

(b) Ground Two: 

t>eN tAL OF eFFt=,C,TtV~ ,A.S.SlSTANCc oF CouNSe'L o,J t>,teG-, 

APP6AL; fu/J-SVAr-lT T0 l<tt\('1ELhAN" HoAAIS~tJ, 1065.Ct. 

1..57b' STµ.,c.KL.Ai-Jp "WA5H.tr!G-Tor-J, I o4Sct. 2-052. AND Nev. CoNSr. Ml' 
.t. s~,bS6:.T(crJ ~ -6~5.b fe:/1.. {J.S.<:..A.6 G~-ti~ SvFfftLO" Sc/tTc. 

6 Supporting Facts: 

7 t),p_e-cT Affc.AL <!,11 tJ,-J$€:L Wf\5 tr-Jef'FE:C\t\/€' WtTHttJ 11-t<= I>€Ftt-JtT\ON ()f r-JP-S:34--&10 

8 . ( t) TtlP-.ou::r\1 ( 3) \Jt\~r-l If€ rA Cl.El) TO (tJV€.5TIGtfrcTHE Pf,Gvl,P 8€'for-J]) 5€tJfttJCll\lG-

9 \0 Bt\c-'16- \Jf "fHt: t·S"5\£ t>F fUttN c_AAoR. {)...c\/lEW I tJ 11--(€ C<>,J-nsx:r To 11-(€ 

10 elel\ C.ot..LOO..\J"( N€G-4Tl/t'f(orJ5 AN~ CorJSTtT\JTlor-1fl-l. \JtDLATla--.lS. 

11 

12 Tt\E ~S"'t1.T\JT\<lt-lf\L. R,\G-r\,\ cf Eff€GT\'l~ AS.5\ 5TAcJGE" o-f Ca\JtJ:5E;L 

13 e:;<TcNto Tc /\ \>r,(.e::-T APPeA.L. 

14 NE.t~ T\-\1:': (i.JJicr'f Pt£/\ N~MoM-t-lt>trM Flt.Et) .lrJ f1/l 5 (<liJ~ c.AS'= NeP-.. 

15 AT ftN't Tl M€ l)ui¼J6- TH.€ f tEA- ctt"hJ ltss t>1t, r-t~ 51<1.NrJEA.._ wA-Ne Hts 

16 C()t-1.sT~TVnotJftL P.JG-KrTo TH£ e'ffe~n✓E ,A-S.stSTfhJce e-F CourJ.StL orJ 

\)dlE:CT APPt.AL. 51,'fre' sr~E 15 NoT A \Jtl-\!c.<.£ l!J't WH!c..tt A 17 

18 

19 C.0 t--lS€ "ff Of ~ t>€FcNl>ANT. 5..ae.. ~~Z.A.\.£.5 " STff{'E" 4-'2.-'\ f JJ.55 li (2.,01.v. 

20 Acca~tr-J~'"t ,t-J~S ~~ .cg\o (,)(<Y t;,o~ No, f~~\Jf...f,.U..'f &ftP-- f"\il...SKCrll'l€~ 

21 

22 frS t,\€ j)\)) r,.loT \JOllJNtfrP-lL't WA\\J€ klS P.JG-HT -ro TH~ eFfi:SGTI\Jc 

23 ASS' \5Tft~C5" 0 r Arf ~U,,AT€ CoVtJStSL., At-1~ Ac<:.¢~t) lNG-L1 HE" 1S 

24 £tS"f\TL.6~ 10 Prt-J E\I t~E"r'1GtA-P. '-I HE'ft{<..l~ ocJ Ttl 15 15SUe-, 

25 

26 

27 

28 

8 
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I 

! .. 
I 

! 

CoNCLUS\ON 

. ___ .,.N~ _ _s·~-t~~-~~ HA$ f~€SEr-J~t> FACTUAL 5t..Jf P~_f::r Fo~_.t\\S ~.!_ttS ·-----··----
1 

... -· ..... J Tf-HrrJ-ll.5 CorJsn-n.JTto~AL.P-.lG+lTS W€/J...t= \JtoLA1c)_A5 5€T'foP-TH At3tJ\Jt . 

. .. . !.A f e:TlT\ocJ€~ .. \S gJT rn.£1). T 0 RN_ e\J \~~tJC(AR~ \-1,6/t.R..t ,JG- .ot-:tL~ l F. Hf·--·- ---· --

sv f fe,~TS 1-HS Cl,A;\M5 \rJrtH Rk:.-TVfH., AUEGA-Ttcl\J5 TH.ltT' tF TR.VE 
.. - . . . ...... . .. -- -· ....... ·-······--····- .•. -----· ---····----··----·--·----- --··--·--·-·---·--··~--·--·-----·--".)---·-·--·--•--· 

. __________ w0 ~~\)._~r-1=cr-r~_J:t!ttI<?. -~~~~-~f~-·-·· ·---- ·--------··--. ---·- -·--·--·-------- -•···• 
_ ..... A-r "fr\e'_T\tt~-~_F_ .f"'\~ -?_l<.t_~~~~- -~-~~~"1.t':~/~TJI!~0-~~-~!:~?f _____ ... -·-

H A8€ft$ .co~fus, .... ~._p.__. 5~·-· :3f :.g.1~(!){~):?. .. J.r,r_r~~~1Jf[~~~---- ··-·- -·-·-· ·-·--

f~\:>C,€"t)UtA{..CY _efl-~~Et>_ H l H_.Fll~M _fJH5trJG-CLA (fi5 .of. I NeFf°~'1e ______ ··-

.. _ 1 AS? t?.Tftc-!~<?" ... ~E ~~~~.s~~- ftt: _~~f:-1-r~~c(_rJ_q:.. __ ~_g_ _t>r~-~~'I' P.rf f~ll~---. ______ _ 

_ ___ __ ·--. '~~(JrrliJ~_ T~--~~.~~t~_J]jftIJ~~.l~ ·~-~T_b.f-f€.q"(.Trt~ __ '{_fr_~\i?_lD_ .o.E. _ ·- __ _ 
-rrte G-,.J\L:T't /tg! .. _Ar 11t1:rrr1.~e.>~~~-L~-? ~b.?J'-1°_1.-?~.~ 

L ftw .•. s~,. _G-:~~-~t--~~ \J_ ~--:rtt-r~, .. \3~ _i:J_~--~f--__ 60., _s (~~'!.Afr. ~T 1.,.2.02.~ • 

. - -· .. ···-·-------· -------··---------·--·----------·--· ··--· -- ··-· -· .. -- ---------·-·· ----· 

HoWE\le~ oc-l SuL't 7-C\ '2.,.o~\ GoN'Z.A-L£S \J STtrr£ B6C1tMe- SelTl.e 
.. -··-·. --···· .... --· ..... -···7--·--·-···----,------------------·-·····-·····--·-·•---····--·····--··-··-·· -•. ··-··· , 

LAW. f:. l-~~"--'!~G:.f t:."'f..Cn.~~-~~-to_.fl.f\\~~ ~LA_l/j,?_~f __ .lr-:J~Fees-n.~_E' . 

AS.S~STPt-_t-1C€" <)F e-outJ~~l: AT$gtJTei-Jc,~_G.-I\-N.D t>_lR!{~T.Af/~ft~ __ ---· __ 
_ .~~~)~1.5' .oF. THE:'_E Ff~CC 0 .1'-1 Tr\~. ~tLJj __ f L£ & ~ _ _ .. -· .... _ 
-· s~ > . G~t-1Z..A\e5. ~ .. >'f"ll\ t:: ,-·~ 2.. f_. 3L ~ft. .. ( ;J'ut-':f .'Ll) 2° '2.,0_. -·. 

H~ SK \.Nt,H~Jt. ~~s f~G:-(fv_L,.L':C tE~~ST?: .. TH.f! _TJ-H~. ~o_uA.T' __ ;ser._ - ·-·-· ···--
11\£5€ M_f_\\\~~ fo~ PrN E.\J\'i)_~rJ.ctftlt"t t{~\Nl? _o~. AJJ..,.G-ft-o\J('JDS __ ··- __ 

i F0
~ ftgL_\€f _STA:~~. \.N .:T.t't(_:5_fe:T\1lO~L- _ ··----·-·· ____________ _ 

-- ------ -· --------·-------- - --- ---------- ·---------------------·- ---------

I 
- ---- I . .. - . . . . - -- ··-- -- . - -

I 

I ---·----•·--- ··----------- t- - ---· ··-- ---·-----------·---- ·---·-·····. -------- -- . -·-· --- .. -···-··--· --· -· .. -- .. -- -· -.. --· ·- ·- .. - -·- --- -- ------- - ·······-- ---····· .... ----------. ·-·- -·· 
l ?t,~~ ~q 
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23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

WHEREFORE, petitioner prays that the court grant petitioner 

Relief to which he may be entitled in this proceeding. 

EXECUTED at tJNCC. f ~\Sor! 

Dayof_-'M'--'-A_(2...Gl.\ ___ ,20'2-~ 

Sr' 
, Nevada on the 2 l ----

N.f-1-~C.-. :i: (t2l164-
f. 0. ~x 7 OU.;;. dt~tJ C rrt 
NG\IAbA ii7o2. · 
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AFFIRMATION 
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030 

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document. 

o F HA f;a\ s co/JJu s ( f 0s r -~rJ \J 1c-r1 u N) 

(Title of Document) 

filed in case number: cP-.. \ 4- - Ob 4-4--------':........;.. ______________________ _ 

~ Document does not contain the social security number of any person 

-OR-

D Document contains the social security number of a person as required by: 

D A specific state or federal law, to wit: 

(State specific state or federal law) 

-or-

D For the administration of a public program 

-or-

D For an application for a federal or state grant 

-or-

D Confidential Family Court Information Sheet 

(NRS 125.130, NRS 125.230 and NRS125B.055) 

(Signature) 

f...r.~ Si<ii..JNE;A._ ffo -s:e., 
(Print Name) 

(Attorney for) 

I 
I 
I 

/ 
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VERIFICATION 

Under penalty of perjury, the undersigned declares that he is the petitioner named in the 

foregoing petition and knows the contents thereof; that the pleading is true of his own knowledge, 

except as to those matters stated on information and belief, and as to such matters he believes them to 

be true. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

I do certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
sr 

HABEAS CORPUS to the below addresses on this V day of_--=-M--=-=Ac....f..i_C.....:H.....___ 20 22-_, 

by placing the same into the hands or prison law library staff for posting in the U.S. Mail, pursuant to 

N.R.C.P. 5: 

f.v . ~c;,<. 7 ooo 

------- , Nevada 89 ____ _ 

W I\ SK oc C.c\JcJ T'i D. A . 
.1.. ~ i '€.#A .5t-) 

f-.EJJ o N \I . ~ ~ S°e>l . 

Signature of Petitioner In Pro Se 
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 
 
 
RODERICK SKINNER 
    

Petitioner, 
 vs. 
 
W. OLSEN, Warden NNCC,  
STATE OF NEVADA, et al.,  
 
   Respondent. 
__________________________________/ 

 
 
Case No. CR14-0644 
 
Dept. No. 8 
 
 
 

ORDER STRIKING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION  

Before the Court is a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus filed by Petitioner, RODERICK 

SKINNER, on March 29, 2022. The Petitioner contemporaneously filed a Request for 

Submission. The Court finds the request for submission to be procedurally irregular because it 

submits the matter before allowing the State of Nevada adequate time to respond.  

Accordingly, the Court ORDERS the Request for Submission, filed March 29, 2022, is 

STRICKEN. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the Clerk of the Court of the Second Judicial 

District shall strike this document from the record.  

IT IS SO ORDERED.  

DATED this ______ day of March, 2022. 
 

 

         ________________________ 
       BARRY L. BRESLOW 
       District Judge 

29

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-03-29 01:23:01 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8970312

?:;-y;V\__ 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District 

Court of the State of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this ____ day of March, 2022, I 

deposited in the County mailing system for postage and mailing with the United States Postal 

Service in Reno, Nevada, a true copy of the attached document addressed to: 

 
Roderick Skinner, #1126964 
NNCC 
PO BOX 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 
 

I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District Court of the State 

of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this ______ day of March, 2022, I electronically filed the 

following with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system which will send a notice of 

electronic filing to the following: 

 

 EDWARD REED, ESQ.  

 JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  

 CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ.  

 JENNIFER NOBLE, ESQ.  

 DIV. OF PAROLE AND PROBATION   
 
 
 
 
      ______________________________ 

Judicial Assistant 
       

29

29
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-03-29 13:23:42.632.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-03-29 13:23:42.116.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-03-29 13:23:41.835.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-03-29 13:23:41.647.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-03-29 13:23:42.35.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-03-29 01:23:43 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8970317
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 03-29-2022:13:23:01

Clerk Accepted: 03-29-2022:13:23:22

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Striking

Filed By: Judicial Asst. CKuhl

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER
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1 
t-Jt-Jcc.rm:l964 

2 a.D. Number) 
Northern Nevada Correctional Center 

3 Post Office Box 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 

4 

(•l C
•.,,1~L.. 

8Y 

. ~ .. ,. 

5 Petitioner, In Proper Person 

6 

7 IN THE 5 E.CON t> 
8 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEV AD 

9 

11 

12 

13 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF __,v/,~A_S_H_O_E ___ _ 

f<_ot>ER\CK Sk (N NER Case No.: Cf< \4-0b# 

Petitioner, 
Dept. No.:---'--\ 5 _____ _ 

vs. 

W OLSEN W p,_-.... "1 N ~ .vE N .. C.C., 
14 ' 

S11\T€ oF Ne\/A't>A a~. Respondent. 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS 
CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION} 

(Non Death Penalty) 
15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

1. This petition must be legibly handwritten or typewritten, signed by the petitioner and 

verified. 

2. Additional pages are not permitted except where noted or with respect to the facts which 

you relJ upon to support your grounds for relief. No citation of authorities need be furnished. 

If briefs or arguments are submitted, they should be submitted in the form of a separate 

memorandum. 

3. If you want an attorney appointed, you must complete the Affidavit in Support of Motion 

for Leave to Proceed In Forma Pauperis. You must have an authorized officer at the prison 

complete the certificate as to the amount of money and securities on deposit to your credit in 

any account in the institution. 

4. You must name as Respondent the person by whom you are confined or restrained. Ifyo 

are in a specific institution of the department of corrections, name the warden or head of the 
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1 institution. If you are not in a specific institution of the department but within its custody, name the 

2 director of the department of corrections. 

3 (5) You must include all grounds or claims for relief which you may have regarding your 

4 conviction or sentence. Failure to raise all grounds in this petition may preclude you from filing 

5 future petitions challenging your conviction and sentence. 

6 (6) You must allege specific facts supporting the claims in the petition you file seeking 

7 relief from any conviction or sentence. Failure to allege specific facts rather than just conclusions 

8 may cause your petition to be dismissed. If your petition contains a claim of ineffective assistance of 

9 counsel, that claim will operate to waive the attorney-client privilege for the proceeding in which you 

10 claim your counsel was ineffective. 

11 (7) When the petition is fully completed, the original and copy must be filed with the 

12 clerk of the state district court for the county in which you were convicted. One copy must be mailed 

13 to the respondent, one copy to the attorney general's office, and one copy to the district attorney of 

14 the county in which you were convicted or to the original prosecutor if you are challenging your 

15 original conviction or sentence. Copies must conform in all particulars to the original submitted for 

16 filing. 

17 PETITION 

18 1. Name of institution and county in which you are presently imprisoned or where and 

19 bow you are presently restrained of you liberty: N • N . C · C · GA ~SccJ C.\ T'1 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

. . 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Name and location of court which entered the judgment of conviction under attack: 

Sec.c.-i\) :fu~tct,tL b iSTit\cr c~uP.. T oF STA-TE' oF NG\1frbh 

Date of judgment of conviction: \o ~ePT. 2,.o l 4 

Case Number: c~ l 4- - ol 4-4-
(a) Length of sentence: _5_➔ __ L_l_ft ___________ _ 

'2, 
- - - • 4 ---- ~~-

V7. 1244

V7. 1244



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

6. Are you presently serving a sentence for a conviction other than the conviction under 

attack in this motion? Yes No / 

If ''yes", list crime, case number and sentence being served at this time: 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Nature of offense involved in conviction being challenged: 

f P.t{•'le T\{e 5e)(.\JJlL. faFo.l..M~ of f"Clt-.1~ e:N6f.... i 4-'tf!MS &Y 

What was your plea? (check one) 

(a) 

(b) 

Not guilty 

Guilty 

(c) 

(d) 

Guilty but mentally ill 

Nolo contender 

If you entered a plea of guilty to one count of an indictment or information, and a 

12 plea of not guilty to another count of an indictment of information, or if a plea of guilty was 

13 negotiated, give details: __ w-./,__/t _____________________ _ 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

If you were found guilty after a plea of not guilty, was the finding made by: (check one) 

(a) 

(b) 

Jury 

Judge without a jury 

Did you testify at the trial? Yes __ _ No __ _ 

Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction? 

Yes_/ __ No __ _ 

If you did appeal, answer the following: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

Name of court: ~N~ \) l S.Ttl\c, ~/...T · 

Case number or citation: cP-,. l 4- - oG 4-4-' _..;..._ __ __,;;, ___________ _ 
Result: A ff &ZA<, ~t-Jl eb 

Date ofresult: 2,0 ~ q_ --'"'--~------------------
(Attach copy of order or decision, if available) 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

14. If you did not appeal, explain briefly why you did not: -

15. Other than a direct appeal from the judgment of conviction and sentence, have you 

previously filed any petitions, applications or motions with respect to this judgment in any court, 

state or federal? 

16. 

Yes ✓ No ---
If you answer to No. 15 was "yes," give the following information: 

(a) (1) 

(2) 

Name of court: US t>\STt..\cT Gd.JP-.T P..,ENO 

Name of proceeding: HA~G"A-S (A)~US f6T(TIC)r-i 

12 (3) Grounds raised: ,-.lo ~P..Pus \)e\..\c,l 

13 tJ£ : STft-T"e' l:\Ao€/tS <:o~l}S; P<=-rrne)cJ f P£<:ebcb ::dilf tt:&,'le- · 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

or motion? 

(4) 

✓ Yes __ _ 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

20 pursuant to such result: 

Did you receive an evidentiary hearing on your petition, application 

No __ _ 

Date of result: -----------------
If known, citations of any written opinion or date of orders entered 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

(b) As to any second petition, application or motion, give the same information: 

26 or motion? 

27 

28 

(I) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Yes __ _ 

(5) 

(6) 

Name of court: P-gr,Jc t>l~~ C.O\J/t\ 

Nature of proceeding: Hfr6£/rS eoRPVS fe-T,ncr-J 
Grounds raised: CD \A.C A-,SE~rJC\NG-

@ l~C ltr"biP£c,AfPi!}fC 
Did you receive an evidentiary hearing on your petition, application 

No fc\'lt>\rJG- • 

Result: -------------------
Date of result: 
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(7) If known, citations of any written opinion or date of orders entered 

2 pursuant to such result: ___________________________ _ 

3 (c) As to any third or subsequent additional applications or motions, give the 

4 same infonnation as above, list them on a separate sheet and attach. 

5 (d) Did you appeal to the highest state or federal court having jurisdiction, the 

6 result or action taken on any petition, application or motion? 

7 

8 

9 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

(1) First petition, application or motion? 

Yes / No __ _ 

(2) Second petition, application or motion? 

Yes __ _ No __ _ 

(3) Third or subsequent petitions, applications or motions? 

Yes __ _ No __ _ 

Citation or date of decision. 

(e) If you did not appeal from the adverse action on any petition, application or 

motion, explain briefly why you did not. (You must relate specific facts in response to this question. 

Your response may be included on paper which is 8 ½ by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your 

response may not exceed five handwritten or typewritten pages in length) 

17. Has any ground being raised in this petition been previously presented to this or any 

22 other court by way of petition for habeas corpus, motion, application or any other post-conviction 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

proceeding? If so, identify: 

(a) Which of the grounds is the same: 

(b) The proceedings in which these grounds were raised: 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

(c) Briefly explain why you are again raising these grounds. (You must relate 

specific facts in response to this question. Your response may be included on paper which is 8 ½ by 

11 inches attached to the petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or typewritten 

pages in length.) 

18. If any of the grounds listed in Nos. 23(a, (b), (c) and (d), or listed on any additional 

pages you have attached, were not previously presented in any other court, state or federal, list 

briefly what grounds were not so presented, and give your reasons for not presenting them. (You 

must relate specific facts in response to this question. Your response may be included on paper 

which is 8 ½ by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or 

typewritten pages in length.) 

~~ N.RS. 2A--ito(1Xa-) I WP-5 ('pa:et>VR .. \.L't Bf\RR.Et> FAtlM RAlSttJG-lliE'SE 

~ut-it>S /1\TTttE TIME.I FtLEt> M'f 1wrr1AL. fenTlcr-l foR w~tT of HASEiASc.oM\5. 

19. Are you filing this petition more than 1 year following the filing of the judgment of 

conviction or the filing of a decision on direct appeal? If so, state briefly the reasons for the delay. 

(You must relate specific facts in response to this question. Your response may be included on paper 

which is 8 ½ by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or 

typewritten pages in length.) Y6.S, I ~E\TEAATE. TI-\E sr~TEM&!f Ml\t>E AT 

NUMBE.~ 18 oF" THIS fE.TtT ION. 

20. Do you have any petition or appeal now pending in any court, either state or federal, 

as to the judgment under attack? Yes _/ __ No __ _ 

If yes, state what court and the case number: U.S. t>t~\CT CoURT.2 /ZENO· 
0 : 1.\-c:.\J-003\~ -MMV-CLS 

21. Give the name of each attorney who represented you in the proceeding resulting in 

your conviction and on direct appeal: f P-.E~"L CoVrJ!>EL: CH!'ZtSTcfHEfl.. ff<.. EY 
IWPELLATE C.OUrJSEL: JO}-\N {2.EESE PE. lTY 
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2 

3 22. Do you have any future sentences to serve after you complete the sentence imposed 

4 by the judgment under attack: 

5 

6 

Yes __ _ No ✓ 

23. State concisely every ground on which you claim that you are being held unlawfully. 

7 Summarize briefly the facts supporting each ground. If necessary you may attach pages stating 

8 additional grounds and facts supporting same. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

(a) Ground One: 

StxTH ,6\t-\ENt>NENT Ir-Je.fFeC.Tl\/E A55\STA.t-lc.E. oFCov"1SEL 

"T Se-JTENC.\NG-. 

Supporting Facts: 

seNTEr-lC.ttJG- Co\JrJ5€L WAS tNE'ffcc:Tl\JE faP-.. FAtllf'IG-T0 lNT~~D,Vc.e' 

H&rrftL HEALTH t>t~Gt-lOSlS ANl> TP-EATNEr-JT ~ELATED TO SE:NTeNClNG

TKA, Mf\'1 HA\/~ /<.€SVL Tel) 1 "1 A Dowt-.\v,iAIU:> DEPA~ TU/<.f6 or .5Er-JT&JcE. 

18 - C ovrJS€L.. Wl\5 1 NcfFE.c.TI\/E Fol- Ff\lL\NG- ""{'1) oBJ"EGT TO /\ .SEN\ENCE 

19 M~ 5K\~NEP. \t.JP\S UNA'v--\,6\RE lW\T vJo\JU> 8E INFosel) o\JTS\t,E of 

20 TH€ .5E"NTcr-..\CE \N WH\cH W/\S ~LA.YE.t>TO H rM 8'Y Tue: PP..osEcu-ro/<. 

21 tH~0 \JG-H TRIAL C.oUtJ.SEL. 

22 

23 -Co\JtJS€L WA.S ti-JEfFE.C.T\\Je foll.. FAlL\NG-T't> IN\JE:5TIG-it"'f't=: 

24 MrnG-ATING- FAc.To~S ANl> f~e:ScNT THE5€ Mrr1GAnrJG- FAc:r~S 

25 THAT MA'f HAVE AFFECT-Et> t-\ \S SENTENCE:. 

26 

27 AoDtTto~t,.LL'i, NI}. Sl<\NNE~ IS fP-EPAP--EDTo oFFEP- HlS N€NTALHEALTI-\ 

28 Mti>IGAL (l.£,u,p.:os ~oN WASHoe Ccvm JAIL '2.c:GAP-D\t-16- HlS ti-EA"fNENT 

foll-<:.L\t-,l\GAL Dtf~SSto,:-1 I\T E. TINE. oF SENT'Et--lC\tJG-. 

V7. 1249

V7. 1249



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

(b) Ground Two: 

t>t:N IAL OF eFFl::.GTl \Ir:: ,A S.S\5TAC'k::€ aF CouNSe"L o,J t>,R.eG-1 
APP6AL; fu/l.5VAr-lT To l<1MMELhAN \J HoAAISo('i, /Ob5.C+. 

2.57b' ST/l\CK'-Af'IP "Wft.51-ttrlG-TorJ,, I o4sc.t. 1,.052. Ar-Jt> Nev. CoNSr. A,p..r

.t. s~f>S€Cf(o,-1 ~ -b~S.b fefl.. {J.S.c.A.b c~-h~ SvFfftLo" S11tr€. 

6 Supporting Facts: 

7 \?11t.ecT Affe+.L <(,l)tJ,-l5eL'•.tJA:5 ttJef'Fta-1vc WtTHttJ TH.€t>€Ftt-HT\o"1 ()f N~:34--810 

8 · ( t) T~~oU'.rl"\ ( ;;) Wt\~tJ Ii€ FA (£..E}) TO ttJV~TIGHrc TH€ P-£<:,oAf) BetotJ)) %"t.1i6'1Cl"'6-

9 "To 8gtc'16- \Jf \H~ ~-55"6 t>F fl.AIN Ef)J..oR.. /J..c\/l€W IN 11-f € CorJTEXt: To 11-(€ 

10 et.el\ C.ot.LOO..v, N€.G-4T"tf\T(orJS AN~ Coc-Js·nT\JTlor-1,4-l. \/ l Dlf\Tl ctJS. 

11 

12 TRE ~~T\ff\o('i,AL. fl,\Gt\T cf EfA:;GT\'l~ AS.S\ STArJGE" o'f C:,\Jt,l:5E"L 

13 E,><Tl=Nl$ TCI A. t:>rJ...~-r APPeAL. 

14 

15 

N€1'11'\.8(l 1"',€" (rlJlCf"i f~ Nf'='MoMtJt>uM Flt.Et> .tr-J f1/l 5 (<trJNe"A5 c.As~ NeP.. 

AT flN'f Tl N.€ l)u,l\.,J6- n-t€" fL€f}- Cl\"t.J✓ lt.SS t>tt> ,-.tP.. Sl<trJtJEA.. wftN€" Ht5 

16 CorJST\TtrnotJA{... /<._\G,trrTo TH€ €ff€c;;rl'1c ,A-S.StST"fhJce •r Cou"1.S€L ON 

17 l)tP-.€CT Pcf PEAL. 5,{fre: .sr/R"\JT«= 15 NaT A \ltr\l c.1..£ /!J't WHlc..tt A 

18 

19 C.0 "'1S€tJT of I} b€FcNbA"5T". S~ 6etJZA.l£.5" ST~ 4-1.,9 f JJ.5S~ (2 .. 02V. 

20 ACOIN>trJG-L"t tJf...S ~ ~\o (l)(~ })oe;s NoT' f ~~\J,<JtU-'1 i>lrP-- t'\~S'K(rlN~ 

21 

22 frS r\'= 't\~ r-.!oT \Jou.JrJ'Tfr/l.tL't WA\\1€ klS ~\G-HT To Tue- eFfiScTI\16 

23 AS>l.sT'l-~(5" of' Ar,~u;rr-€ Covf',IS€L, fh,1~ Acc.o~\) 1N6-L1 HE" lS 

24 £~\Tl..6'v 10 Prt-1 E \I t~E'"rJGtA-~'i HG'A-[l\~ ocJ T1-l 15 t5Sue-. 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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CouNSE.L WAS \NE:FFECTI\/E Fo/Z fA\Llr-lG-To 08.:re:c.T To 17-ic STATt=S 

M/\Tc/(.\A.L &µ..Ef\Ci--\ of TKE fLE.A AG-P..E€t1Et.JT ~e.LATe.D fo SENTcN.::tNG-

e,e.c.A.\JSt; .. lF Tr\E PlST"R.\CT c.ou{J.., HA.t> f~oPe((L'f 8Eef\J MADe AWARE 

THAT fE. TITlotJER'5 G-\.JlLTY fLcA W/\S fvP-..SVAl'Jt To AN AG-f.ecNENT 

\N Wl·HCK TKE STATE f~0 N13::D To (Zc.c.oNf'1eNJ) fA.o~ATI or--1 AN~ ALLoW 

Mc TO f.-'Erug~ Til M'f HcNE Co\JNT[?'j To /<.EcEI\Jf:. rHc SfcclALT't 

MED\CAL TIZ~AT"MENC I So t>ESPeP;ATEL't __ bJEcI>E"D2 . TI{EKE l,.JAS A 
itEA.S"o"iABLE f P,c>~ABILl-rt THAT THE t)lSTJ(lCT <:::out.T WoVLb NoT 

HA✓ c: 1Hf o..se.i> Tf:tt St=NTEtJCt 1-..cce 1\/e:l) B'-1 M~ SK1NtJE~. 

f~J]Ttat-1Efl wAs 1>€"N\€t> tQ..Uf\L Pk>""Tccnor-l ANl> \)\16 PP..oe:£55 of S~rJTtNC.\NG-

P~uftt-tr ~ t-lfls 34-.71..4(_~'2(1,) tit-11> \J.S.c.A. 5 <:-\tl~ \O"¾JSerJ~" BvP-.KE . 

. T He eP-..ll"P-..5 ft~e' oF t\ Loc-l.S"f\TUTI0 .-JA-l- NAG-Nrrut>£. 'Tu~ /t/Zt N6t HAP-Ml.€55 

~A.s _Ttte f e:nner.Jc/t Wtt5 })6('lC€P LErJlcNC'( pue-ro Me('[rt¼L. HtALT\-t l5SUt S 

NCI( RA£$€t:JTe'P EY ,,,Q.(fH, C.oUtJ5EL /<.cNl>Elt,JG- Httt tNefFECTf\/€ .. 
.) ----

------

------------
Ac.~\rJ~ "\ Nl--5 4-3. ,g \ 0 (i_2( ~) Does ,-lo\ fr-.oce,t)l.J/...frU,Y _8A~ fif?-. 51(lNNe;.. I, 

f~of'"\ (l.ft\SttJG- A. c.L..AtM. Tt-'.ft-Tit\l5 1trf€Ll.:A.Tt= <C.ovtJS€:"LW-/tS INE'fr°ec'fi'-JE: ---------- . ~---

As fie };2\~ NoT \JoL\Jr,l°\frJ,.\L'-( Wtcl\/€ 1--l\S tlG-/-fT' 10Tf-\€ErPecTt\/c _____ 

·--------- .ASS l5TPn,::c.e oF fl rreLL.}t-TE C,<>UNSe-L _ ftNl> {tcco~ (rJ6-L-'i, HE l5 E)J"ftTl.cj) 
, / 

To ArJ 6\Jl~~i.Jctf1.(..'1 f-l€f}-ft.\NG- orJ Tf\(5 1S5VE. ---

' ---- . 

--- . ~-----·--- ---

- --- ---

-- -------· 

i 
~ 
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CoNCLUS\cJN 

N~ SKlNNE/t HAS ffl€SEr-JTEt> fAcTtJAL Suf PoP-:r Faf.- H\5 ct.Atf15 

Tf-tA'T Ht.5 CocJsn1'VftONAL P--.lG+liS W€/J...c \JtoLA"Tt) /ts .SeT'foP-TH AetJ\Jt. 

A ftrlT\orJ€P-- \S cNT-lT'(.£1) T0 RtJ E,"\J\~t:NC(AR~ H6/tttiJG- ONLi tF Hf 

suf f~~TS H (5 c.LA1M5 \tJrO-\ FAc..TVfH.., Al.LCG"GA:T1or-J5 THltT' t F TR.VE" , 
WoUL-\> e:r-1Tr-ru€ Klfi 10 R..t:LtEF. 

AT' Tr\e' T\fit; op MR.. S(<ttJr-J€PS o~\Gt~Hl:L f~TlTlocJ Fofi.. W~(( oF 

HA8€A5 coP.,fu.S_ N. P,..s. 34-. g1o(t)(<t.)'s l~TcRf~Tff(LoN ., 

fP...ucebuP..ft{,l)f ~~~~Eb H1H FP.cM M\5lNG-CL..AtH.5 of' 1tJeFFcral\Je 

ASS (Sf"A-iJcE" of coVrJSEt, 1t-r ser-rrer-Jcc/\JG- CJ/2.. b1P..ec--r PrffcA-L 

P-.€(...{\-TttJG-Tc E\J~NTS THttT .bl~ r-JoT' Af-F€CC-THt \/f\-L\t>tT'f o F 

·q1 t G-\J \ LT'f. fl£ ft . AT TH&T ,11iE!) G-er-12.ALE.s WAS Nor Se-ffift> 

L ftW - s./Ul,, G-oN Z-ALES \J s-rA--re., \ 36 N~. or 6 0, s (N<l..'1.Arr. Q:.T l,loz.~_ 

HoWE\JeR.. or,l :Tul'-t 2 ~ 2,o~\ G(!)NZ.fttes' \J STA-TE 6e-c1tMe-s~ -, I 

L&w ALloWtcJG- fe-,tT\ONc{l5
1 
-ro e_1t\5€ CLAIMS °F ltJE"FFECT\"E' 

ASStSTA,-tJce oF coutJs;EL AT $EtJTet-lCtr'1G-lt-rJD DtREcT Afle:PrL 

~c.6/rP..\t..£55 oF THE:' E Fft5ct" 6 4'1 n\e- G-t, ll.,\'i f L£ It-. 
s~. GorJZ..A{.e;S " Si-ffi""e; 4'12... f ,3J_ 55"£ (:rot."( 2, ~ 2.o-Z...V. 
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WHEREFORE, petitioner prays that the court grant petitioner 

Relief to which he may be entitled in this proceeding. 
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VERIFICATION 

Under penalty of perjury, the undersigned declares that he is the petitioner named in the 

foregoing petition and knows the contents thereof; that the pleading is true of his own knowledge, 

except as to those matters stated on information and belief, and as to such matters he believes them to 

be true. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

I do certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
sr 

HABEAS CORPUS to the below addresses on this 1J day of_-..:...N--=-=/t.,_~_C--=H~_ 20 22-,_, 

by placing the same into the hands or prison law library staff for posting in the U.S. Mail, pursuant to 

N.RC.P.5: 

_______ , Nevada 89 ____ _ 

W /\SK UC: couJT'1 t>. A . 
1-~' €#1\ .5t- ) 

f-.tc::tJ o r,1\1. ~CJ Sol . 

Signature of Petitioner In Pro Se 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, f..obcP-.lct< Sl<\rJN~ certify that on this date I did serve a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Request upon Respondent(s), via U.S. Mail, by placing same in the United States 

Postal Service (Prison Mail System), postage being fully prepaid, and addressed to: 

f .o. 8il)(. 7000 

AND 

WASHoE u,UN-r'1 tHSf"t.\ er 1+troP-tJE'-I 

.1. S-n-t s I~ I.A.A sr 

St' 
Dated this 1..\ day of_M:............:.}c~_I< _____ _, 20 2.2..: 

Movant, In Proper Person 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

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

Persons. 

"2..\ ST MAt,.Gl-\ '2..o1,;1..- /<orLs~-
(Date) csignature) 
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 
 
 
RODERICK SKINNER 
    

Petitioner, 
 vs. 
 
W. OLSEN, Warden NNCC,  
STATE OF NEVADA, et al.,  
 
   Respondent. 
__________________________________/ 

 
 
Case No. CR14-0644 
 
Dept. No. 8 
 
 
 

ORDER STRIKING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION  

Before the Court is a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus filed by Petitioner, RODERICK 

SKINNER, on April 4, 2022. The Petitioner contemporaneously filed a Request for Submission. 

The Court finds the request for submission to be procedurally irregular because it submits the 

matter before allowing the State of Nevada adequate time to respond.  

Accordingly, the Court ORDERS the Request for Submission, filed April 4, 2022, is 

STRICKEN. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the Clerk of the Court of the Second Judicial 

District shall strike this document from the record.  

IT IS SO ORDERED.  

DATED this ______ day of April, 2022. 
 

 

         ________________________ 
       BARRY L. BRESLOW 
       District Judge 

4th

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-04-04 01:29:38 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8979639
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District 

Court of the State of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this ____ day of April, 2022, I 

deposited in the County mailing system for postage and mailing with the United States Postal 

Service in Reno, Nevada, a true copy of the attached document addressed to: 

 
Roderick Skinner, #1126964 
NNCC 
PO BOX 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 
 

I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District Court of the State 

of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this ______ day of April, 2022, I electronically filed the 

following with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system which will send a notice of 

electronic filing to the following: 

 

 EDWARD REED, ESQ.  

 JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  

 CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ.  

 JENNIFER NOBLE, ESQ.  

 CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ.  

 DIV. OF PAROLE AND PROBATION   
 
 
 
 
      ______________________________ 

Judicial Assistant 
       

4th

4th
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-04-04 13:30:20.391.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-04-04 13:30:19.844.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-04-04 13:30:19.579.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-04-04 13:30:19.36.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-04-04 13:30:20.11.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-04-04 01:30:21 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8979643
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 04-04-2022:13:29:38

Clerk Accepted: 04-04-2022:13:29:59

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Striking

Filed By: Judicial Asst. CKuhl

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER
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f2_o~bfl\q<S((1fll~~# I 12(9 lt/--
Northern Nevada Correctional Center 
Post Office Box 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 

Plaintiff, In Proper Person 

3/-"~ .. ,.:. 
~ 

'r;R I l ,u , , -r f!M !ft• !::'5 Vin hp J 

IN THE Seu..,"~ JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHoE 
~ o P ~ P, l G j<: s k \NNE/Z 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

WAP-\>Ct--1 (.) L-SE"('J l'fNGC, .J:J-, 
---------------' 

-----------

Case No: c(z I 1f. - ol4-4-

ls-oept. No. __________ _ 

MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 

COMES NOW, Petitioner, {t.;1)6P,\ c(<. 5 I< INN icP- , in his proper person, and respectfully requests this Honorable Court 

to appoint Counsel, to further litigate his pending Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post Conviction). 

The Motion is made and based on Nevada Revised Statute 34.750, all papers and pleadings on file herein as well as 

the following: 

1. Petitioner is indigent and not able to afford counsel. See accompanying Motion for Leave to Proceed In Forma 

Pauperis. 

2. The issues involved in this matter are very complex. 

3. The issues involved in this case will require further investigation that Petitioner cannot complete due to his 

incarceration 

4. Petitioner has very limited knowledge of the applicable laws and procedures in this matter. 

pt 
Dated this 3 ,.:, day of ___ M_A_'I _[(_c_H ___ , 20 2-1-_ 

Petitioner, In Proper Person 

/Zui>e:/l \ c. I< SI< I rJ rJ ~/J... 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

Pursuant to NRCP Rule 5(b), I hereby certify that on this date I did serve a true and correct copy of the 

Dated this 

..,....~ 

~ dayof 
01nl 

H ft R Ct( , 20 1.-i-_ 

APP-lL 

(D 
N.N.C.C. P.0. e,o,<. 7000 

cA-P-Sq-1 GlT"f i\l;\l_-~q,01.-

AND 

d) Nevada Attorney General 
100 South Carson Street 

Carson City, NV 89701-4717 

(] WAS\it:;(,:Cu\JNTi -
\)iST'f"-tc..T /tn-uP-.Jc 'i 

1_ STh 5iiEAAA 5"\ 
(Ze{'Jo) g '15-0 I 

BY: gcrrL st\NVV~ . 
/2-u I)€ P- \Cl<.. .s (' \ tJ i-J c P-

In Proper Person 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

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

persons. 

'tit 
3 () f1. frkH 7-o'7-z,, 

(Date) (Signature) 
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CODE No. 2520 
CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
#7747 
One South Sierra Street 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
(775) 328-3200 
districtattorney@da.washoecounty.gov 
Attorney for Respondents 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
*** 

 
RODERICK SKINNER, 

   Petitioner,   Case No. CR14-0644 

  v.      Dept. No. 8 

WARDEN OLSEN, NNCC, 
NEVADA ATTY GENERAL, ET AL., 

   Respondents. 
                                                                  / 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 

 COMES NOW, Kevin Naughton, Appellate Deputy, and hereby gives notice of 

appearance as counsel for the Respondents in the above-captioned matter. 

 Respondent requests that the Court and all parties herein update their service list and 

add Kevin Naughton’s name and address in order to facilitate timely service of all documents in 

the matter. 

/ / /  

/ / /  

/ / /  

/ / /  

/ / / 

/ / / 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-04-22 10:13:48 AM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9012027 : yviloria
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AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the  

social security number of any person. 

  DATED: April 22, 2022. 
       CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
       District Attorney 
 
 
       By /s/ Kevin Naughton 
                       KEVIN NAUGHTON 
            Appellate Deputy 
            Nevada Bar No. 12834 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Washoe County 

District Attorney's Office and that, on April 22, 2022, I deposited for mailing through the U.S. 

Mail Service at Reno, Washoe County, Nevada, postage prepaid, a true copy of the foregoing 

document, addressed to: 
 
 Roderick Skinner #1126964 
 Northern Nevada Correctional Center 

P.O. Box 7000 
 Carson City, NV 89702 
 
        /s/ Tatyana Kazantseva  
        TATYANA KAZANTSEVA 
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CODE No. 2645 
CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
#7747 
One South Sierra Street 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
(775) 328-3200 
districtattorney@da.washoecounty.gov 
Attorney for Respondents 
 
 

 
IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

*** 
 

RODERICK SKINNER, 

   Petitioner,   Case No. CR14-0644 

  v.      Dept. No. 8 

WARDEN OLSEN, NNCC, 
NEVADA ATTY GENERAL, ET AL., 

   Respondents. 

                                                                  / 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 
 

COMES NOW, Respondents, by and through CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS, District 

Attorney, and Kevin Naughton, Appellate Deputy, and hereby opposes the Motion for 

Appointment of Counsel filed by Roderick Skinner (hereinafter, “Petitioner”) on April 14, 

2022.  This Opposition is based on the pleadings and papers on file with this Court, and 

the following points and authorities. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-04-22 10:13:48 AM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9012027 : yviloria
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

Procedural History 

 The Petitioner pled guilty and was convicted of one count of Promotion of a 

Sexual Performance of a Minor, Age 14 or Older, and sentenced to a term of life 

imprisonment with parole eligibility after five years.  See Judgment of Conviction filed 

September 11, 2014. 

 The Petitioner appealed his conviction, alleging that the Court abused its 

discretion by sentencing him to prison rather than placing him on probation.  The Court 

of Appeals rejected the Petitioner’s argument.  See Skinner v. State, Docket No. 66666-

COA (Order of Affirmance, July 14, 2015). 

 The Petitioner filed his first Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction) 

(“First Petition”) on July 13, 2016.  The Petitioner perfected the First Petition with a 

verified petition on October 7, 2016.  The Court ordered the State to file an answer 

within 45 days of October 11, 2016.  The State filed an answer on November 22, 2016. 

 The Petitioner requested the appointment of counsel on December 12, 2016, and 

counsel was subsequently appointed in an order filed February 6, 2017.  Counsel filed a 

Supplemental Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post Conviction) (“First 

Supplemental Petition”) on January 12, 2018.  The State filed an answer to the First 

Supplemental Petition on February 26, 2018. 

 The Court held an evidentiary hearing on the First Petition and First 

Supplemental Petition on September 26, 2019.  Following that hearing, the Court 

entered an Order Denying Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus on October 9, 2019.  The 

Petitioner appealed and the Court of Appeals affirmed this Court’s decision.  See Skinner 

v. Baca, Docket No. 79981-COA (Order of Affirmance, February 8, 2021).  The Petitioner 
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sought review of the Court of Appeals’ decision by the Nevada Supreme Court.  The 

Nevada Supreme Court denied the petition for review on June 25, 2021.  See Skinner v. 

Baca, Docket No. 79981 (Order Denying Petition for Review, June 30, 2021). 

 On March 29, 2022, the Petitioner filed his second Petition for Writ of Habeas 

Corpus (Post-Conviction) (“Second Petition”) and requested submission on the same 

day.  The Court entered an order striking the Petitioner’s request for submission.  The 

Petitioner re-filed the Second Petition on April 4, 2022.1  The Petitioner again requested 

submission on the same day the Second Petition was re-filed and this Court again struck 

the request for submission. 

 On April 14, 2022, the Petitioner filed a Motion for Appointment of Counsel.  

This Opposition follows. 

Argument 

 The Motion for Appointment of Counsel should be denied.  In determining 

whether to appoint counsel, the district court “may consider, among other things, the 

severity of the consequences facing the petitioner and whether: (a) The issues presented 

are difficult; (b) The petitioner is unable to comprehend the proceedings; or (c) Counsel 

is necessary to proceed with discovery.”  NRS 34.750(1).  Additionally, the Court need 

only consider these factors if the “petition is not dismissed summarily….”  Id. 

 The State intends to file a Motion to Dismiss the Second Petition.  As set out 

more fully in that Motion, the Second Petition should be summarily dismissed because 

it is successive, untimely, constitutes an abuse of the writ, and is barred by laches. 

1 The State has compared these two filings and they appear identical in content.  They 
differ in the filing date and in the numbering of pages 7 through 9. All references to the 
Second Petition in this Opposition shall refer to the April 4, 2022, version of the Second 
Petition. 
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 The Second Petition is successive because it is the second post-conviction petition 

challenging the validity of the Petitioner’s conviction.  NRS 34.745(4).  As a result, it 

must be summarily dismissed.  Id.   

 Additionally, the Second Petition is untimely.  A post-conviction petition for a 

writ of habeas corpus must be filed “within 1 year after the appellate court […] issues its 

remittitur” absent a showing of good cause for the delay and undue prejudice if the 

petition is denied as untimely.  NRS 34.726(1).  The Petitioner directly appealed his 

conviction, and the Court of Appeals affirmed his conviction on July 14, 2015.  

Remittitur issued on August 10, 2015, and was filed before this Court on August 18, 

2015.  The Second Petition is filed nearly six and a half years late and must be dismissed.  

NRS 34.726(1). 

 The Second Petition asserts new and different grounds for relief, constituting an 

abuse of the writ.  As a result, it must be dismissed.  NRS 34.810(2). 

 Finally, the Second Petition must be dismissed due to the delay in filing.  A 

rebuttable presumption of prejudice exists when a period of more than 5 years passes 

between the filing of a judgment of conviction and the filing of a post-conviction petition 

challenging the validity of that judgment and the State specifically pleads laches.  NRS 

34.800(2).  Because more than 5 years have passed since Remittitur issued on August 

10, 2015, the State specifically pleads laches. 

 The Petitioner asserts that he has good cause to overcome the procedural bars.  

The State will address that argument fully in its Motion to Dismiss the Second Petition.  

For the purposes of this Opposition, because the Second Petition should be summarily 

dismissed, the Court should deny the Petitioner’s request for the appointment of 

counsel. 
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Conclusion 

 The Second Petition should be summarily dismissed for being successive, 

untimely, constituting an abuse of the writ, and due to laches.  Therefore, counsel 

should not be appointed and the Motion should be denied. 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not 

contain the social security number of any person. 

 DATED: April 22, 2022. 

        CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
District Attorney 
 

 
       By /s/ Kevin Naughton 
                        KEVIN NAUGHTON 
             Appellate Deputy 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Washoe 

County District Attorney's Office and that, on April 22, 2022, I deposited for mailing 

through the U.S. Mail Service at Reno, Washoe County, Nevada, postage prepaid, a true 

copy of the foregoing document, addressed to: 
 
 Roderick Skinner #1126964 
 Northern Nevada Correctional Center 

P.O. Box 7000 
 Carson City, NV 89702 
 
 
        /s/ Tatyana Kazantseva  
        TATYANA KAZANTSEVA 
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CODE No. 2300 
CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
#7747 
One South Sierra Street 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
(775) 328-3200 
districtattorney@da.washoecounty.gov 
Attorney for Respondents 
 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

* * * 

RODERICK SKINNER, 

   Petitioner,   Case No. CR14-0644 

  v.      Dept. No. 8 

WARDEN OLSEN, NNCC, 
NEVADA ATTY GENERAL, ET AL., 

   Respondents. 
                                                                  / 

MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND PETITION 
 

 COMES NOW, Respondents, by and through Kevin Naughton, Appellate Deputy, 

and moves to dismiss Petitioner Roderick Skinner’s (hereinafter “Petitioner”) Petition for 

Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction) filed on March 29, 2022, and April 4, 2022.  

This Motion is based upon the records of this Court and the following points and 

authorities. 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

Procedural History 

The Petitioner pled guilty and was convicted of one count of Promotion of a 

Sexual Performance of a Minor, Age 14 or Older, and sentenced to a term of life 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-04-22 10:13:48 AM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9012027 : yviloria
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imprisonment with parole eligibility after five years.  See Judgment of Conviction filed 

September 11, 2014. 

 The Petitioner appealed his conviction, alleging that the Court abused its 

discretion by sentencing him to prison rather than placing him on probation.  The Court 

of Appeals rejected the Petitioner’s argument.  See Skinner v. State, Docket No. 66666-

COA (Order of Affirmance, July 14, 2015). 

 The Petitioner filed his first Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction) 

(“First Petition”) on July 13, 2016.  The Petitioner perfected the First Petition with a 

verified petition on October 7, 2016.  The Court ordered the State to file an answer 

within 45 days of October 11, 2016.  The State filed an answer on November 22, 2016. 

 The Petitioner requested the appointment of counsel on December 12, 2016, and 

counsel was subsequently appointed in an order filed February 6, 2017.  Counsel filed a 

Supplemental Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post Conviction) (“First 

Supplemental Petition”) on January 12, 2018.  The State filed an answer to the First 

Supplemental Petition on February 26, 2018. 

 The Court held an evidentiary hearing on the First Petition and First 

Supplemental Petition on September 26, 2019.  Following that hearing, the Court 

entered an Order Denying Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus on October 9, 2019.  The 

Petitioner appealed, and the Court of Appeals affirmed this Court’s decision.  See 

Skinner v. Baca, Docket No. 79981-COA (Order of Affirmance, February 8, 2021).  The 

Petitioner sought review of the Court of Appeals’ decision by the Nevada Supreme 

Court.  The Nevada Supreme Court denied the petition for review on June 25, 2021.  See 

Skinner v. Baca, Docket No. 79981 (Order Denying Petition for Review, June 30, 2021). 

/ / / 
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 On March 29, 2022, the Petitioner filed his second Petition for Writ of Habeas 

Corpus (Post-Conviction) (“Second Petition”) and requested submission on the same 

day.  The Court entered an order striking the Petitioner’s request for submission.  The 

Petitioner re-filed the Second Petition on April 4, 2022.1  The Petitioner again requested 

submission on the same day the Second Petition was re-filed, and this Court again 

struck the request for submission.  This Motion to Dismiss Second Petition follows. 

 On April 14, 2022, the Petitioner filed a Motion for Appointment of Counsel.  The 

State has filed a contemporaneous Opposition to Motion for Appointment of Counsel, 

relying on the analysis in the instant Motion to Dismiss. 

Argument 

 The Second Petition sets forth two grounds for relief: 1. Trial counsel was 

ineffective for failing to present evidence of the Petitioner’s mental health diagnosis at 

the time of sentencing, and 2. Appellate counsel was ineffective for failing to investigate 

the record and raise an issue related to the Petitioner’s plea colloquy.  Second Petition, 

pp. 7-7A. 

1. The Second Petition should be dismissed because it is untimely, successive, and 
constitutes an abuse of the writ. 
 

 NRS 34.726(1) provides that absent “good cause shown for delay, a petition that 

challenges the validity of a judgment or sentence must be filed within 1 year after entry 

of the judgment of conviction or, if an appeal has been taken from the judgment, within 

1 year after the appellate court of competent jurisdiction … issues its remittitur.” 

1 The State has compared these two filings and they appear identical in content.  They 
differ in the filing date and in the numbering of pages 7 through 9.  All references to the 
Second Petition in this Motion to Dismiss refer to the April 4, 2022, version of the 
Second Petition. 
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 Here, the Court of Appeals issued its remittitur on the Petitioner’s direct appeal 

on August 10, 2015.  The Second Petition filed on March 29, 2022, and it is thus 

untimely and subject to the NRS 34.726(1) procedural bar. 

 NRS 34.745(4) requires that the Court summarily dismiss a second or successive 

petition challenging the validity of a judgment of conviction or sentence.  This is the 

Petitioner’s second post-conviction petition for habeas relief.  Therefore, absent a 

showing of good cause, it must be summarily dismissed. 

 NRS 34.810(2) provides that a second or successive petition must be dismissed if 

new and different grounds are alleged and this Court “finds that the failure of the 

petitioner to assert those grounds in a prior petition constituted an abuse of the writ.”  

The Petitioner acknowledges that the grounds presented in the Second Petition are 

different from those presented in his First Petition and First Supplemental Petition.  

Second Petition, pp. 5-6.  Because these grounds were available to Petitioner at the time 

of filing the First Petition, the Court should find that the Second Petition constitutes an 

abuse of the writ, and it must be dismissed. 

 “[A]pplication of procedural bars is mandatory… but a petitioner may overcome 

the bars in one of two ways: (1) by demonstrating good cause and actual prejudice…, or 

(2) by demonstrating actual innocence, such that a fundamental miscarriage of justice 

would result were the underlying claims not heard on the merits….”  Branham v. Baca, 

134 Nev. 814, 815, 434 P.3d 313, 315 (Nev. App. 2018) citing State v. Eighth Judicial 

Dist. Court (Riker), 121 Nev., 225, 231, 112 P.3d 1070, 1074 (2005) and Pellegrini v. 

State, 117 Nev. 860, 887, 34 P.3d 519, 537 (2001).  “NRS Chapter 34 requires a 

petitioner to identify the applicable procedural bars for each claim presented and the 

good cause that excuses those procedural bars.”  Chappell v. State, 137 Nev. Adv. Op. 83, 
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501 P.3d 935, 949 (2021) (emphasis in original) citing NRS 34.735, 34.726(1), and 

34.810(3).  “A petitioner’s explanation of good cause and prejudice for each procedurally 

barred claim must be made on the face of the petition” and “to avoid dismissal under 

NRS34.726(1) or NRS 34.810, a petitioner cannot rely on conclusory claims for relief but 

must provide supporting specific factual allegations that if true would entitle him to 

relief.”  Id. (cleaned up). 

 The Second Petition asserts that good cause exists in this case because he was 

procedurally barred from raising claims related to ineffective assistance of counsel at 

sentencing pursuant to NRS 34.810(1)(a) until the Nevada Supreme Court’s recent 

decision in Gonzales v. State, 137 Nev. Adv. Op. 40, 492 P.3d 556 (Nev. July 29, 2021).  

This analysis is faulty. 

 Gonzales did not remove an otherwise applicable procedural bar.  Instead, it 

reiterated that the purpose of NRS 34.810(1)(a) “was to preclude wasteful litigation of 

certain pre-plea violations.”  492 P.3d at 561 (emphasis in original).  The Nevada 

Supreme Court explained that “[i]n sum, we explicitly hold today what has been implicit 

in our caselaw for decades.  The core claims prohibited by NRS 34.810(1)(a) are 

‘independent claims relating to the deprivation of constitutional rights that occurred 

prior to the entry of the guilty plea’ that do not allege that the guilty plea was entered 

involuntarily or unknowingly or without the effective assistance of counsel.”  492 P.3d at 

562 quoting Tollett v. Henderson, 411 U.S. 258, 267, 93 S. Ct. 1602 (1973).  Gonzales did 

not create a new rule; it merely provided an explicit interpretation of law that has been 

applicable for decades. 

 “When a decision merely interprets and clarifies an existing rule[…], the court’s 

interpretation is merely a restatement of existing law.”  Buffington v. State, 110 Nev. 
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124, 127, 868 P.2d 643, 645 (1994) citing Gier v. District Court, 106 Nev. 208, 213, 789 

P.2d 1245, 1248 (1990).  New rules of law may be applied prospectively, but a 

restatement of existing law does not announce a new rule.  As a result, there was no 

procedural bar precluding the Petitioner from raising claims of ineffective assistance of 

counsel at sentencing in his First Petition.  Therefore, the Gonzales decision does not 

provide good cause to overcome application of the procedural bars to the Second 

Petition. 

2. Laches 

 A rebuttable presumption of prejudice exists when a period of more than 5 years 

passes between the filing of a judgment of conviction and the filing of a post-conviction 

petition challenging the validity of that judgment and the State specifically pleads 

laches.  NRS 34.800(2).  Because more than 5 years have passed since the Judgment 

was filed on February 5, 2015, the State specifically pleads laches. 

 Even if the Court finds that the Petitioner can demonstrate good cause to 

overcome the procedural bars set forth above, the laches bar is wholly separate and 

must also be overcome.  See, e.g., Pellegrini v. State, 117 Nev. 860, 875, 34 P.3d 519, 529 

(2001) (holding that “it is conceivable that a petitioner could demonstrate good cause 

for failure to comply with the one-year time limit and actual prejudice, but laches would 

nevertheless bar the claim because of prejudice to the State and failure to demonstrate a 

fundamental miscarriage of justice….”).  The Second Petition fails to address, much less 

overcome, the presumption of prejudice to the State. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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Conclusion 

 The Petition should be denied without an evidentiary hearing.  It is untimely, 

successive, constitutes an abuse of the writ, and is subject to laches.  Additionally, the 

Second Petition’s claim that the Nevada Supreme Court’s recent decision in Gonzales 

provides good cause to overcome the procedural bars is contradicted by Gonzales’s own 

language explaining that it was merely restating law that has been applicable for decades 

and was applicable at the time the Petitioner filed his First Petition.  As a result, the 

Petitioner has failed to demonstrate good cause and this Court is obligated to apply the 

procedural bars. 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not 

contain the social security number of any person. 

  DATED: April 22, 2022. 
             
       CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 

District Attorney 
 
       By /s/ Kevin Naughton 
                       KEVIN NAUGHTON 
            Appellate Deputy 
            Nevada Bar No. 12834 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Washoe 

County District Attorney's Office and that, on April 22, 2022, I deposited for mailing 

through the U.S. Mail Service at Reno, Washoe County, Nevada, postage prepaid, a true 

copy of the foregoing document, addressed to: 

 Roderick Skinner #1126964 
 Northern Nevada Correctional Center 

P.O. Box 7000 
 Carson City, NV 89702 
 

/s/ Tatyana Kazantseva  
TATYANA KAZANTSEVA 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 10:20:39.846.

KEVIN NAUGHTON,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 10:20:39.128.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-04-22 10:20:38.784.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 10:20:38.378.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 10:20:38.05.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 10:20:40.378.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 10:20:39.534.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-04-22 10:20:43 AM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9012059
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 04-22-2022:10:13:48

Clerk Accepted: 04-22-2022:10:20:10

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Notice of Appearance

Opposition to Mtn

Mtn to Dismiss Pet

Filed By: Kevin Naughton

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

KEVIN P. NAUGHTON, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER
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CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

Code: 3860 5 ~ 
Name: Rot,eP-.1c1< k INN E/<.. 
Address: f'ltJcc ,# l 12-6 9 6 q-, 

r_,,~. /j_o'J(.. 7000 cA(tjo"iJ Cff'f 
TeleI3ksn€, tJ~-.JAi>A &'9102-
~mail.: 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

vs. Plaintiff, 

Defendant, 
------------------I 

Case No. CR \4-064-4-
Dept. No. 15 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 

I request that the M~1{orJ Fof<. APP01"11Met-11 ot CovrJScl
(Print the name of the document(s) to be submitted to the Court) 

·,I-( 

that was filed 

on (4 Af/ZIL 2-ol-7- be submitted to the Court for decision. 
(Date the document was filed) 

19 This document does not contain the personal information of any person as defined by 

20 1'TRS 603A.040. 

21 I declare under penalty of perjury under the law of the State of Nevada the foregoing is true and 

22 correct. 

23 
:-r\l 

24 Date: \ C\ Af~L 7,_o'L1- Your Signature ~BL.___oJ __ ---',/wr,:........:....._~ __ .-___ _ 

25 

26 

27 

28 

REV 5/2021 R W REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 
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EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 
RODERICK SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner,   Case No.  CR14-0644 
 
 vs.      Dept.  8 
  
 
ISIDRO BACA. WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER, 
 
   Respondent. 
_______________________________________/ 
 

NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF COUNSEL 

 EDWARD T. REED. ESQ., withdraws as counsel of record for Petitioner 

RODERICK SKINNER in the above-entitled matter pursuant to Nevada Supreme Court 

Rule 46. 

 All future pleadings and correspondence should be forwarded to:  

Roderick Skinner #1126964 
P.O. Box 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 
 
 

 Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding 

document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-04-22 02:22:44 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9012863
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 Respectfully submitted this 22nd day of April, 2022. 

 

        /s/ Edward T. Reed        
       EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
       Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
       P.O. Box 34763 
       Reno, NV 89533-4763 
       (775) 996-0687 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Edward T. Reed, PLLC, and that on this 

date I electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of the Second Judicial District Court 

by using the eflex system which will send a notice of electronic filing to the following: 

Washoe County District Attorney’s Office 
 
And by United States Postal Service, postage prepaid to: 
 
Roderick Skinner #1126964 
P.O. Box 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 
 
 
 
 DATED this 22nd day of April, 2022. 
 
 
        /s/ Edward T. Reed   
      EDWARD T. REED 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 14:23:16.615.

KEVIN NAUGHTON,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 14:23:16.162.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-04-22 14:23:15.943.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 14:23:15.709.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 14:23:15.521.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 14:23:16.818.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-04-22 14:23:16.396.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-04-22 02:23:17 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9012865
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 04-22-2022:14:22:44

Clerk Accepted: 04-22-2022:14:22:55

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Notice Withdrawal of Attorney

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

KEVIN P. NAUGHTON, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA
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EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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(I.D. No.) 
Northern Nevada Correctional Center 
Post Office Box 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 

Petitioner, In Proper Person 

H 
J· ~-j 

PM 3: 23 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF _\~W~°'~c~~ ............ b....,e _____ _ 

Plaintiff/Petitioner 

W °''Cr~"'- 0\ "<:,LY\., \\Jtv t:..,e___ 

'S-\~l't C> C: \J c\l uo,sA ~\ b \ 

Defendant/Respondent 

Case No.: C'..___'.'R_ \ L\ -() "-9 \_\ \_\ 

\)~\l-Jti, \S 

CJ<?~c:/;·->s\o\£\ \a ~\r~','.,
1

<;, ½-~\\1::i:::<\ 

¾ 3) \s:ro,·, s s S U:b\l\c\. 'S? ~50Y\ 

COMES NOW, \\.()~ts·\<:_~ S~,i\'{\Q_\ , in proper person and herein 

aboverespectfuHy su'c,~\,'{S '~\.":, a~~O~,\,C),(\ \;() s~~,0 N\~\\~(\ 

Tu V \ 'SSi\, "::> "":) ~::>UCM~\&_3 c':s\\"' b V\ 

\\s., "';) CJ\("o~,\,'CJ-<\ is made and based upon all papers and pleadings on file herein as well 

as the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities and attached exhibits (where 

applicable). 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

f'enno..,SE" flt.El' \-\15 St:cot,1~ PEIT\T\oiJ F~ W~\"'t" oF" \-\A.~ G,~rus 

CH~~µ._ ~re11-no,:,11u) ON 4-T\\APR\L 1..01-"L "(\\S\r!G-Two c;.p._ol.Jr,l\')5 

R>ft.. ~Et.\eF: 

PET\\\oi-..\ orJ '2-9 '"'Mf\{(cl-\ '1.07...1- ~Nt> fi_66lvesr f cP-. svSM\SSior-l 

oN T\-\E s~KE DA.'i . TH\S \ s 1Nco(Z(<EcT. THE PETITt otJ wl\s 

F\LEt) ON 4-,\-\ A~((\L 7-o?.. '-. w HERE' M~ N "\JG-HTl!lt--1 CA.Me u f 

W TH M~ SKlNNc~ FlL\N~ T\,--1O Pc:.T\T\Of-,IS A~i> Tv-Jo IZEG..\JESTS 

Fo~ SVf>N\S$1oiJ IS utJcLE~,S\"1CE TI-\E REco((t> WILL 5HoW 

ONL':f ONE FlL \~(;.. of EI\CH A.Nt> ONE ST~\cKEr-J /(E:G-U~ST 

FoR. SU8M\S5lot-l A\'lt> THAT l>AT€ w~s 4-THAPlt\L 2o2'L. 
1 -

Ml<- N~UG-HTor-.1 /\RG-UC:5 T\-\1'.T I\-\E GRoUt'1t>S Rf\\SE.\) \N MR SKl~~ei<.:> 

f ET\"T'\ot-l We.~E A.\Jf\\L#\B LE AT THe. T\ME ~F NP-. Sk.\tJNER
1s FIRS, fi=TrnoN 

-2-
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F1urJG- At-l~ THE CouR.T" ''sttouL'> f h:~" THI\, 11-\E SECor,,1t> Pe.,\TlorJ 
II 

CON5T\TUTE.S A~ t\SU5E. oF ,1-\E. WR\T ANP M\JST BE: \)\SM I SSE:\::> . 

Se.e. MoT10N To DISM\S=> SE.cot-1t> fE.,\TlON y~e.4-, lines \3 - IS( NoTtorJT"ot,\5N\~ 

HoWc:.\Jf:R ) TI-\\S \S Cot"\PLE1""cl i of'fbsrre: of THE PosrnoN HE. TooK. 

\N l::\\S t'\oTl K T o f p.JZ."T\/\LL-f t>\St11ss Pc:,1T 1or-l A~~ SuPfLeMet-1TAL 

f'ETlT\ON FoR WR.,T oF \-\~~~5 coRf'us CMoTlor...\ TO PA(Z..T l~LLi D\SNtss) 

THAT MR NAUGt\To cl FILE{> trJ CI\Sc. No, Cf<J 1 - 2-0b\ , CRt8- 008'\+4l , 

J oHr-1 Et:>WAR~ K\RB1 \/ S TATE oF NE.'/A\)#\. IN THIS \/ER'{ SAt\E CoURT. 

5..etL 7TR~N5AcllON No . '8\74945 . I ,-,1 THE 'MOT\orJ 10 fARIIALLi \>\SMlss' 

MR r.JAUG-H\oN Cot.JTRP\0\CT5 HlS OWN ARGUMENT ANP CU\\MS 

T l::\/\"T THE VE:R't Sf\ME G-R.oul'!25 MR Sk,NNE.R RA.\SE5 ARE f'Roc1:t>URALL'< 

BARRet>. S.ee.. EXl:\\B\T A 7 PA.GE. 5 , \ i nes 2. \ - 2. 4-. 
M<Z N &UGl:\T o t-1 CL/-\\MS THKr NR-S -3 4 -3\o(,)(o..) WA:S NO\ A 
PRocE\?URAL Br-..R To MB 5 k \NNER RA\S\NG CLI\\MS of INEFFisCTivE 

AS5\ST fo-.NCE oF COUNSEL AT 5ENTt=.NCING- AN~ TH~T MR SKINNER.
1

s 

ANAL"< s 5 WAS FAUL"T'f , $«.. MOTION To V\SM\SS, F:\e. 5 Ii nes , - , \ . 

ONCE ~GAIN, TH\S l.S Co~T~R'f To THE Af--G-UME.i-JT f1/\\)c BY 
M(Z,. t:1f\UGI-\Tor--l r-J MlZ- \<.\R{3'f .,5 NoTtoN To PA~TIALL'l DISMISS 

E E HE f2..ELIE5 ON THE THeN E.\J - LS 

aP\Nloi-J iN G-or.Jti\LE:~ \J STATE .. \ 3£:i Ne.\l. AP\/. oPbO NE\J. A . 

Oc 1-01...o G-or-JZALE.S 1-01-0 \N E ~ E DtSTR\crCouRT 

ON No-..JE\'\BER 2.0\4- t>E.N\Et> MR GoNZALES ?s CLA\M oF . 

1 t-iEFFEcT1\JE ASS\STAr-lc.E oF cout-1SE'L AT SE~TENclNG- fulZSUA\\\T 

To THE T HEN ll'lTERP~ET"~T'\oN oF NR5 34- ·8\o(,'(a.,). 
S..e.e.., EXHlB\T A pa.y;- b . 

ON Me.. 5 I ine.s l4-- 2.o or MR NA.UGHToN s MoTtoN To 'DISM\55 , 
3 . 
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1 ~AUGI-\ToN S ~GA\N 1-\"\\e.MPrlrJG- To C cJTIN\JE D \rJN P,... f'ATf--\ oF 

2 t>ECEP'noN AS HE FA\L5 To \NCLVC'E THE CoMPLETE. CoNTe:XT 

3 oF T '-J t> SuPREME CouRTs t>EC\SION B'< oMrIT\tJG- WHAT 

4 E A.FrER ToLLETr" Ht=:l'H>EfZSoN. 41\U.S. 2.Sir "2.bl 93SCtf6o2. 973 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

,, 

SHE REC.E\'1EP INEFFECTI\JE ASSISTf\t-lC.E ofcouNSeL 

:t SE.NTc:NC\r-lG- HE. oR SHE CoULl> NO, HA\JE. AAlSEt> 

TH#\T CLA.\M BE.FolZE ENTE.R\r'1G- H S of<. \-\ER PLEA. IT 

To COl'J5\t>ER GotJZALE5\:; cU\\M THAT CoUNSE::.L ,, 
Ro\JIDED li'lEFFECTl\le ~55\.STAt-lCE: /\T SENTENCING- . 

19 MR. N#\UGI-\Tot-1 ONCE I\G-1\\N CLl\\t-\5 ' . E E f\$ No OCEC>UR L 

20 Bf\ fR.E.CLUt:>l G- 'THE Pt=-r\,\oNER Fl<.oM R/\\5\NG Clt\1 5 oF 

21 \t'1E.FFecT\'\IE I\SS\.STANCE oF Cour-lSE:L AT SEt-1TEc'1C\NG- IN K 5 

22 FIR.ST fE.T"ITloN ': S.ee. MR NA.UGI-\ToNS t'\o"T\orJ To t>\SM\5$ , e. b lil'les3 5. 
\-\oWe\lEP-. fl..T T\-\E. TIME. MfZ Skl"1N~R., s h 5T f'CT1T\0N WAS FILEP 23 

24 STK E D tSTfZ.\CT C Rosecu \J L'f ol'l E. 

25 

26 

27 

28 

\f'lQ)AAEc-T /\~f L\C.P-.Tlci--1 cf" N~S 3 · 5 A f~oc.EDU~AL 

BI\R Fo{2.. 'i)ISM\SSAL cF AN'i CLAI $ -L m o (NEF ECTl"\/E 

CE o CouNSE:L t\ 5ENT"t:="1C\NG- oR t>\R.EcT APPt::"AL 

Page _±__ of __ 
---a•--·- ·-
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1 APPLlc/\:rtor~ AS A PR.occt>uRAL ~/\P, ~t--1D_l2l5M\SS\NG- THoSE: _ 

2 C1 MM.~ MS T\-\oSE CLP\\MS t>\t> i-JoT AFFec-\ THE VAL\DITY oF 

3 Tue G-UlLT'f PLEA . 

4 1--- ---------------------

5 Tu\5 1s Cor-,!T~f\P\cToRY To SecoNt> J\rt>\Clf\L P1srR\cT Co\Jf<:r 

6 ~~~~ I \?6"J\t> HA(Z..t)'f .5 O(Z'DEP-.. ~f\NTlNG- PA.RTtA.L DISM15SAL -

7 ANl' GRANT(rJG- E\/l'OE:f'1C tA&i He::f\~\t-!G- G-ut'G,E HAP-.t>Ys OR~'Y 
8 lN Tl-\E JoHN K1R.P>'i v STATc:: ? CASE No . CR\l-2-o"\, CR.\~-008~ 

9 AND oo9l El'lTE/tE..'t> orJ F1=e, -z.. , 202\ f.a_j.e-3 lioes (,-lb AN\)25-2.b 

10 /\!'1t> FooTr-JcTE:. ~ 2. r95e:.. 4- I ine.S 5-7. 

11 F':uR.THERMoRE: AS A. M/\ite.R oF R,ecofZP, BR\AN HoBBS Fl LE\7 A 

12 PeTlT1orJ FoR Wl<\T oF Hl\6E.P·E, CoRPuS IN T HE Se;eorJt:> Jut:>\CIAL 

13 OISTR\CT CcUR.T ON APR\L 15
' 2.o2.2.; MR Ho6BS PETiTloN IS \N 

14 FA.CT PRE'c\SEL'f THE. 51\ME LEG/\L ARGUMENT AS IS PUT FoR\H 

15 \N MR SK\NNER
1 s PET1T1or-J - WoRt> FoR WoRt> - AS T\-\E Two 

16 PET\,loNS WERE cREP\Te:.t> ~, THE. S f\ME. T lME B'f THE S/\ME 

17 PREf?A.R"TION TE.A.M. 

18 MR HoBBs PeT \T" \ON \,JI\S FILED \ l-YE.f\RS AFTe:.R \::\\5 FIRST 

19 PET\T\ON Al'lt> WAS ALLOWED To PROCEE.~ 6'f :fUt?GE 
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CODE No. 2155 
CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
#7747 
One South Sierra Street 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
(775) 328-3200 
districtattorney@da. washoecounty. us 
Attorney for Respondent 

FILED 
Electronically 
CR17-2061 

2020-11-23 02:46:44 PM 
Jacqueline Bryant 
Clerk of the Court 

Transaction# 8174945: azam ra 

6 IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

7 IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

8 *** 

9 JOHN EDWARD KIRBY, 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

Petitioner, 
v. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

Respondent. 

Case No. CR17-2061 
CR18-0089 
CR18-0091 

Dept. No.15 

MOTION TO PARTIALLY DISMISS PETITION AND SUPPLEMENAL 
15 PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 

16 COMES NOW, the State of Nevada, by and through CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS, 

17 District Attorney, and Kevin Naughton, Appellate Deputy, and moves this Honorable 

18 Court to dismiss the Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction) filed by 

19 Petitioner John Edward Kirby ("Petitioner"). This Motion is based on the pleadings and 

20 papers on file with this Court, and the following points and authorities. 

21 / / / 

22 / / / 

23 / / / 

24 / / / 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

Procedural History 

The Petitioner, John Edward Kirby, pied guilty to charges in three cases: CR17-

2061, CR18-0089, and CR18-0091. 

In CR17-2061, Petitioner pied guilty to Count III, Conspiracy to Violate the 

Uniform Controlled Substances Act, a category C felony, as set forth in an Amended 

Information filed on April 6, 2018. 

In CR18-0089, Petitioner pled guilty to Count I, Burglary, a category B felony, as 

set forth in an Information filed on January 16, 2018. 

In CR18-0091, Petitioner pled guilty to Count I, Grand Larceny of Property 

Valued at $3,500 or Greater, a category B felony, and Count II, Possession of a Stolen 

Motor Vehicle Valued at $3,500 or Greater, a category B felony, as set forth in an 

Information filed on January 16, 2018. 

The Petitioner was sentenced to a term of imprisonment of 19 to 48 months 

imprisonment in CR17-2061, a term of imprisonment of 28 to 72 months ln CR18-0089 

to run consecutively to CR17-2061, and 28 to 72 months on both Count I and Count II to 

be served consecutively to one another for an aggregate term of 56 to 144 months, to be 

served consecutively to CR18-0089. Judgment of Conviction, filed November 21, 2018, 

in CR17-2061; Judgment of Conviction, filed November 21, 2018, in CR18-0089; and 

Judgment of Conviction, filed November 21, 2018, in CR18-0091. 

The Petitioner appealed his convictions alleging an abuse of discretion at 

sentencing. The Court of Appeals entered an Order of Affirmance on September 30, 

2019, in case number 77748-COA. Following his appeal, the Petitioner has filed a Post

Conviction Motion to Withdraw Guilty Plea Pursuant to NRS 176.165 in all three cases 

2 
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on October 4, 2019, and a Motion to Correct Ff A PSI Nunc Pro Tune to May 16, 2019 

Filing on October 31, 2019. Both Motions were denied. Order Denying Motion to 

Withdraw Guilty Plea filed November 5, 2019, and Order Dismissing Motion to Correct 

FfA PSI filed January 6, 2020. 

On December 13, 2019, the Petitioner filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus 

(Postconviction) ("Petition") in all three cases setting forth four grounds for relief. The 

Petitioner also filed a motion seeking the appointment of counsel on the same date. 

Counsel was subsequently appointed and filed a Supplemental Petition for Writ of 

Habeas Corpus (Post Conviction) ("Supplemental Petition") on October 9, 2020, setting 

forth two grounds for relief. This Motion to Partially Dismiss follows. 

Argument 

Applicable authorities 

A district court reviews claims of ineffective assistance of trial counsel under 

Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 686-87 (1984); see also Kirksey v. State, 112 

Nev. 980, 987, 923 P.2d 1102, 1107 (1996). Under Strickland, to prevail on a claim of 

ineffective assistance of trial counsel, a defendant must establish two element~: (1) 

counsel provided deficient performance, and (2) "the deficient performance prejudiced 

the defense." Kirksey, 112 Nev. 987, 923 P.2d at 107. To prove deficient performance, a 

defendant must show counsel's performance fell below an objective standard of 

reasonableness. Id. To prove prejudice, a defendant must demonstrate "a reasonable 

probability that, but for counsel's errors, the result of the trial would have been 

different." Id. at 988, 923 P.2d at 1107. "A reasonable probability is a probability 

sufficient to undermine confidence in the outcome." Strickland, 466 U.S. at 694. 

Counsel's performance is measured by an objective standard of reasonableness which 

3 
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takes into consideration prevailing professional norms and the totality of the 

circumstances. Strickland, 466 U.S. at 688; accord, Hornick v. State, 112 Nev. 304, 913 

P.2d 1280 (1996). An insufficient showing on either element of the Strickland standard 

requires denial of the claim. Kirksey, 112 Nev. at 988,923 P.2d at 1107. 

The court's view of counsel's performance must be highly deferential, with every 

effort being taken to eliminate the distorting effects of hindsight. Strickland, 466 U.S. at 

689,691. In making a fair assessment of counsel's performance, the trial court must 

reconstruct the circumstances of counsel's challenged conduct and evaluate that 

challenged act or omission from counsel's perspective at the time, while remaining 

perfectly mindful that counsel is "strongly presumed to have rendered adequate 

assistance and made all significant decisions in the exercise of reasonable professional 

judgment." Id. at 689-90. Accordingly, trial counsel's strategic or tactical decisions will 

be "'virtually unchallengeable absent extraordinary circumstances."' Doleman v. State, 

112 Nev. 843,848,921 P.2d 278,280 (1996) quoting Howard v. State, 106 Nev. 713, 

722, 800 P.2d 175, 180 (1990). 

A petitioner must demonstrate the facts underlying a claim of ineffective counsel 

by a preponderance of the evidence, and a district court's factual findings regarding a 

claim of ineffective assistance of counsel are entitled to deference on appeal. Means v. 

State, 120 Nev. 1001, 1012, 103 P.3d 25, 33 (2004); Riley v. State, 110 Nev. 638, 647, 878 

P.2d 272, 278 (1994). Habeas claims must consist of more than bare allegations, and an 

evidentiary hearing on a habeas petition is mandated only if a petitioner asserts specific 

factual allegations not belied or repelled by the record. Hargrove v. State, 100 Nev. 498, 

686 P.2d 222 (1984); Nika v. State, 124 Nev. 1272, 198 P.3d 839 (2008). 

Ill 
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11. Petition Ground One and Supplemental Petition Ground One 

In Ground One of his Petition and Supplemental Petition, the Petitioner alleges 

that he received ineffective assistance of counsel related to the plea negotiations and 

entry of his pleas. He asserts that counsel did not conduct any investigation prior to 

entering his pleas. He also contends that his pleas were not validly entered as a result of 

medication affecting his mental faculties prior to entering his pleas. The State is 

confident that the Petitioner will not be able to establish either deficient performance or 

prejudice pursuant to Strickland. but acknowledges thai he has alleged sufficient 

information to warrant an evidentiary hearing on this claim. 

Ground One of the Petition also makes a vague assertion to prosecutorial 

misconduct before alleging again that the Petitioner's ·plea was invalid as a result of his 

mental status being affected by medication. The prosecutorial misconduct claim is 

vague and unclear. The Petitioner alleges that the prosecution "knowingly allowed Mark 

Goin statement - false testimony to incriminate the Petitioner .... " The Petition fails to 

identify at what hearing this alleged false testimony was presented. The Petition asserts 

that this is just one of many instances of prosecutorial misconduct. The Petition fails to 

identify or describe any of those additional alleged instances of prosecutorial 
,, 
\ 

misconduct. Because the prosecutori~l misconduct claim is .a bare allegation and is 

apparently unrelated to his pleas, it should be dismissed. Hargrove, supra; Nika, supra. 

111. Petition Ground Two 

In Ground Two of his Petition, the Petitioner asserts that he received ineffective 

assistance of appellate counsel for raising only a single issµe related to sentencing and 
. -~· . 

for failing to move to correct his PSI. This claim is rocedurall barred as a matter of 

law and must be dismissed. 
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NRS 34.810(1)(a) requires that the court dismiss a petition if it determines that 

"[t]he petitioner's conviction was upon a plea of guilty ... and the petition is not based 

upon an allegation that the plea was involuntarily or unknowingly entered or that the 

p!ea was entered without effective assistance of counsel." The Nevada Court of Appeals 

recently issued an opinion explaining that "to fall within the scope of NRS 34.810(1)(a), 

an ineffective-assistance claim must challenge events that affected the validity of the 
--- --·-- ·--· 

wr: 5889017 at *5. 

"The aQplication of procedural bars is mandatory" unless a petitioner can 

demonstrate good cause and actual prejudice, or actual innocence. Branham v. Baca, 

134 Nev. 814,815,434 P.3d 313,315 (Nev. App. 2018) citing State v. Eighth Jhdicial 

Dist. Court (Riker), 121 Nev., 225, 231, 112 P.3d 1070, 1074 (2005) and Pellegrini v. 

State, 117 Nev. 860, 887, 34 P.3d 519,537 (2001); see also State v. Haberstroh, 119 Nev. 

173, 180, 69 P.3d 676, 681 (2003). 

The Petitioner pled guilty in all three of his cases. Therefore, as Ground Two of 

his Petition alleges deficiencies related to sentencing and his direct appeal, it is 

Ground Three of the Petition is confusing. It alleges that the Petitioner's PSI is 

erroneous, that its errors are of a constitutional magnitude, and that counsel had the 

Petitioner plead guilty to a charge he is innocent of committing. To the extent that this 

ground alleges that he received ineffective assistance of counsel related to his plea, it 

should proceed to an evidentiary hearing. To the extent that it alleges errors related to 

his PSI, it is procedurally barred as explained above. 
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v. Petition Ground Four 

Ground Four of the Petition alleges that the Petitioner is actually innocent of the 

Possession of a Stolen Motor Vehicle charge in CR18-0091. The State does not believe 

that the Petitioner will be able to present evidence sufficient to warrant withdrawal of 

his plea, but this claim should also proceed to an evidentiary hearing. 

vi. Supplemental Petition Ground Two 

Ground Two of the Supplemental Petition alleges that the Petitioner received 

ineffective assistance at the time of sentencing. As the Petitioner pled guilty and this 

claim does not allege any deficiency related to his plea, it is statutorily barred and must 

be dismissed. NRS 34.810(1)(a). .~ 

Conclusion 
r~ 

The State respectfully requests that the Court dismiss Ground Two of the Petition 

and Ground Two of the Supplemental Petition. The claims ra~sed in those grounds 

allege that the Petitioner received ineffective assistance of counsel at the time of 

sentencing and on appeal. Because the Petitioner pled guilty, he is statutorily limited to 

raising claims of ineffective assistance of counsel related to the entry of his plea. The 

State also respectfully requests that the Court dismiss those portions of Grounds One 

and Three that do not allege ineffective assistance of counsel related to entry of his 

pleas. 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 
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AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not 

contain the social security number of any person. 

DATED: November 23, 2020. 
CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 

District Attorney 

By Isl Kevin Naughton 
KEVIN NAUGHTON 
Appellate Deputy 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that this document was filed electronically with the Second Judicial 

District Court on November 23, 2020. Electronic Service of the foregoing document shall 

be made in accordance with the Master Service List as follows: 

Lyn E. Beggs, Esq. 
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Isl Tatyana Kazantseva 
TATYANA KAZANTSEVA 
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CR18-0091 
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Jacqueline Bryant 
Clerk of the Court 

Transaction # 82758 8 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

8 JOHN EDWARD KIRBY, 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

STATE OF NEV ADA, 

Respondent. ______________ / 

Case No. CR17-2061 
CR18-0089 
CR18-0091 

Dept. No. 15 

14 
ORDER GRANTING PARTIAL DISMISSAL AND 

15 GRANTING EVIDENTIARY HEARING 

16 Before this Court is Petitioner John Edward Kirby's petition for writ of habeas 

17 corpus, his supplemental petition, and the State's opposed motion to partially dismiss 

18 both. This Court has read all moving papers; it now orders as follows: 

19 Background and Procedural History 

20 Mr. Kirby pled guilty to charges in three cases: CR17-2061, CR18-0098, and CR18-

21 0091. The judgments of conviction were filed on November 21, 2018, sentencing Mr. Kirby 

22 to imprisonment for 19-48 months, 28-7?- months, and an aggregate term of 56-144 months. 

23 The Nevada Court of Appeals affirmed the sentence on September 30, 2019. On December 

24 13, 2019, Mr. Kirby filed a petition for writ of habeas corpus listing four grounds for relief: 

25 1) his pleas are invalid because of ineffective assistance of counsel during plea negotiations 

26 and entry, his mental condition and lack of medication prevented him from knowingly 

27 entering his plea, and prosecutorial misconduct; 2) ineffective assistance of counsel at 

28 sentencing and on appeal; 3) he was denied due process and equal protection because of 
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cumulative errors in his PSI and because he was not transported to the Salvation Army;1 

2 finally, 4) Mr. Kirby was denied due process and equal protection because Nevada should 

3 

4 

have dismissed charges the State of California did not pursue. 

In January 2020, this Court deemed Mr. Kirby indigent and ordered an attorney be 

5 appointed for post-conviction representation. This Court's order to appoint counsel also 

6 struck the submission of Mr. Kirby's Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus directing his 

7 appointed counsel to supplement or confirm the petition. 

8 The supplemental petition, filed October 9, 2020, incorporated Mr. Kirby's 

9 December 13, 2019 petition by reference. The State's motion to partially dismiss relies on 

10 NRS 34.810(1)(a) and Gonzales v. State, 136 Nev. Adv. Op. 60 (Nev. App. 2020). The State 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

concedes certain allegations contained in grounds 1 and 3, and ground 4 of Mr. Kirby's 

petition and supplemental petition warrant an evidentiary hearing. The State argues Mr. 

Kirby's guilty plea procedurally precludes arguments not concerning plea negotiations 

and entry contained in grounds 1 and 3 and mandates dismissal of ground 2. Mr. Kirby 

opposed arguing the holding in Gonzales is not settled law, and his right to effective 

assistance of appellate counsel was never waived and should be presented in an 

evidentiary hearing. 

Law Analysis 
11 A claim of ineffective assistance of counsel presents a mixed question of law and 

fact and is therefore subject to independent review." Kirksey v. State, 112 Nev. 980,988, 

923 P.2d 1102, 1107 (2005). Nevada uses the test established in Strickland v. Washington, 

466 U.S. 668, 104 S. Ct. 202, 80 L.Ed.2d. G74 (1984); two elements must be established to 

successfully claim ineffective assistance of counsel: (1) counsel1s performance was 

deficient, and (2) the deficient performance prejudiced the defense. Kirksey, 112 Nev. at 

987,923 P.2d at 1107 (citing Strickland, 466 U.S. at 687). A court need not consider both 

prongs if the defendant makes an insufficient showing on either one. Id. When a 

conviction is the result of a guilty plea, 11 the defendant must show that there is a 

1 Mr. Kirby also alleges actual innocence. 

• 
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reasonable probability that, but for counsel's errors, he would not have pleaded guilty and 

2 would have insisted on going to trial." Kirksey, 112 Nev. at 988, 923 P.2d 1107. 

3 NRS 34.810 mandates courts dismiss a petition for habeas corpus if the petitioner's 

4 conviction was based on a plea and the petition "is not based upon an allegation that the 

5 plea was involuntarily or unknowingly entered or that the plea was entered without 

6 effective assistance of counsel." NRS 3A.810(1)(a). The Nevada Court of Appeals explained 

7 "an ineffective-assistance claim must challenge events that affect the validity of the guilty , 

8 plea." Gonzales v. State, 136 Nev. Adv. Op. 60,476 P.3d 84, 90 (Nev. App. 2020). 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Thus, a petitioner must allege specific facts demonstrating both 
that counsel's advice (or failure to give advice) regarding the 
guilty plea was objectively unreasonable and that the 
deficiency affected the outcome of the lea negotiation process. 
Any claim that does not satisfy fhis standard is outside the 
scope of permitted claims and must be dismissed ... Because 
events occurring after the entry of the plea cannot have affected 
eilher counsel's advice regarding entering the guilty plea or the 
outcome of the plea negotiation process, ineffective-assistance 
claims relating to post-plea proceedings necessarily fall outside 
the scope of claims permitted by NRS 34.810(1)(a). 

Id. A defendant seeking post-conviction relief is not entitled to an evidentiary hearing on 

factual allegations belied or repelled by the record. Hargrove v. State, 100 Nev. 498,503, 

686 P.2d 222,224 (1984). "The application of procedural bars is mandatory" unless a 

petitioner can demonstrate good cause and actual prejudice, or actual innocence. Branha 

v. Baca, 134 Nev. 814, 815, 434 P.3d 313, 315 (Nev. App. 2018) citing State v. Eighth Judicial 

Dist. Court (Riker), 121 Nev., 225, 231, 112 P.3d 1070, 1074 (2005) and Pellegrini v. State, 
C • 

117 Nev. 860,887, 34 P.3d 519,537 (2001); see ~lso State v. Haberstroh, 119 Nev. 173, 180, 

69 P.3d 676, 681 (2003). 

This Court agrees under Gonzales v. State, a petitioner who pied guilty may only 

challenge the validity of the plea. See NRS 34.810(1)(a); Gonzales, 136 Nev. Adv. Op. 60, 

476 P.3d at 90.2 Mr. Kirby pied guilty in all three of his cases. Grounds 1 and 3 are, 

2 Gonzales is currently binding r. recedent this Court must follow. 
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therefore, limited to claims challenging the validity of the plea and ineffective assistance of 

counsel prior to and during entry. 

Mr. Kirby may not argue the general prosecutorial misconduct mentioned in 

ground 1 or the cumulative errors discussed in ground 3, as those allegations do not affect 

the validity of his pleas nor his claims of ineffective assistance of counsel. Likewise, 

ground 2, alleging deficiencies related to Mr. ·rby's sentencing and on appeal, is 

statutorily barred and must oe a ismissed. 
; , 

Conclusion 

This Comt concludes an evidentiary hearing on Mr. Kirby's petition and 

supplemental petition as limited above is pro~r. Arguments..£cn: grounds land 3 are ,..., 

limited to claims of ineffective assistance of counsel and plea validity. Ground 2 qf Mr. 

Kirby's petition is dismissed. 

Accordingly, the parties are to jointly contact the Department 15 Court Clerk at 

Mikki.Merkouris@washoecourts.us, within ten days to set an evidentiary hearing in 

conjunction with the Nevada Department of Corrections to ensure Mr. Kirby's availability 

and participation. 

IT IS SO ORDERED 

Dated this 2nd day of February, 2021. 

DISTRICT] 
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FILED 
Electronically 
CR11-1906 

2022-04-07 05:03:43 M 
Alicia L. Lerud 

Clerk of the Court 
Transaction # 89879 8 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

* * * 
BRIAN HOBBS, 

Petitioner, 

12 v. Case No. CR11-1906 

Dept. No. 4 13 WARDEN KYLE OLSEN, 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Respondent. 

----------------'' 
ORDER 

On April 1, 2022, Petitioner, BRIAN HOBBS, in pro per, filed a Petition for Writ of 

Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction) and a Motion for Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis, 

which included a request for appointment of counsel. On April 5, 2022, the Petitioner filed a 

Motion for Appointment of Counsel and formally submitted the motion to the Court for decision. 

This Court having reviewed the pleadings filed herein, finds that it is appropriate to 

appoint counsel in this matter and further finds that Petitioner is currently serving a sentence in 

the Nevada Department of Corrections. 

Pursuant to Nevada Supreme Court's Order ADKT No. 411, a person will be deemed 

'indigent' who is unable, without substantial hardship to himself or his dependents, to obtain 

competent qualified legal counsel on his own. Further, there is a presumption of substantial 

1 
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21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

hardship which attaches to those persons currently serving a sentence in a correctional 

institution or housed in a mental health facility. 

Further that pursuant to NRS 171.188, Petitioner has shown to have insufficient assets 

and/or income to proceed absent a grant of forma pauperis status. 
' 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED Petitioner is granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis. 

IT IS HEREBY FUSTHER ORDERED that the Court allow said BRIAN HOBBS to bring 

such action without costs and file or issue any necessary writ, process, pleading or p,aper 

without cb.arge, ,with the exception of jury fees . 

IT IS HEREBY FUR'THER ORDERED that the Sheriff or any other appropriate officer 

within the state make personal service of any necessary writ, process, pleading or paper 

without charge for BRIAN HOBBS. 

IT IS HERESY FURTHER ORDERED that the request for appointment of counsel is 

GRA~TED. The above entitled matter is referred to Krista Meier, Esq., Appointed Conflict 

Administrator, for the selection of counsel for BRIAN HOBBS concerning the Petition for Writ of 

Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction) filed on April 1, 2022. 

DATED this -1.-- day of Q~) , 2022. 

2 
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RC>&.~'( \ (_~ St,'{\'i\.e:\[ 
Post Offi9e Box 7000 
Carson City, Nevada 89702-7000 2022 HAY -4 PM 3: 2,3 

IN THE '.5 Q:..{ D'<lcl JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF-NEV ADA 

IN AND FOR COUNTY OF Wo'S~()<Z_ 

~re.."'\ t:__h '5 ¥-.:. ,'I\ Y\ ~'<" 
Plaintiff 

vs 
\D l).'f"cle .. Y~ ~ \ S6'. )J tv (_('._ 

S-\:c-\- Q.. d:; ).J~..vc..<i.c..... ~ \- I\ \ 

Res ondent 

Case No: (_~ \ '--\ - t) ~ '-\ '-\ 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 

(hereinafter "Plaintiff'), 

appearing in proper person, and files this Request for Submission, in the above entitled action. 

This Request is made pursuant to District Court Rules , whereas, Plaintiff respectfully 

request that his 

submitted to the appropriate Honorable Court for a review and a decision. 

Dated this a ~ , 20 d-~ 

Proper Persona Plaintiff 
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(Name) 
\\2..£~(,'y 

(I.D. No.) 
Northern Nevada Correctional Center 
Post Office Box 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 

Petitioner, In Proper Person 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WAS\-\ OE 

Plaintiff/Petitioner 

vs. 

WM-..bEN OLSEN Nt-\CC lit~ 
Defendant/Respondent 

-----------

Case No.: C(l... \ 4- -06# 

~x._~\'\ ¼ ~\ 0,,\-~ -s C) \?~~\\\oD 
\, 0 ~\\twl Ro'{ ~y?O 1@ (Y\t:_:():\; \) ~ 
l.~\J V\<;:> (..\. 

, in proper person and herein 

aboverespectfully : SlioM\TS- ·'r\\5 ''R1:fL'i T~ S\fHcS orfoSlTL 0 t-l Te> f'1oT\t.t-\ TOµ._ 

A f PD\tJT'M~~ T CF Go\h-!5ie:t.,", 

T\-\€' Foflt:G<l\l'iG- · is made and based upon all papers and pleadings on file herein as well 

as the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities and attached exhibits (where 

applicable). 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

MR. SKh,-lNER S\-\OUL\) BE f\PPClr-1 - ED Co\JNSE:.L SA 5Et> ON H\S 

CUAAEt-lT S\TU/\"TlON A.5 AN NC/\~CE~TE\) FO'2-E\G-NER . See. .es·, 
O{2._X)ER oF SECONO Tu~\c1~L t>\sTP.\c.T CouP..T J"v\)GE STe1r-1He11""€fZ 

tl\l HoBBS" W/\ll.t>E~ cR\\-\90b 1 TRAt-iSACT \oN 1\- .CZC\'8791.3 A, fAG.£ 1 
\ine lb TO PI\Ge 2. \ \f'\eS \ +2.. :. 

ti 

\NST\TUT\ON u, • 

Ml<. SK\t-JNER lN~ISPUTEDLi $\JFFE<ZS c:.XTP--1\o{ZD\Nf\R.'f HAfZt>SH\~ 
\N RE.U\T\oN To Tl-\E of~.S>l\\lAR'i I l'lC\i>El\lT5 oF PR\SON L\FE ; l-\E 15 

A. DoUBLE LEG- J\MP'uTEE IN A. Wl-\EE.LCl-\f\\(,Z 7 W\TI-\ A M'f/ZIAP of 

ME.V\CAL \SSUE:.S To cot-lTI:."1\) "'1\11--\ SucH A.5 AMeuTEE. NE.R'\Jc 

PA\N SToRNS (tJc.uRo?J\T\-\'i), ANEMIA DUE To C ~?\::\N
1

5 C>\SE.f\5E. 

INTEfZt-l~L BLEED\t-lG-, SPlf'.lf\L 5CoUo5\S W l""fl-\ I\CcoMf>AN'ilNG PA\N.1 

CL\N\CN_ t>EPRE55\ol\\ 
1
\-\\GI-\ BLoo\) f'RESSURE , fLE.UROS'f IN \-\\S 

f(\G-\-\T L\JNG-, Ac-J't) No{lE. 

, A s, Ml<- Sl<-\iJN~P- \,J o\)L-'> b~\rJG- To -n--\t CovR.T s A1\E~T\ON THAT ~ f P-.ll \ 

1-c'L'L o~c 6'1-.\f\t'i HcBB5 FILS> (\ fe::Trn~~ Fo()... w~\"\ oF H11-~Eft5 ~ p..,fu5 

\N Ttte s~c.o~\ J\l~ C\A-l- \)l5TR\c-r CouP..T. M ~ ~0 ~5 f<§T\\\\::l{'f l S ,4-rJ 

EX.f\e,--r SA.ME L\:;G-/tL f\/l-G-VMet-.lT To Mf.- S \<..ltJcJEP--.')5 PETlTl 0 t-! - \,JoPJ> FoP.. 
W<:>lli>- A5 ~~ T\r-Jo WrcPJ=: c"EATEl) AT ,l-\E: SAMtTlNc 8'i "fHE SIHt~ 

-2-
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PE\lT\ciJ Af'.l1' WP-5 ftl...Lo\,J~\) TD p f-.J)~ep e,i J\>t,Ge ~NIE :r. s-rett!l-\EINEA 

wr W~\ct--\ TIME Jut>(;£ STE\tJKEIMeR of-..bGP-0 TI::{AT IHE" Cou~ A-LLoW 

5fh'> {)jz\(¾i-,\ l-\of>BS \D f>{(\r,i(r SUCf-\ !\-CT/\")~ WiTHo\JTC.0 5"(5" AN f(Lc 

oil \ ssu~ At-1'1 rJEC€55A-P...'f W/ll"f f P-.()C€5S f L€A-l)ti.JG- oP- P AfeP- \,,lrrHcuT 

C.l'\ftP-Gc ~ \T\-\ T\-\lS' E-,<.eep·qctJ of JuP .... i FE6S. s~ ' , 

Mil 51(.tt-itJ~P- ~ESP6C\FULL'f g_6~Ut5TS ArPo\t-rrMENT ()F c.ourJ5eL Be 

G-RPn~T6\) ~ftSE b \J f i>N TH€ FoP-6G-ot\-lG-- /\Nb oTl{~ fl£ftl)LNG-S ~ 

FILE. THE ISSUES AfZe.oFCowSTIT\JT(ONf\L MI\GNITut>E 8ccA\JSc oF A 

F\.lt-.ll>AtiEtJTI\LCI-\ANG-E \N NE\Jlt"f\ STATE LA.w'· /hH> CoUNSE:L WclJU> 

6EirER .SER\le THE:: CouJt\ IN PP-.E5EtSf\tJG-THc \.55\..JES AffK.oPKlATEL'i. 
FOOTNOTE I : MoP.£ Acc.UP-I\TE"L'1 STATc!t>> T\1ghJTE/l-ff<.ETATl0 tJ -=>FNP-5 34·810(\)(~c.Hh~I) 

fUP..5UAi-rf To G<>NZALES ✓ ST'ATc7 4-°!1-.f.3:,l.556 (-2..b"l.\) . 

m 
Dated this 7-..1 day of Af illL- , 20 2"2- . 

-3-

By: {<ad._ 5~ 
f ETtTl"'t-i~P- l ('-1 f P.o- f~~ 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, fl._o ';)Ell \c\C S ~l N ~ tf- certify that on this date I did serve a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Motion upon Respondent(s), via U.S. Mail, by placing same in the United States 

Postal Service (Prison Mail System), postage being fully prepaid, and addressed to: 

5Eect-tt> :Jut>tcLAL t)}S,-/{JcT CcvAT 

1S Cc\JP-.t' 5, 

AND 

W ltS\-\o~ Go\l~-r~ t, \STR(ct' ft"'Cf'-1 1 

Th 
Dated this 1.:1 day of ~A_f_P,\_L _______ , 20 2-'":' 

By:~f _@l__s_~ __ · _ 
Petitioner, In Proper Person 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

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

Persons. 1rl 

2. ~ /WR.\L 7-o z;z,,, 
(Date) (Signature) 

-4-
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CODE No. 3790 
CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
#7747 
One South Sierra Street 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
(775) 328-3200 
districtattorney@da.washoecounty.gov 
Attorney for Respondent 
 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 

* * * 

RODERICK SKINNER, 

   Petitioner,   Case No. CR14-0644 

  v.      Dept. No. 8 

WARDEN OLSEN, NNCC, 
NEVADA ATTY GENERAL, ET AL., 

   Respondents. 

                                                                  / 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS 
SECOND PETITION 

 COMES NOW, the State of Nevada, by and through Kevin Naughton, Appellate 

Deputy, and files this Reply in support of its Motion to Dismiss Second Petition filed by 

Petitioner, Roderick Skinner (hereafter, “Petitioner”).  This Reply is based on the 

pleadings and papers on file with this Court, and the following points and authorities. 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

Argument 

 The Petitioner opposes the State’s Motion to Dismiss by making arguments based 

upon the undersigned’s filings in other cases before other judges at the Second Judicial 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-05-09 11:51:09 AM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9038085 : yviloria
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District Court.  The Petitioner and his “document preparation team1” have several 

mistaken beliefs: 1. That the State is obligated to argue every case in the same way; 2. 

That the undersigned seeks to deceive and mislead this Court; and 3. That outcomes in 

other district court cases are binding upon this Court. 

 First, the State is not required to argue every case in the same way and the 

Petitioner cites zero authority in support of the proposition.  As a result, it should be 

ignored. 

 Second, the Petitioner claims that the undersigned has attempted to deceive this 

Court by arguing for the application of the procedural bar set forth at NRS 34.810(1)(a) 

in a different case, State v. Kirby, CR17-2061, CR18-0089, and CR18-0091, while 

arguing that it was not a bar in the instant case.  As noted in the Motion to Dismiss, the 

Nevada Supreme Court’s recent decision in Gonzales clarified that NRS 34.810(1)(a) 

does not apply to bar claims of ineffective assistance of counsel at sentencing.  137 Nev. 

Adv. Op. 40, 492 P.3d 556 (Nev. July 29, 2021).  Before Gonzales was issued, the 

undersigned had argued, as in Kirby, that NRS 34.810(1)(a) acted as such a bar.  The 

Nevada Supreme Court explained that position was “one facially reasonable reading of 

the statute, but it is not the only reasonable reading” and ultimately decided that NRS 

34.810(1)(a) did not act as a procedural bar to sentencing claims.  492 P.3d at 560.  The 

1 The Petitioner’s “document preparation team” appear to be violating the Nevada 
Department of Correction’s administrative regulations governing inmates assisting one 
another with legal pleadings.  NDOC Administrative Regulation 722.04(11) requires that 
“[a]ny inmate assisting in the preparation of legal documents must clearly identify 
themselves as an inmate and document this by writing ‘inmate’ before their name and 
follow with their prison identification number.”  None of the Petitioner’s pleadings in 
support of his Second Petition bears any indication that they were prepared with the 
assistance of another inmate.  Nevertheless, in both the Opposition to the State’s Motion 
to Dismiss and the Reply to State’s Opposition to Motion for Appointment of Counsel, 
references are made to a “document preparation team.” 
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undersigned is not acting contradictorily by making different arguments before and 

after the Nevada Supreme Court issued a clarifying opinion directly on point. 

 Moreover, the Gonzales court explained that it was “explicitly hold[ing] today 

what has been implicit in our caselaw for decades.”  492 P.3d at 562.  The Petitioner 

should not get the benefit of his own ignorance in failing to present an available 

argument in his First Petition under the mistaken belief that it was procedurally barred.  

As the Gonzales opinion made clear, claims that counsel was ineffective at the time of 

sentencing have been available “for decades.”  As NRS 34.810(1)(a) does not act as a bar, 

and has not acted as a bar “for decades,” it could not have applied to bar the Petitioner’s 

valid claims in his First Petition.  He believes he had valid claims, he should have raised 

them.  Nevada’s post-conviction framework does not allow for multiple trips through the 

process, raising issues in a piecemeal fashion.  Brown v. McDaniel, 130 Nev. 565, 572-

73, 331 P.3d 867, 872-73 (“The purpose of the single post-conviction remedy and 

statutory procedural bars is to ensure that petitions would be limited to one time 

through the post-conviction system.”) (quotations and citations omitted). 

 Finally, another district court judge’s decision to grant a different petitioner’s 

request for counsel in a different case is not binding in any way on this Court.  See, e.g., 

Camreta v. Greene, 563 U.S. 692, 709 fn. 7, 131 S. Ct. 2020, 2033 fn. 7 (2011) (“A 

decision of a federal district court judge is not binding precedent in either a different 

judicial district, the same judicial district, or even upon the same judge in a different 

case.”) citing 18 J. Moore et al., Moore's Federal Practice § 134.02[1] [d], p. 134–26 (3d 

ed. 2011).  Each case hinges upon its own facts - what might be true in Brian Hobbs’ case 

might not be true in the Petitioner’s, no matter that identical documents were submitted 

by the same “document preparation team.”  District court judges enjoy coextensive and 
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concurrent jurisdiction.  NRS 3.220.  Moreover, claims of good cause to overcome 

procedural bars and requests for the appointment of counsel on a procedurally barred 

post-conviction petition are fact-intensive inquiries and must be determined 

individually.  To suggest that because another Petitioner was able to obtain the benefit 

of counsel in another case says nothing of whether the Petitioner can overcome a 

mandatory procedural bar in this case.  This Court would abrogate its responsibility to 

decide this case if it blindly appointed counsel because some other petitioner in some 

other case had counsel appointed by virtue of filing the same document. 

 The Petitioner’s Second Petition is procedurally barred.  It is untimely, it is 

successive, it constitutes an abuse of the writ, it fails to offer sufficient good cause to 

overcome the procedural bars, it is subject to the doctrine of laches, and it fails to 

address the prejudice to the State by its delayed filing.  Nevada’s statutes are designed to 

provide for a single trip through the post-conviction process.  Through the Petitioner’s 

own ignorance, he now seeks to obtain a second trip.  His request must be denied. 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not 

contain the social security number of any person. 

  DATED: May 9, 2022. 
             
       CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 

District Attorney 
 
       By /s/ Kevin Naughton 
                       KEVIN NAUGHTON 
            Appellate Deputy 
            Nevada Bar No. 12834 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Washoe 

County District Attorney's Office and that, on May 9, 2022, I deposited for mailing 

through the U.S. Mail Service at Reno, Washoe County, Nevada, postage prepaid, a true 

copy of the foregoing document, addressed to: 

 Roderick Skinner #1126964 
 Northern Nevada Correctional Center 

P.O. Box 7000 
 Carson City, NV 89702 
 

/s/ Tatyana Kazantseva  
TATYANA KAZANTSEVA 
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CODE No. 3860 
CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
#7747 
One South Sierra Street 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
(775) 328-3200 
districtattorney@da.washoecounty.gov 
Attorney for Respondent 
 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 

* * * 

RODERICK SKINNER, 

   Petitioner,   Case No. CR14-0644 

  v.      Dept. No. 8 

WARDEN OLSEN, NNCC, 
NEVADA ATTY GENERAL, ET AL., 

   Respondents. 
                                                                  / 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 

 It is requested that the Motion to Dismiss Second Petition, filed on April 22, 2022, be 

submitted to the Court for decision. 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the  

social security number of any person. 

  DATED: May 9, 2022. 
       CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
       District Attorney 
 
       By /s/ Kevin Naughton 
            KEVIN NAUGHTON 
            Appellate Deputy 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-05-09 11:51:09 AM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9038085 : yviloria
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Washoe County 

District Attorney's Office and that, on May 9, 2022, I deposited for mailing through the U.S. Mail 

Service at Reno, Washoe County, Nevada, postage prepaid, a true copy of the foregoing 

document, addressed to: 

 
 Roderick Skinner #1126964 
 Northern Nevada Correctional Center 

P.O. Box 7000 
 Carson City, NV 89702 
 

/s/ Tatyana Kazantseva  
TATYANA KAZANTSEVA 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-05-09 11:56:38.082.

KEVIN NAUGHTON,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-05-09 11:56:37.55.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-05-09 11:56:37.332.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-05-09 11:56:36.894.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-05-09 11:56:36.41.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-05-09 11:56:38.347.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-05-09 11:56:37.8.

F I L E D
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2022-05-09 11:56:40 AM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9038113
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 05-09-2022:11:51:09

Clerk Accepted: 05-09-2022:11:56:14

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Reply to/in Opposition

Request for Submission

Filed By: Kevin Naughton

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.
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(I.D. No.) 
Northern Nevada Correctional Center 
Post Office Box 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 

Movant, In Proper Person 

ALIC!/\ L LERUD 
CLER~1~~COVRT 
~y ~b~1 
-DEPUT'r' . 

IN THE S~CW\6. JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF _W~~u~ ~~M-....,.CC'\.....,__,_x;~----

Plaintiff/Movant 
Dept. No.: ---'~"------

vs. 
\.De,,.'('~\(\. (') \ SE:..:'A. },J N e__L 

;:;-\:o,\-Q. < ~ <:: -..J s voA,c.,_ '---\- f\ \ REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 

Defendant/Respondent 

, in proper person, and respectfully 

requests submission of his pleading, to wit:--Ye...\:<v\l'.::.Y\ ¼l-c Wt\\: ~S. \~ \oso,2 <'.' o::, :c ,)\)s , filed 

in this court on t\:y1:, \ '-\.) ;lC) ~ 2 , for adjudication on the merits . 

This request is made pursuant to the applicable District Court Rules, and Nevada Rules of Civil 

Procedure. 

Respectfully submitted this N lt--\IH day of MA'1 , 20 ·z.i,. . 

By: 

V7. 1329
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, ~dee \ ( K '5 ~·, C\ 11 f c certify that on this date I did serve a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Request upon Respondent(s), via U.S. Mail, by placing same in the United States 

Postal Service (Prison Mail System), postage being fully prepaid, and addressed to: 

wa.~n\J(- ,\:>\~¼ -\.\, \ (2\%, :Y\~ 

D Y\<? s ,~::{, v.. ~ \-

AND 

\,D()..'S::,\ 0-~ \\ \. ~ rz__n D J-J (__ e_ 

}< ~ , ~ CTx 7QDa 

Dated this t'1 ltJTH. day of __ ~N._A_'-1 ______ , 20 -z..~ 

By: ___.__g_~- 5~---' _ 
Movant, In Proper Person 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

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

Persons. 

(Date) (Signature) 

-2-
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(Name), 
1 l Z...69&4-
(I.D. No.) 

Northern Nevada Correctional Center 
Post Office Box 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 

Movant, In Proper Person 

IN THE Seeovwl JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF \.,()cc::::,\oDe 

Case No.: C f2.- \ 4- -0644-

Plaintiff/Movant 
Dept. No.: _l...cc.5 ____ _ 

vs. 

WA~\tN 0LS6~ N-N;C,G JZL,J,,, REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 

Nc.\JA't>A ATfol2,Nc'i Defendant/Respondent 
GE:1\16 L. 

COMES NOW, {<.ot>e:{l_\ck Ski NNE/.(_ , in proper person, and respectfully 
() ~()''~;\\\OR'¼:) ':>~'-.L.';:, \'%\\C)Y\._ ~ \)'\'~~\SS 

requests submission of his pleading, to wit: ~,, \ c'0. '\\\xe\ ()'(\ \Y\o.. ~C'JJ.. , filed 

in this court on ~ 1 L\ l ), () a a 
\ 

, for adjudication on the merits. 

This request is made pursuant to the applicable District Court Rules, and Nevada Rules of Civil 

Procedure. 

Respectfully submitted this E..lG+\1H day of __ M_f\_~---' 20 7.. 2- . 

By: 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, fZo'vE/2--.\cl< S K11--..1~E.(2.. certify that on this date I did serve a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Request upon Respondent(s), via U.S. Mail, by placing same in the United States 

Postal Service (Prison Mail System), postage being fully prepaid, and addressed to: 

\J/-\S\-\oE:- Gou('.IT'i 'O\.:ST/UGT Al\e{¼JS\ 

i STr\ 5 l EfZ-12-.A 5 T 

AND 

Dated this elG-1-tTH day of __ ~M~/\'<~-----' 2oz.1,, 

By:_R_ocl_S_~_· _·_ 
Movant, In Proper Person 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

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

Persons. 
T\\ 

oi? Mf\i -z_o?,,..V 
(Date) (Signature) 

-2-
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(Name) 
9 

4-
\ l 1-b 6 

(I.D. No.) 
Northern Nevada Correctional Center 
Post Office Box 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 

Petitioner, In Proper Person 

·- . . ... 
,i= J '. f ' ~ • 
" • l~ . "'-·--• .,,., 

r:n HAY l 8 PM 2: 39 

IN THE 5~o t, JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF W A.S~ OE' --''--"'-'-....:.=..-'---------

Plaintiff/Petitioner 

vs. 

wA~l>EN OLSEN N .t-1 .<:..C. a-a1, 
NE.\{ ~ (\ ATrY Gtc-\ pefendant/Respondent 

Case No.: C {<. l 4- -Ob# 

RE.Sf'oNSE.. To 'T\-\€: STI\TE::'s 

B.Ei'LY l"-1 Suf'PoRT ot= THE 

S,A,e:'s MoT\oN To V\SM\5S 

SEcorJ\'> Pe.T\T\ot--1 

COMES N~ : /Zo1'E(Z..lcK' Sk\ N~ . , in proper person and herein 

above respectfully 5U5M\T5 T\-\\S P-.~PoN_SfTo THE SrA:TES R.E.PLY 

\N sufPoRT oF THE. ST~TE.
7 

s MoTlotJ To 'D\SM\55 sE:Col\lD PE.T1T10N
11

• 

The ~~ON.SE : is made and based upon all papers and pleadings on file herein as well 

as the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities and attached exhibits (where 

applicable). 
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• I • • I 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

MOTlot-J To t>\5Ml55 Se.c..ol'lt> Pe:T\TloN ASKS TH\5 CouR.T To 
tGNoRE. 1-\\S CLE.A.R CoNTRA.t'\CToR'f ARG-UME."1TS BASE.t> oN 

THE ST1'TE. NOT BE.lNG fZE.(9..\J (l.E.P To A.RG-UE E:'1ER)' CASE \N 

Tl-\E. SA.ME W/\'i & IF THE \S5UE \N EVEfZ'i CASE W/>\S n\E. 

S/\ME, Wo\JL'C> MR NAUGHTON BE: I\LLoWED To ARG-UE Wl-tAT 
~ II I'"') 

HE -n\,NKS Af'Pues AT THf\T T\ME : 

CoNTfZA.t)\CToR't TO THE. Ne.'-l~t>A SuPREME CouRTs t>ECIS\ON 

lN GoNZALES y Si-/\TE , 4-9'1. ~-~cL 55~ ( 1...o'l.V w\-\EREIN T\-\c 

CouRT RULE.t> Tl-\f\T : 

,, 
IT WoULD \/10Ll\,E. THE SP1R.rr oF ouR Hl\BE.~5 
STf\T UTE f\tJC, T~E. PuBl\c Pol\C'{ e>F Tl-l \S STATE 

To f'RoHle,\T HIM oR \-\E.R FROM E'\/ER AA\S\r-.lG 

THE.REFoRE. , THE. t>\STR.\CT coUR.T E.AAe.t> BY ~cCL\tJ\t-lG-

PR.o\J\PE.t> \NEFFE.c:.Tl\JE A.5S\5TANCE oF CoUN5EL AT ,, 
5E.t'1TEl'1C \ NG • 

I tJ THE. \t--lTERE.STS oF JuD\Clf\.L EcoNoM'f, f'E.T,Tloi-l~R RESf'E.CT

-2-
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" I / b 
1 

- £ ULL'i REa.UE:STS TH\5 Hot-loRA€;LE CouR, To 0Rt>t=.R TH~T 

M'C Pe.T\T\or-J Mo\fE FoFZWAf?-.i> so P\5 'To /\LLE.\/\ATE. AN'< FUftr°HER 

fRocRl\5T\NAT10N f:i't' THE PRoSE.cu,oR M.R. NAUGHTor-l. I WoULt) 

UKE To r-JoTlFY T\-\E. CouRT oF M'< PoS5\6LE \NTc:.NT\or-J To FILE 

/\N EQ.UAL ff<.oTt=.CTION CL/\\M Ur-J'DeR. THE Fou~TE.ENTH 

\N T\-\\ S C~SE. APf't=:.l\~5 To BE. CoMM \ i\1c-JG A.GAINST ME ; M&N~ 

OTHE.R Pe.T\TlOt-lE.RS 1-\f\\lE. Rf\\SED THE. S/\ME. EXACT" \SSUE 

PU~SUP-.NT TO G-oNZ.~LEs, /\NC' \-\1\\JE. 6EEN ALLoWE.D To Pf<.oCEED 

FoRWARD 

Dated this T-WELT\--l day of_~M_A_'( ___ , 20 2-2. . 

-3-

By: Ro<lS~
fETlT\ot-iE:llll'i fp.o-fc:/L. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, ~ot>E:Rlcl( .5Ktl\.lrJcP- certify that on this date I did serve a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Motion upon Respondent(s), via U.S. Mail, by placing same in the United States 

Postal Service (Prison Mail System), postage being fully prepaid, and addressed to: 

5£Cc('l\) Jv'DlGl f\L \It Sfll-.\GT Coup,, 

75 CovP,, 5T 

AND 

AS~oE GoVl\f\i t)\S~cr AT\'/ 

TH 
Dated this l 2- day of----'--M----"P.:.'--~-------' 20 z.:z~ 

By:_R_~_s .:........:...~-· __ 
Petitioner, In Proper Person 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

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

Persons. 

(Date) (Signature) 

-4-
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(Name) 
l\-z...GC,64-

(I.D. No.) 
No1ihern Nevada Correctional Center 
Post Office Box 7000 
Carson City, NV 89702 

Movant, In Proper Person 

7.G22 it~ Y 18 PM 2: 39 

ALICIA L LERUw 
CLE!J±(,,.,OJ5~HE CO!!RT 
SY_~~(~ 

DEYUl"Y~--

IN THE SeCoN~ JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF _w--'---'-~~ H_o_E _____ _ 

Case No.: C fZ l 4 - 06 4-4-

Plaintiff/Movant 
Dept. No.: _ I_S ____ _ 

vs. 

WA~\1E"-' OLSEN N . l'I . C.C. d-a.l, REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 

{'lE\J . ~ GerJ . Defendant/Respondent 

COMES NOW, {2..cl>E.f,\CI<. Sk \r-,INc~ , in proper person, and respectfully 

requests submission of his pleading, to wit: ~e:Sfo1'1SE To 1H€ STATES p.e.PL''f tcJ sufPo~ T of , filed 
T\-\ -ntE STATe:'.s t1 111 lorJ To t>ISMIS-5 Se:eor-.1t> f£1 lllorJ 

in this court on \ L Ml\ 'i L-Ot-'- , for adjudication on the merits. 

This request is made pursuant to the applicable District Court Rules, and Nevada Rules of Civil 

Procedure. 
TH. 

Respectfully submitted this l 7- day of __ M_f\_':( ___ , 20 '2..1- . 

By:_R_~- 5~~~-· _ 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, ~o l>E/Z\c t< S Kt NN e.P.. certify that on this date I did serve a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Request upon Respondent(s), via U.S. Mail, by placing same in the United States 

Postal Service (Prison Mail System), postage being fully prepaid, and addressed to: 

SE.eo~~ ::f\J\>IC-rf\l- b\ST/J.,.lCT' CDu~, 
--rs Cov~T s-r 

AND 

\,JASkoE: Co\J!'J-r-i ~lSTR\cT /fIToP-Net 

1 s0 u1h 5lE:PJ..A 5 \ 

,\-\ 
Dated this I l day of ____ M_ A_-:--1 _____ , 20 2."Z.-: 

\. 

By: _ R_o<L_, _5__,_~~-·-
Movant, In Proper Person 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

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

Persons. ,H 

( 2- M A 'i 2 c 2-1---
(Date) (Signature) 

-2-
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 
 
 
RODERICK SKINNER 
    

Petitioner, 
 vs. 
 
W. OLSEN, Warden NNCC,  
STATE OF NEVADA, et al.,  
 
   Respondent. 
__________________________________/ 

 
 
Case No. CR14-0644 
 
Dept. No. 8 
 
 
 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL AND 

HOLDING ALL OTHER SUBMITTED DOCUMENTS IN ABEYANCE 

On May 27, 2014, Petitioner, RODERICK SKINNER, entered a plea of guilty 

for the following crime, Promotion of a Sexual Performance of a Minor, Age 14 or 

Older. See Judgment of Conviction filed September 11, 2014. Currently before the 

Court are the following submitted documents: Motion for Appointment of Counsel, 

Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, Motion to Dismiss Second Petition Filed April 

22, 2022, a duplicative Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, Opposition to State’s 

Motion to Dismiss Second Petition Filed on May 4, 2022, and a Response to the 

State’s Reply In Support of State’s Motion to Dismiss Second Petition.1 

After reviewing the submitted documents, and record in its entirety, the 

Court ORDERS as follows: 

/// 

 

1 The documents were submitted between April 22, 2022, and May 18, 2022.  

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-06-10 04:46:54 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9095413
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I. The Court Grants Petitioner’s Motion for Appointment of Counsel  

Pursuant to NRS 34.750(1), the District Court has discretion to appoint 

counsel to represent a petitioner that has filed a postconviction petition for a writ of 

habeas corpus if the petitioner is indigent, and the petition is not summarily 

dismissed. Additionally, the court may consider several factors when determining 

whether to appoint counsel, such as: the Petitioner’s indigency, the severity of the 

consequences to the Petitioner, the difficulty of issues presented, whether counsel is 

necessary to proceed with discovery, and whether the Petitioner is unable to 

comprehend proceedings. See NRS 34.750.  

In the instant case, Petitioner is facing a term of life imprisonment, with 

parole eligibility after five years. Although a five-year minimum term may not be 

sizeable on its face with respect to Petitioner’s conviction, Petitioner could 

potentially spend his life incarcerated, obviously a more severe consequence.   

A Judgment of Conviction was entered on September 11, 2014, stating 

Petitioner had 411 days credit for time served. During Petitioner’s period of 

incarceration, pre-sentencing, and post-sentencing, he has been unable to make a 

living to support retainment of private counsel.  

Where a Petitioner argues that he or she received ineffective assistance of 

counsel at sentencing, he or she could not have raised that claim before entering a 

plea. Gonzales v. State, 137 Nev. Adv. Op. 40, 492 P.3d 556, 562 (2021). Prohibiting 

a petitioner from ever raising that claim in state court would violate “the spirit of 

our habeas statute and the public policy of that state.” Id.  

Within his Petition, Petitioner argues trial counsel was ineffective for failing 

to present evidence of his mental health diagnosis at the time of sentencing. 

Therefore, the Court finds it necessary to appoint counsel to further develop this 

claim, and to assist Petitioner with meaningful litigation of his Petition. See Pearce 

v. State, 128 Nev. 924, 381 P.3d 649 (2012). Accordingly, Petitioner’s Motion to 

Appoint Counsel is GRANTED.  
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED this matter be referred to Conflict 

Counsel/Attorney Administrator, Krista Meier, Esq., for selection of new counsel to 

assist Petitioner. Counsel must be appointed within 45 days of the filing of this 

Order, and a Notice of Appearance is to be filed promptly thereafter.  

 

II. The Court Holds All Other Submitted Documents in Abeyance  

Additional documents before the Court are: Petition for Writ of Habeas 

Corpus, Motion to Dismiss Second Petition Filed April 22, 2022, a duplicative 

Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, Opposition to State’s Motion to Dismiss Second 

Petition Filed on May 4, 2022, and a Response to the State’s Reply In Support of 

State’s Motion to Dismiss Second Petition. 

The Court HEREBY ORDERS these matters be held in abeyance pending 

the appointment of counsel.  

 IT IS SO ORDERED. 

DATED this ______ day of June, 2022. 

 

 

         ________________________ 
       BARRY L. BRESLOW 
       District Judge 

 

10th

~V\__ 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of the Second 

Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this ____ 

day of June, 2022, I deposited in the County mailing system for postage and mailing 

with the United States Postal Service in Reno, Nevada, a true copy of the attached 

document addressed to: 

 

Roderick Skinner, #1126964 

NNCC 

PO BOX 7000 

Carson City, NV 89702 

 

I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District Court 

of the State of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this ______ day of June, 2022, I 

electronically filed the following with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF 

system which will send a notice of electronic filing to the following: 

 

 JENNIFER NOBLE, ESQ.  

 KRISTA MEIER, ESQ. 

 DIV. OF PAROLE AND PROBATION   
 
 
 
 
       ______________________________ 

Judicial Assistant 
       

10th

10th
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-06-10 16:47:42.968.

KEVIN NAUGHTON,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-10 16:47:42.436.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-06-10 16:47:42.186.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-06-10 16:47:41.874.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-10 16:47:41.608.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-10 16:47:43.233.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-10 16:47:42.686.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-06-10 04:47:44 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9095421
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 06-10-2022:16:46:54

Clerk Accepted: 06-10-2022:16:47:16

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Granting Mtn

Filed By: Judicial Asst. JBarrett

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER
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KEVIN P. NAUGHTON, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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9 

11. 

12 

13 

14 

Rot>E.R.lC K SktNNER 

N.1\1.c.c. 4t\\2..fft64 

f.o. Box 7000 CAA5oN C\T't' 

NE\/A.'OA 8 '11 Ol. 

. Rot>eR.\cK. Sktr-JNER ........ :....:.=""-="-==.;..~=-:..;:aa..;;~=..a....:...--) 

Petitioner/Plaintiff, ) 

v. 

The SECOND Judicial District 
Court of the State Of Nevada, In and 
For the County ·of WASHOE 

Respondent/Defendant 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

. ) 

Cas<,lNo. CR\4-:-0644 .. 

Dept. No. ·..:;.I =5'-"·--------------
Docket No. · 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

Comes now, Petitioner/Plaintiff, Rot>e~\CK 51<h'11\1ER. , pro per, And 

15 respectfuliy moves this Honorable Court to issue a Petition for Writ of Mandamus, being filed 

16 contemporaneously herewith, directing ~t>.nJ\'>lCIAL l>ISTRICT'C<lURr,to reverse and vacate his order, 

17 and/or actions in denying Petitioner/Plaintiff A \,J~ IT oF M ArJ DAN US B'f NOT 

18 FILING- fAlD WR\T WrT\i CouRT" At-ID RET\JRN\tlG,, \T \o fe:nT1~ER Ur.JF'ILE. 
. ' . 

19 This motion is made and based pursuant to the supporting Points and Authorities attached hereto, 

20 · N.R.S. 34.150 through N.R.S. 34.310, N.R.A.P. Rule 21, as weli as all papers, pleadings, and documents 

21 on file herein. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

,. 
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II. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

I Petitions for Extraordinary Writs are addressed to the sound discretion of the Supreme Court of 

2 Nevada and may issue when there is no plains, speedy, and adequate remedy at Jaw,. See, State v. Second 

3 Judicial District Court ex. Rel. County of Washoe. 116 Nev. 953, 11 P.3d 1209 (2000). 

4 A writ of mandamus is issued to compel performance ofan act which the law especially enjoins as a 

5 duty resulting from an office, trust or station. See, Lewis v. Stewart,. 96 nev. 846, 619 P.2d 1212 (1980). 

6 A writ of immdainus ma issue to control arbitrary or capricious exercise of discretion. See, Barnes v 

7 Eighth Judicial Dis~rict Court of the State of Nevada, in and for Clark County , 103 Nev. 679, 

8 748 P.2d 483 (1987). 

9 This Court has also held that the action being sought to be compelled must be one already required 

10 By law. See, Mineral County v. State Department of Conservation and Natural Resources. 117 Nev. 235 

11 ,'20 P.3d 800 (2001). 

12 Mandamus is the appropriate vehicle for challenging contested orders entered by the District Court. 

13 See, Angell v. Eighth iudicial District Court In and For the County of Clark, 18 Nev. 923, 

14 839 P.2d 1329, (1992). 

15 It has also been held that a writ of mandamus is proper when the petitioner raises urgent and 

16 important issues(s) of law requiring clarification by the Supreme Court. See, Falcke v~ Douglas County, 

17 116 Nev. 583, 3 P.3d 661 (2000). 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

2. 
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1 

2 PeTtTlatJE.R. WA5 CON\JtCTE.t> IN THE. Sec.oi-Jt> °Jl,Q\C\AL D,sTR,cT 
3 Couf{[ oF THE STATE oF NE.\/ADA, \?EfA&TMENT 15, J"u~ HARt>Y. 
4 fET,Tto/\le:R TIME.Li F"ILED HIS FIRST STA"TE HA.BEAS CoRfuS PernT10N 

5 · .. 0 N :J#~'{ t3. U>t~ .. WHICH WA.5-KEt\SSJGNe.D· T6 l>E:eAfsn::1e~~ 
6 ~-tJtloUT:JSXPLAtJAT(D~ • Fe:TIT\ocJE.R's :STATe HABtltS CoR/US 

7 .E.\/ tDEt-lCIA~Y H6A/<JrJG- WA s HE.lJ> irJ DcPFtPJNetJT=-'8 6£.Fo/<..E 

0 . JUPG-e BR.E.SLoW:, VloLATtrJG-- THE." SeeoiJ}) Jubl,ctA-L t>1ST1<..1<:TCouP-.T 

9 . LocAL RuLE 22. 
10 

11 fETlTlor:JEP--. FILEl> A. SEC::.oN'\) PeTt\101..J Fo~ W~JT oF HA6€/t5 Co"fos 
12 .or:1 Af"-.\L4--r"2.02.1..., BAsel> uPorJ THe Ne\JA.t>A SuPl<ette-Cou~?s 
13 .Hol'i>ttJG-- lN G-orJZ.AlES" STATS, 491... r _3,J., ss, (z.0 -z.u .. 
14 T. HAT fe:TlTtorJ WAS ASSIGNED ONCS AGAIN ,o t>cPAllTt··U:NT 8 
15 _J\Jt>G-€ 8{ZE:Sl.C)W W1TH0U"f E.)<.fLA-NATlot-1. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

"LA • 

V7. 1348

V7. 1348



f 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

f EnTIONC:R MAlU:D A f amoi-J FoR WR\T-oF-MP...rJt>AMUS To 111E: 

Secol'lC> Tut,1c1AL D\sTAICT CouRT ON JuNE. I ST 202.2 To BE. 

FlLEt>. See. A.1TAcHe.D ExH\B\T :# 2- E.l\\\fELofe:. RE\/ERSE S\t>£. 
. ' . . . 

Tue: Se:c.oND JUDICIAL 'DlSTR\CT CouAT CLE.RK RETURNE.l> ~E 
. . Tt-4 

Pi::T1,1orJ FoR. WR.\T oF MAtJt>AMUS LJNFILED oN Tut.JE: 7 2022. 
. ' 

5.ee ExHIB\T":#3 ReruRN r-JoT\CE,THAT h-lCWl)EI) ADMt"'1. ORt,ER 
TH s 

2..0\b - 4 FtLEl> OcToBER 12, 2.ol6; .& <;XH\5\T =t\:4. 
I . 

1 FcR Tl-\E Se.eol'lt, Jut>1c1AL t>1sTR\CT CouRT NOT To ftLE TH \5 0 

1 PU=.f'!t-..Oh~G VIOLATES M't' CoNST\TUT\ONAL RIGHT of 1-\.CC.E.55 To I 

2 THE CouR.TS. · SJU. ·Bour-Jt,S" SM\TH, 430U.5. 8\7
1

2>'2..% (l C\1,) 

1 (f'fZ\50rJER5 HA\Je A FU1'1DAME.c-lTAL Cor-!S'TlTUTloi--lAL R.lGHT To 3 

14 A~EQ.UATE, EFF"ECTlVE., Al'lt) Me:/\NlNGFUL ACCESS To CouRTS 

15 To cHALLENGE \/loLATloN5 oF Col'-lSTlTUTtoc-JAL RlGHT.s), · 

16 SR2.. AL5o JoHt'15ot--1 "AveR'i., 393 U.S. 4-B?J, 485 (i 96c.u(f'f{\SONERS 

11 f\\GHT oF ACCESS TO CovR.T"S .MA"( r-JoT 8E t>E\'1\Et> o~ oe,STP-JJCT-

18 El>. -
19 

20 THE Secoi-ll> Jut,\CtAL t>1sTR\cT CouRT t>Er-l\E9 PeT\T\otJEI<.. t>uE 

21 PRocess B'f tMPEDtl'lG H\5 ACCE55 To THE CouRT B'( NOT . -

22 FlLlNG- HIS Pe:TlTlor-.1; c:FFEcTIVE.L'l 2E:Nili-JG HtM DUE PRoCESS 

23 B'( NOT C:.oMfL 'C ING W\TH 11\E 5Ecot'1\> ::rut,\c\l\L t>\STR\CT CoURTS 

24 OWN Ruu~ 2.2
1
ANl> HEAR11'1G- H\5 Cl\/lL Pe.TtTtof\l FoR WR\T oF 

25 HA.BEA,5 CoRPus 13Y A t>IFFEREt-.XT Dc.PARTME.NT ANO TuoG-E 
26 THAN H\S oR\G-\NAL PRE51t)h'1G- :fut>G-E. THE CouR.TS l\f:AS01'11"1G-

21 foR. TH \5 WAS THI\T DefA"TNENT l 5. ''SHALL NaT BE. /\5StGtJE\) NoR 

2s HEAR cR1N1t-iA.L cA.se.S UNTIL fu~n-teR t-10T1cE; ANQ WHEREAS, ALL 

3. 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

1. Pet-lt>1l'lG- cR.tMll'JAL cASES ~ee A1rAcke:t> L1ST) SHALL BE RAl'lt>oNL'< 

2 . 55\GNED F"l<oM De.PARTNENt ( 5 To THE oTHEP-. E.\G-HT(8) 
II 

3. GEtJE.RAL J'UR\St>ICTION t>e.PARTMErJT"S, EFfeCTIV~ OcToBE.R l2. 2016. 
4 S.u. E ·nes '2..0 - 2.. . 

\rJ f\loT CR\ 11\lt\L . 

1 ----------------------------
i Foti.. THE S CcND ·Jut)tclAL D,s-,P.\c'T" Co.J{q- To SINfL'f /<.ESPor-ll> To A 

9 R\T oF MAND/\NU5 W tTH I\N ADNll\!\$T/ZA1'"l\JE. o{) . .'DE./1-. DATED 

lo 0c.Tof£{2.. l~l-12..0lb WI au, FILING- THe w~lT oF MANl>ANU5 No, 

II 01\lL'-f "\cLATeS t>ue: oce:ss FAIL5 To e)<.CUSE REASSlG-r'1MeNT BA.ck 

12. To De:PA~1""MeNT 5 J"uDGe Hl\~t>'i . 

i3 -----------~--~-------~---
i 4 At:>MltJ \ ST tT \le. 0 DE/2.. PATED 0cToe£/Z I ~2.ol b HI\S 1'-,)0 

15 EA~\NG- otJ A. Pe:nTloN F~ \T oF HABEAS coRPu5 FlLet> o,J 

1l AfRtL4-'H1..02'2.. ·As e\/tDe"1cEt> BY Tl c FAcT Tl-f r DEfAKTMe:t-iT l5 

n :r ut>G-E HAtzl>·i \S cu~ t,..~ HEAl\\t--!G- WP-rrs oF A.BEA.S Cotiius. 
18 1----------------~----------'-----

lo HE NE"At>A. SuPP-J:Me CouP--T Sr\oULt> OP,DER THc SecDtJt> Tut>lC\t\L 

2\ \)\STR\e-T couRT To '2-EASSIGr.J Pe,lTlol'-lcis ferrnot--1 Fof2. WP,lT oF 
. Ttt 

A A'=> CoP.,fu5 \)ATED E'f'.l\L 4- 2.02:2... BAc\< ,o DePAA..TNeNT 15 
'l.3 Tut)GE:, A\J\\) A. HAlZt>"'( AND O~t>EP-. TH€ Sc:cct-1\) Jut,lGlf\l- \>tsTP..lc.T 

1. CouRT To GRAt-lT A NEW \I\\JENCil\R'i HEAP..lNG IN R LACcNEI\IT of 
2.s THE O~\G-\N~L E\/1t>El'Jc11\ft-( 1-tEAP..lr-JG- o,-J 2..~';1:PT.2.ol~ CoN ucrED 
,,1, '-( JUDGE. f:>RE LO\iJ To (?e HEA(?,.t> 6'f D~f'T. i S :r ut>GE 'DA\lll> HARt>'{ . -

• J •. .. 

4-. 
~~~ ·-- - --~-;.~• ·--- ""2'l"W'~ - - • --- - - ~ - .-· • -- -.~~ilk - - - -~ 

. . . ~ - - - . .. . . 

V7. 1350

V7. 1350



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

IO 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

CONCLUSION 

Wherefore, all of the above stated reasons, Petitioner/Plaintiff respectfully requests this Honorable 

Court to Order THe 2.cJ~vl,\CII\L DIST/llCT CoU~: µ To ().€ASSIGN &Acl< To O€fAfttt\6'St" 15 

f?.e: ITotJe.P,S vJRrr cf Hf\B€AS CcRfus DA& AfRtL. 4-1!1_02.:2.. 2. GAANT A NeW 

within a reasonable amount of time as required by N.R.S. 34.830. 
T¾ 

DA TED this . 14- day of Yu NE. 20 2. t.. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~s~. 
Petitioner/Plaintiff 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify pursuant to N.R.C.P. 5(b) that I am the Petitioner/Plaintiff in the foregoing 

Petition for Writ of Mandamus, and that on this ( 4rl1 
day of __ :J_-U_N_E __ _ 

20 2.2. , I did serve a true and correct copy of the ab.ove mentioned document, by giving it to a prison 

official at the N t,l. C . C. LA vJ L \ f>RA~ 'i 
To deposit in the U. S. Mail, sealed in an envelope, postage pre-paid, and addressed as follows: 

(D CLEf<..K of TH€ Cc.ull,.T"' 
Ne\JM>fl sufR.eKG eou~-r 

@ a£PJ( of THe <:.t.UA.T ~Ju blClltL. ' . 
i>tsrR.lcr ct)u!.J', 15 CQ\JP-f" sr p.eNc 8CfS'c( 

TH 
DATED this l 4- day of TurJ 6 

5. 

® \,JA5i{o6 Co\Jt-\Ti 1>.!L 
\ ScoTH SC~AA ft ST 

20-Z..'L 
'·-

Petitioner/Plaintiff 
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A . ·- Ir'\, - r,> . it, , i; \ 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF'Nt Y A)v&i_., 

Petitioner/Plaintiff 

v. 
iJl> 

The 2:- Judicial District 
Court of the State of Nevada, In and 
For the County of WASHoe . 

)_ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) Respondent/Defendant 

J---------------> 

j ( ! - - - ' . 

CJ. 

Case No. ~C~~~\~4~: *~~~~~
f 5 Dept. No. _.;_ ______ _,_ ___ _ 

Docket No. ___________ _ 

NOTICE OF MOTION 

MOTION TOW AIVE FILING FEES FOR PETITION FOR WRIT OF 

MANDAMUS 

COMES NOW, Petitioner/Plaintiff, f<-ot;,E/J..\ Cl< SK1r-trJE~ , proper, 

And respectfully moves this Honorable Court to waive the filing fees necessary to file a Petition for Writ 

of Mandamus, being filed contemporaneously herewith. 

This motion is made and based pursuant to the supporting Points and Authorities Attached . 

hereto, N.R.S. 34.150 through N.R.S. 34.310, N.R.A.P., Rule 21(e) and Rule 24, as well as all papers, 

pleadings, and documents on file herein. 

- - ·· ---- -- -- -------- .. ----- ------ ---- --
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I.STATEMENT OF THE FACTS 

m 
On the ( 5 day of S VLi , 20Jf_, in the above entitled case. 

Petitioner,'J>laintiff-f, 0 '1€~\C.\.".., S~ltJc-leP.- was granted leave to proceed in forma Pauperis in the · 

District Court. See Exhibit #7, attached ~CriRlmel Col:lff ~4imdoe~ Re.GI 5TER. oF AcTIONS ., 
f>N:rE1 oF \'2... . 

N.R.A.P., Rule 2l(e) requires that a filing fee be paid prior to this Court entertaining a Petition 

for Writ of Mandamus. 

N.R.A.P., Rule 24, allows ari indigent who has been granted leave to proceed in Forma Pauperis 

in the District Court to so proceed in this case, 

Petitioner would offer that due to his poverty, his circumstances remaining the same, he is 

unable to pay the required filing fee for the Petition for Writ of Mandamus that he is filing herewith, and 

requests that said filing fees be waived in the I"teresi of Just.ice. 

Dated this . \ 4-Ttt day of J\h~~- ;20 27-

CONCLUSION 

WHEREFORE, all of the above stated reasons, Petitioner/Plaintiffrespectfully requests this 

Honorable Court to waive the required filing fees. 
n\ . 

Dated this l 4- day of JUr-l'c 20 2,2.-, --
Respectfully submitted, • 

B.od.S~· 
Petitioner/Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify pursuant to N .RC.P. 5(b) that I am the Petitioner/Plaintiff in the foregoing 

-14n1 -r. Petition for Writ of Mandamus, and that on this ___,_.___ day of _....,_ ,u ..... ,'"-J_IS ____ _ 

20 2. 'L , I did serve a true and correct copy of the above mentioned document, by giving it to a prison 

officialat the N NC. C LAW LI 8 MP-.i 

To deposit in the U. S. Mail, sealed in an envelope, postage pre-paid, and addressed as follows: 

(D __ C_i..J_€-;.,,;/l,.,-K_. o_F_T....,H:'-=--e_c_c_,lJ.,.;,..{(r;;........,-_ 
. r-JE\JAt>A Suf&e;M6 eouttr 

@CLER.K oF Tl-\6 c:.ouP-t' 1-"' "J\J~ICLA-l.-

t> \STR\ q: CoU {tr, 7_z cou/!.r ST' A..€tJ O ~<-)Sol 

11\· 
DATED this \ 4 day of :fur-JC. 

@ Wl\5Ho~ Co\J1-1T'i t>. A . --------'...;.... ____ _ 
\ Scl.Jf\-\ S usAA{t S, 

, 2021.. 

I 

Petitioner/Plaintiff 
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AFFIRMATION 
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030 

The undersigned does hereby affirm that th~ preceding fenTlc~ fo/1.. W i'llT OF 

MAN·t>A-N\JS 
(Title of Document) 

Filed in District Court Case No. c fZ l 4- - Ob 44-
-----------------------------

(Signature) 

~ Does not contain the social security number of any person. 

-OR-

□ 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 

Tl-\ . 
l 4 :fUIJ£ 7,_o 7-1.,,, 

(Date) 
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~X\··\\B\T T N1.IE.X 

EXk\B\T 1 P C:Tl\lct-1 foP, WP-.\\ of MJ\tJ\)ft-M\JS 

EXl-1\Bl'T 2.. ~N~eLcPe MA\LE\) Tc Sec.ow" j U\)\c.\/H,., \)\5f/{\CT ~\Jlti 0 N 

:f.v~ \ s-r 7-01--?.-. (F"flot-lT S l\)E. ~Et,P.., 5lt:>6) 
) 

ExH,~\T 3 Scevl'1l> J\lt>lclf\L. t>CsTA.lcr c ... l..lK\ µ..6Tu[¼J N1:1Tlc£ 

t,,rr6b £/7{2-01-?-

E-X\·HB\T 4- Se-c...,--i~ Jv\> \Clftl.. b, 5Tfl-\c.T Co\JP-\ 

A\)\'\\N~sTAATl'\ie o~eP--. 2..o\£- 14-
EXH\B\T 5 CR\l1l~f\L ctt,se fl..cASSlGfJMeN1'"" L.\ST ~~ul)lctA-L\>\5fP-lcTC-Ou/tr. 

1 

E. XH I~\ T G Ru l.6S cf p f.J\cTlCc:5 FoP... SEc.ciJ~ J\lt>\G( PrL 

D1s-rtllc..T C.o\J~ULE 2.2 . 
- .- ~ -

I 

-·------- - ------------------------- --------- ------------

-----t------- -----------------------

lo. 
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Pe.TlTJQ.cl___f:Qrz Wrzrr oF MANDAMUS 

MA\LE\) To Secot'lt> Tut>ICIAL t:>1.sr/Z..lCT CovRT 
3 ST'. ON \ M/\'1 1.02:1... ~(:11)() r'8.._G:E._~.QTA.~ 

' 
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~o~~cK SKINN~# \\Uqb4-
Northern Nevada Correctional Center 
P.O. Box 7000 
Carson City NV. 89702 

IN THE SECoNt> JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 

vs. 

STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 

WASHoE 
***************************** 

Case No.: c~ l 4- -o(A-4-
PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

Petitioner, 

Respondent 

COMES NOW Petitioner, /Zo~~\cK St<lN\\lefl... , in prose, and 

petitions the Court for a Writ of Mandamus. 

This petition is brought pursuant to the writ provisions of 

mandamus contained in NRS Chapter 34; Nev. Cons. art 6, sec.6; 

and the following: 

LEGAL ARGUMENT 

Petitions for Extraordinary Writs are addressed to the 

sound discretion of the Supreme Court of Nevada and may issue 

when there is no plains, speedy, and adequate remedy at law, 

See, State v. Second Judicial District Court ex. Rel. County 

-1-
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of Washoe. 116 Nev. 953, 11 P.3d 1209 (2000). 

A writ of mandamus is issued to compel performance of 

an act which the law especially enjoins as a duty resulting 

from an office, trust or station. See, Lewis v. Stewart, 

96 Nev. 846, 619 P.2d 1212 (1980). 

A writ of mandamus ma issue to control arbitrary or 

capricious exercise of discretion. See, Barnes v.Eighth 

Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada, in and for 

C1ark County, 103 Nev. 679,748 P.2d 483(1987). 

This Court has also held that the action being sought 

to be compelled must be one already required by law. See, 

M.inera1 County v. State Department of Conservation and 

,Natura1 Resources.117 Nev. 235, 20 P.3d 800 (2001). 

Mandamus is the appropriate vehicle for challenging 

contested orders entered by the District Court. See, Angel1 v. 

,Eighth Judicia1 District Court In and For the County of Clark, 

18 Nev.923, 839 P.2d 1329, (1992). 

It has also been held that a writ of mandamus is proper 

when the petitioner raises urgent and important issues(s) of 

law requiring clarification by the Supreme Court. See, Falcke 

V.Doug1as County, 116 Nev. 583, 3 P.3d 661 (2000). 

PARTIES AND JURISDICTION 

Petitioner is an inmate of the Nevada Department of 

Corrections and resides in this jurisdiction. 

Res'pondent 56::ocJP JUt>lCIAL t>ISTRICT:i:=3 CoVR.T -~--'----------

-2-
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1 This is an action to compel the respondent to perform: 

2 

3 

4 

5 

----
G-RANT Rel\5SlGrJMENT TO \?Ef'AR"f'NEr--lT IS., ::ful'G-E t>A\/l\) A. , 

HAR~Y, ALL FuTuRE PLef\'t)\cJG-S lN cAse rJo~ cR. I 4-- o644-. 

6 Venue is proper this Court under the provisions of N.R.S. 

7 Chapter 34 Mandamus because \ T 8~\tJG-5 To THE CouR.T"s N oTICe A 

8 \/toL.A"'flot-J oF Tl-\e Se;coND T\lt>lC\AL l>1 $TI{lCT CooR..T
7
S ~UL€"$ oF 

9 . ffl.f).CftCE., rJAMeL't t..oc.AL.. /J..\JLE. 2.:2-(5) . 
10 

11 STATEMENT OF FACTS 

12 
Pi, uRSUf\t-lT To THE. fZ\JL€$ of P&\cT1ce Fo~ TI-\E Secor..il) Jut>1c1AL D1sTRI~ 

13 C. ouRT of·THE 5,AT€ oF NeVAOA (CouNT'f af WAsHoe)RuLc2.2(s): 
14 . ''At1'l WR\T Flt.-€t> ON A C~\M\NI\L cASE AT THE t>1sT~\cT Co\JRT 
15 . LE\/EL 5\-\f)\LL t;E P\SS\Gi'IE'D To Tl:\€. SANE \?ePA~TMErff WHERE 

16 

17 

18 

THE ur-J'Defl.LilcJG- c.Rtt\\r-lAL CA.5E 1s FILEt>. IF No S\Jc.H cR1t\tNAL 

CA5E. c:X\5TS\I-\E. w~rT sAALL BE. R/\N°C>ONL'1 A55\Gt-tt::DTo A 

19 _f ETITlorJE.R W/\5 CON\/lCTct> At-\\) SE.NTE.t-lCEt> IN QEPf. \5 8'/ 
20 _J'"ut>G-E. ~A\l\D 1-\ARt>'{; JU~ME.r--\"T oF CoN'1lCTloN rlLE.D ON 

21 Serr \ \ 2-014. 
22 _PE.T\TlotJE.R FILED HIS FlRST PETITION WR\T oF HABe:f-\5 CoRPUS 
23 _CF1RST eETlT10N) ON JUL'( 13, 20\~. THE SccoN~ JUl?\CIAL 

24 _t>ISTR\cT CouRT V\oLATE.l/ \TS oWN RULE (se.e: A6cNE.) B':( 
25 _TRA"1SFERR\NG- THE P~1TtoNE.R?6 w~,r oF HABEAS CoRPUS 
26 _To De.PT. g ANt> JuPGE. BARR)' BREZ.Low. 
27 

28 _Pt:::T\Tlot-JE.R Ft LED~ SECoN't> PE.T1nor-J WR\T oF HABEAS coRPUs 

-3-
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fl I " 

Pe:TITtor-J HI\S /\LSo Beer-1 ASSIG-i-JEt> To DePT. 8 (:Tut>GE BARR'< 

6RezLoW). 0,-Jc.E AG-Air-) TH\S iS A VloLATtoN of RuLE 22(.s) 
oF THE Secor-.lt> JUD\CI/\L \)1 ST/Z\CT Cou/<.T. 

PETlTtot,lE.R W[\5 DEi-JlE=t> c.Q.U/\L fRoTECTloN or-J HIS FIRST 
f'ET\Tlo,--1 f>EcAuSE AN Evl\>ENClAfZY HEAR\s-JG WAS HELt> AND 

0(1...~E.R WAS c:NTc:.11-.EP (:,'( A JUDGE WHo WAS U1"FAMlLIA~ 

W\TH THE M\r'1UlE DETAlLS AND FACTS of PeTITiot,JE~S CI\SE
1 

CorJ\JlCTiol"l Ar-J'D SE.NTENC.E. 

PeTITloNcR WILL c;e:. PP..E~UDiCet> BY HA\/ING- HIS Secor"~ 

PETITio,'1 A~::fUt>ICATc.D B"/ A DIFFEP..t:NT Jut>GE oTHER THAN 

Jut>GE C>A'1\1i) l:-\Ae,t>Y At-J\) iT \JIOLATES RuLE 2..2..(s)oFTHE 
Seco"1P Jut>tCIAL t>t STP-.\CT CouRT. 

CONCLUS \ON_: Pc:Ttrla-J<::/<.. /ZEQuESTS TH\S CoufZT 

GPJ\NT fZ-EA.SSIG-r--JMENT To t>e:et. I!:> FoP,. ALL FUTU/l.E. 

fl..EAi>lr-lGS. PeTtTtor-J~ RE€Wc5TS THlS Cou~T GP..At-.1T A NEW 

E\J\l)El'JC\AP--.Y HEA~\rJG- o('! H \S F1 RST fur1Tt0N lN oRPEP-. TD Rt:No\lc 

THE t>u6 P~cess \J\oLAT"loN THAT occuRRE.t, WHcN R.uLe. 2'2.(s) 
oF ,He. SE:co"\'P Jut>\ct/\L DlSTRlcT CouRT W/\5 \/loLATeD. 

5T M 
Dated this 3 \ day of A 't , 20 -Z. '2- . 

By: ---'-~_ocL_S__,_~""'-"--'----'---. -
{<..ol>E~\Gl< SKlrJNE/Z 
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1 

2 

CONCLUSION 

Wherefore, all of the above stated reasons, Petitioner 

3 respectfully requests this Honorable Court to Order 

4 {ZeASS\Gt-JME.NT To tefA/ZTMENT l 5 R>1' f\LL FuTuAE PLE:At>tf\lG-SJ AclD 
5 to <;l¼\NT A l',le\,J E\l\~e{'1C.lAR'f \\E/\ft\rlG- Or.l H ,s Fl"'ST PenT\o..J trJ o(Zi)Efl. 

6 To llerto\lE THE "u~ ff..oCe:55 \I\OLl\,t0~ THI\\ occ.uMer> WkeN R.\JLE 2-'L(s) 
oF THE SEcot-1\) :rut>lC.11\L D\S,fl-\c, c.ou~T WAS '\/loLATt:iD. 

7 within a reasonable amount of time as required by N.R.S. 34.830 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Rot,e(l..\c.K SK\NNER ~ 

Northern Nevada Correctional Center 
P.O. BOX7000 

CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89702 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
' 

I hereby certify pursuant to N.R.C.P. 5(b) that I am the 

Petitioner in the foregoing PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS, and 
ST 

that on this 3 l day of MA'( , 2 0 2-1- , I did serve a 

true and correct copy of the above mentioned document on the 

following: 

CLERK oF TI-\E CoUP,T' 
SeOJNt> J"U\)\CIAL t>\S'tR\CT couRr 

?ScoURT sr 

WASH<XE. coutJrt \)\Si. A'lrY, 

.1 ST\-\ SlER~ ST 

RE."10 N .\J. g950\. 

5T 
24 DATED this ;>\ day of , 2 0 '2..'2.. 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Signed by 

---------

-s-
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14 

15 

16 

17 
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19 
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21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

1. 

DATE: 

AFFIRMATION 

Pursuant to NRS 239B.030 

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document, to wit: 

fe:-rrn t.>r-l f6P.,. \,iJ{(\T of MPuJD N\JS 

Filed in case number: Cf... l + - o6t4-

~ Document does not contain the social security number of any person 
Or 

□ Document contains the social security number of a person as required by: 

□ A specific state or federal law, to wit 

Or 

□ For the administration of a public program 

Or 

□ For an application for a federal or state grant 

Or 

□ Confidential Family Court Information Sheet 

(NRS 125.130, NRS 125.230, and NRS 125b.055) 

3 \
5, 

HN1 2-,e>L'L ----------

-6-

... 

(Signature) 

(Print Name) 
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SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
75 COURT STREET 
RENO, NV 89501 

PHONE (775) 328-3110 

RETURN NOTICE 

Name: RODERICK SKINNER 
Case#: CR14-0644 
D.O.C.#: 1126964 
Facility: NORTHERN NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER 

The Court is in receipt of your letter received June 7, 2022. 

D If you are attempting to file a Motion or other document, it must comply 
with District Court Rule 10. (See enclosed copy of WDCR 10) 

D Your Motion or other document has been filed with the court. To be 
considered a "Request for Submission" document must be filed into your 
case, a copy of which is enclosed for your convenience. 

D Pursuant to NRS 7.285, Court Staff is not permitted to give legal advice. 

D The document(s) you have requested are enclosed. 

D Your file-stamped copies are enclosed. 

IZ] Other: SEE ADMINSTRATIVE ORDER 2016-14 FILED OCTOBER 12, 
2016. 

Date: 6/7/2022 By: Deputy Clerk assigned to Inmate 
Correspondence 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

FILED 
OCT 1 2 2016 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEV ADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

9 IN THE ADMINISTRATIVE MATTER OF: 

10 DEPARTMENT 15 CRIMINAL CASE 

11 

12 

13 

14 

ASSIGNMENTS. 
_________________ I 

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER 2016·14 

WHEREAS, the Second Judicial District Court Chief Judge has authority to 

15 make administrative decisions pertaining to the business of the court (WDCR 2(2), 

16 NRS 3.025(2)(c)); 

17 WHEREAS, the Chief Judge shall assign cases to each judge in the judicial 

18 district (NRS 3.025(2)(a); 

19 WHEREAS, the Chief Judge has determined, pursuant to his statutory 

20 authority, Department 15 shall not be assigned nor hear criminal cases until further 

21 notice; and 

22 WHEREAS, all pending criminal cases (see attached list) shall be randomly 

23 assigned from Department 15 to the other eight (8) general jurisdiction departments, 

24 effective October 12, 2016. 

25 

26 Ill 

27 Ill 

28 Ill 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 
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All pending criminal cases shall be randomly assigned from Department 15 to 

2 the other eight (8) general jurisdiction departments, effective October 12, 2016 until 

3 further Order of the Court. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

DATED this /J_,. day of October, 2016. 

Chief District Judge 
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-
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- S..ee..- LlrJE. 4-3 ON f'A.GE.~_i;., 

ST~t::. \/5 RooER,cK STeJHEN Skt"1N6R (t>. 15) 

----------
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.,. 
' B1Dd11m Hum. · .!,1111H11m, c.,, oascripttoo r:tml21m. 

1 0.00955141/3 CR16-0022 STATE VS. TREVOR PAUL NAU (DC) 01 

2 0.016313914 CR16-1067 STATE V$. DENNIS KEITH LOFTON (015) 01 

3 0.035870164 CR16-0620 STATE VS. BRADLEY HUNTER SIMS (D15) 01 

4 0,038079532 CR16-0914 STATE VS. DANIEL LEE WHITE (015) D1 

5 0.041472571 CR16-0513 STATE VS. DUSTIN JAMES HERNANDEZ (015) D1 

6 0.055997081 CR15-1460 STATE VS. DAVID BARRETT (D15) 01 

7 0.059070887 . CR15•1053 STATE VS. CLARISSA FLORES_ (D15) 01 

8 0.08383894 CR13-0039 STATE VS. MELVIN CRAVIN-COLLETTI (D15) 01 

9 0.0959932 CR16-0960 STATE VS. ROBERT WAYNE STARR, 111 (D15) 03 

10 0.102441045 CR14-1820A STATE VS. BRADLEY RAYMOND HALSTEAD (D15) 03 

11 0.111231661 CR15-1177 STATE VS. ZULY CORAL LOPEZ-ROMERO (D15) 03 

12 0.120942424 CR13-0329 STATE VS. WILLIE EARL RUDD (D15) D3 

13 0.127660963 CR16-1126 STATE VS. JOHN ANDREW QUISANO (D15) 03 

14 0.15TT31428 CR14-0282 STATE VS. JOHN MARTIN RECH (D15) 03 

15 0.183631352 CR16-1165 STATE VS. ROBERT JAMES SMITH (D15) 03 

16 0.221483151 CR16-1138 STATE VS. GUSTAVO NUNEZ-LOPEZ (D15) 03 

17 0.254269582 CR15•1298 STATE VS. VANESSA POWELL (015) 03 

18 0.296305401 CR18·0079 STATE VS. JAMES DAVID SANCHEZ, JR. (D15) 04 

19 0.357433114 CR16-0553 STATE VS. WALTER GONZALES (D15) 04 

20 0.359000202 CR13-1961 STATE VS. ~RSHA JTAALEXANDER (015) 04 

21 0.375758897 CR14-0251 STATE VS. CHINMAY D. JOSHI (D15) 04 
22 0.390625193 CR16-1052 STATE VS. ASHLEY LYNN KENGLE (015) 04 

23 0.395194141 CR12·1014 STATE VS. JAMIE LEE BELCHER (D15) 04 
24 0.399612694 CR13-1787 STATE VS. RONALD FRANK CORDOVA, JR (D15) 04 

25 0.650162192 CR13·1812 STATE VS. RONALD FRANK CORDOVA JR (015) D4 

28 0.430047857 CR16-0740 STATE VS. FRANK ANTHONY HIDALGO (015) 06 

27 0.443779245 CR14-0807 STATE VS. JAMES GAROUTTE (TN) (D15) 06 

28 0.456321428 CR15-1611 STATE VS. GARY DEAN SMITH (015) (MHC) D6 

29 0.468986939 CR18-0958 STATE VS. DANIEL ROBERT DAUGHTERS (015) 06 

30 0.478157794 CR15-1072 STATE VS. JOSEPH RAMIREZ CHAVEZ (D15) 06 

31 0.48609194 CR16-1171 STATE VS. JULIO CESAR CHAVEZ (015) 06 

32 0.502536246 CR13-0428 STATE VS. THOMAS PATRICK MURPHY (TN)(D15) 08 

33 0.533362541 CR11-0750A STATE VS. JEREMY JAMES TURNER (TN)(D15) 06 

34 0.548253162 CR16-0449 STATE VS. CRYSTAL ROSE GODKIN (TN)(D15) D6 

35 0.560613244 CR16-0471 STATE VS. JAMES WILLIAM BRADSHAW (D15) 07 

36 0.570340339 CR13-0344 STATE VS. SHAUNNA LEANN 0000 (D15) 07 

37 0.590828633 CR13-2041 STATE VS. CESAR CONTRERAS-ARMAS (D15) 07 

38 0.598151407 CR13-0914 STATE VS. ANDREA DIANE WHITMORE (TN)(D15) 07 

39 0.609878503 CR15-1621 STATE VS. JUSTIN DENNIS OBRIEN (015) 07 

40 0.618942378 CR18-1005 STATE VS. PAMELA JEANNE KIRCHER (D15) D7 

41 0.401098085 CR16-0843 STATE VS. JOSHUA MARK MONTGOMERY PERRY (015) 07 

42 0.661059039 CR15-1969 STATE VS. DANIEL J. BRENT (DC) 07 

43 0.662289673 CR14-0844 STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER (015) 08 

44 0.671485937 CR16-0269 TONY WAWRZYNSKI VS STATE OF NEVADA (015) 06 

45 0.673320041 CR12-1869 STATE VS. JOSHUA IAN PAICOS (015) 08 

46 0.678299207 CR13-0368 STATE VS. JORGE LUIS PONCE (D15) DB 

47 0.687304021 CR16-115B STATE VS. DEVON DAWN OLSON (015) 08 

48 0.700299166 CR14-0348 STATE VS. SARA MARIE JOHNSTON (015) 08 

49 0.704784326 CR16-1045A STATE VS. JIMMIE DOMBECK (015) 08 

50 0.704990203 CR16-0149 STATE VS. JONATHAN OLNER CLAH (D15) OB 

51 0.713518873 CR15-0929 STATE VS. JOHNNIE LELAND IRONCLOUD (015) 08 

52 0.718750879 CR16-0875 STATE VS. CHASE KENNETH PRINCE (D15) 09 

53 0.736114874 CR11-0894 STATE VS. JARVIS DEER CANTSEE (D15) 09 

54 0.747638255 CR16-0569 STATE VS. ALVERSE JEFFREY TAYLOR (015) D9 

55 0.74870931 CR16-1056 STATE VS. RANDEN LOREN BROWN (015) 09 

56 0.751761575 CR15-1042 STATE VS. JOHN BENNETT LEUER (D15) 09 

57 0.766435895 CR16·1183 STATE VS. CANDIDO JAMES DIAZ (015) 09 

58 0.783830354 CR14-1282 STATE VS. MONIQUE WILLIAMS (015) 09 
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.. • ' 59 , 0.798,08434 PR14-0853 STATE VS. ALFREDO CAMARENA-MALDONADO (TN) (D15) 09 

60 0.831319828 CR12-0889 STATE VS. MICHAELE. MCNEAL (TN)(D15) 010 

61 0.853596443 CR15-033B STATE VS. GARYONNE SYLVIA TOWNSEND (TN) (D15) 010 

62 0.912853759 CR16-1114 STATE VS. JOSEPH RANDOLPH MATTHEW FINLAY (015) 010 

63 0.934178495 CR15-1916 STATE VS. KENNETH PAUL KNAAK (015) 010 

64 0.952287318 CR18-0895 STATE VS, JAMES ROBERT THOMAS, SR. (015) 010 

65 0.973950875 CR18-0866 STATE VS. PATRICK JOSEPH FAY (015) 010 

66 0.9TT097338 CR18-056B STATE VS. DOMINIQUE RENEE HOLLAND (015) 010 

67 0,991382491 CR18-0287 STATE VS. MICHAEL LEE DANIEL HODSON (015) 010 

68 0,992016509 CR16-1103 STATE VS. CRYSTAL ROSE SPLIVALO (015) 010 
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RULE 21 

. 
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appear personally as commanded in the order to show cause, the jury commissioner shall prepare 
a bench warrant for the trial judge's signature. 

5. Each person summoned as a trial juror, pursuant to law and this rule, shall serve for a 
period of time set by the court. 

6---:-Prosp-ective-jurors-who-have-been-assigned-forservice-in-a-department-ofthe-court-and----
whose services subsequently are not required, shall be directed to return to the jury commissioner 
for further assignment on that day if required. 

Rule 21. Sanctions for noncompliance. 1...A \?:4 9J~~.AIY 
f,l,(tra~ ... ~~~ttfi ~•~f"lj'p,_Ji:V\ co~~ECT!ONAL affftR 
Post OHke Box 7000 
Corson City, Nevada 89702-7000 

If a party or an attorney fails or refuses to comply with these rules, the court may make such 
orders and impose such sanctions as are just, including, but not limited to the following: 

1. Hold the disobedient party or attorney in contempt of court . 

. 2. Continue any hearing until the disobedient party or attorney has complied with the 
requirements imposed. 

3. Require the disobedient party. to pay the other party's expenses, including a reasonable 
attorney's fee, incurred in preparing for and attending such hearing. 

--'-- 4;-Enter an order authorized byNRCP 37. -

________ Rule .. 22._W:rits_of_hah~as_.c_orp:us.,_ _____ c....._ ______ ~------------

1. Each petition for a writ of habeas corpus based on alleged want of probable cause or 
otherwise challenging the court's right or jurisdiction to proceed to the trial of a criminal charge 
shall be accompanied by a notice for the prosecutor to appear before the appropriate court 
ciepartment, at a specific. dat~ .:ind time not less. than 5 nor In Ore th_an 10 day~ .. aft~r fili11g such 
petition, to set the matter for hearing. The hearing on the writ shall be set within 21 days from the 
date the petition is filed. 

2. Any other pretrial petition for writ of habeas corpus, including those alleging a delay in 
any of the proceedings before a magistrate or a denial of the petitioner's right to a speedy trial in 
justice's court or municipal court, shall contain a notice of the hearing thereof setting the matter 

NVRULES 24 

© 2020 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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?0,;t Of':io.~ Gox 7000 
Corson City, Nevada 89702-7000 

for hearing not less than 1 full judicial day from the date the petition is filed and served. 

3. All points and authorities urged in support of the petition for writ of habeas corpus shall 
be served and filed at the time of the filing of the petition. The prosecutor shall serve and file a 
return and a response to the petitioner's points and authorities within 10 days from the receipt of a 

___ Retition for a writ of habeas coruus based on alleged want of Rrobable cause or otherwise ______ _ 
challenging the court's rights or jurisdiction to proceed to the trial of a crim1nal charge (section 1 
hereof). The prosecutor may serve and file a return and a response to the petitioner's points and 
authorities ·in open court at the time noticed for the hearing on a writ of habeas corpus covered 
under s·ection 2 hereof. 

4. Ex parte applications for extension of the 21-day period of limitation for filing writs of 
habeas corpus will only be entertained in the event that the transcript of the preliminary hearing 
or of the proceedings before the grand jury, as the case may be, is not available within 14 days 
after the defendant's initial appearance. Such ex parte applications shall be accompanied by a 
certificate of the defendant's attorney that the attorney has examined the file in the filing office 
and that the transcript of the preliminary hearing or the proceedings before the Washoe County 
Grand Jury has not been filed within the 14-day period (NRS 34.700(3)). Applications for 
extension of time to file writs of habeas corpus shall be for not more than 14 days, except where 
the ground for such application is the unavailability of the transcript, in which case the extension 
may be for not more than 14 days after the transcript is available. Further extensions or time will 
be granted only in extraordinary cases. -

6 5. Any writ filed on a criminal case at the district court level shall be assigned to the same~ 
--- · --- · --- ---~- - ep·artment · where the underlying·· crimin·al -case -is· filed~· If no· such-previous· criminal· case· exists · · --

he writ shall be randomly assigned to a department. 

Rule 23. Appearances; substitutions; withdrawal or change of attorneys. 

1. When a party has appeared by counsel, that individual cannot thereafter appear on his/her 
own behalf in the case !without the consent of the court. C?unsel who has appeared for any party 
shall represent that party in the case and shall be recognized by the court and by all parties as 
having control of the client's case, until counsel withdraws, another attorney is substituted, or 

.1:!f!til _c_Qunsel is discharged b~the client in writing, filed with_the_filing office, in accordance witg 
SCR 46 and this rule. The court in its di_scretion may hear a party in open court although the party 
is represented by counsel. 

. 2. Counsel in any case may ....,.b_e_c_han_,g~e_d_: -~----------~------------

NVRULES 25 

© 2020 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. 

V7. 1377

V7. 1377



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-06-23 04:19:08 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9115747

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
OFFICE OF THE CLERK 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
Petitioner, 
vs. 
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, 
Respondent. 

Supreme Court No. 84894 
District Court Case No. CR140644 

RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 

TO: Roderick Stephen Skinner 
Washoe County District Attorney\ Jennifer P. 70 le 
Alicia L. Lerud, Washoe District Court Clerk 

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed 
the following: 

06/20/2022 

06/20/2022 

06/20/2022 

Petition Filing Fee waived. Criminal. (SC) 

Filed Proper Person Petition for Writ of Mandamus. (Exhibits 
attached) (SC) 

Filed Proper Person Motion to Waive Filing Fees for Petition for Writ 
of Mandamus. (SC) 

DATE: June 20, 2022 

Elizabeth A. Brown, Clerk of Court 
lh 

V7. 1378

V7. 1378



Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-06-23 16:22:05.872.

KEVIN NAUGHTON,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-23 16:22:04.34.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-06-23 16:22:03.825.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-06-23 16:22:03.247.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-23 16:22:02.434.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-23 16:22:06.732.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-23 16:22:05.154.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-06-23 04:22:11 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9115756
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 06-23-2022:16:19:08

Clerk Accepted: 06-23-2022:16:19:39

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Supreme Court Receipt for Doc

Filed By: Deputy Clerk YViloria

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

KEVIN P. NAUGHTON, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER
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EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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CODE 2715 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 
 
RODERICK SKINNER,  
 
                       Petitioner,    
 
vs.  Case No. CR14-0644 
    
W. OLSEN, Warden NNCC, Dept. No.    8 
STATE OF NEVADA, et al., 
   
                        Respondent.  
-------------------------------------------/ 
 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 
(Post-Conviction) 

 

 The Petitioner, having been granted Forma Pauperis Status, and after the 

District Court Judge referred this matter for the appointment of counsel, by the Order 

filed June 10, 2022, this Administrator makes the following recommendations: 

 IT IS HEREBY RECOMMENDED that Edward T. Reed, Esq., be appointed to 

represent Petitioner on his Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction), and 

that counsel be paid pursuant to NRS 7.115 through NRS 7.165 by the State Public 

Defender/Department of Indigent Defense Services (DIDS) in an amount 

recommended by this Administrator and then approved by the Court. 

 IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED that Petitioner’s counsel shall have ten (10) 

days from the date of the Court’s Order to designate what portions of the Court file 

counsel requests be provided to him by the Clerk of the Court. 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-06-28 04:14:52 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9122857
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 IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED that newly appointed counsel shall be 

placed as attorney of record in Case Number CR14-0644. 

 Petitioner shall have forty-five (45) days to supplement the Petition, and 

Respondent shall have sixty (60) days to answer or respond to this and then submit 

the matter for decision. 

Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned hereby affirms that the preceding document does not contain 

the social security number of any person. 

 Dated this 27th day of June, 2022. 

     __________/S/Krista Meier_____________ 
     KRISTA MEIER, ESQ. 
     APPOINTED COUNSEL ADMINISTRATOR 

 

 

ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL FOR POST-CONVICTION 
 

Pursuant to the Nevada Supreme Court Order in ADKT 411 and the Second 

Judicial District Court’s Model Plan to address ADKT 411, good cause appearing and 

in the interests of justice, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the recommendations of the 

Administrator are confirmed, approved and adopted. As such, Edward T. Reed shall 

be appointed to represent Petitioner on his Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, to be 

paid by the State Public Defender/Department of Indigent Defense (DIDS). 

DATED this ______ day of June, 2022. 

      
_________________________________ 

     CHIEF DISTRICT JUDGE 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that I am an employee of THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT; 

that on the  28th day of June, 2022, I electronically filed the foregoing with 

the Clerk of the Court system which will send a notice of electronic filing to 

the following: 

JENNIFER NOBLE, ESQ.
KEVIN NAUGHTON, ESQ.
CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ.
CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ.
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.
EDWARD REED, ESQ.
DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

And, I deposited in the County mailing system for postage and mailing with 

the United States Postal Service in Reno, Nevada, a true and correct copy of 

the attached document addressed as follows: 

V7. 1384

V7. 1384



Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-06-28 16:15:29.682.

KEVIN NAUGHTON,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-28 16:15:29.214.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-06-28 16:15:28.961.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-06-28 16:15:28.742.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-28 16:15:28.489.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-28 16:15:29.917.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-06-28 16:15:29.464.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-06-28 04:15:31 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9122866
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 06-28-2022:16:14:52

Clerk Accepted: 06-28-2022:16:15:10

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Appointing Counsel

Filed By: Judicial Asst. HLonge

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

KEVIN P. NAUGHTON, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

V7. 1386

V7. 1386



EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1387

V7. 1387
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 
 
 
RODERICK SKINNER, 
    

Petitioner, 
 vs. 
 
W. OLSEN, Warden NNCC, STATE OF 
NEVADA, et al., 
 
   Respondent. 
__________________________________/ 

 
 
Case No. CR14-0644 
 
Dept. No. 8 
 
 
 

ORDER STRIKING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION  

Before the Court is a Request for Submission, filed on June 15, 2022, in which the 

Petitioner, RODERICK SKINNER, submits a Writ of Mandamus filed on May 31, 2022, for 

decision. A review of the docket indicates a Writ of Mandamus was filed on June 17, 2022. 

There were no filings on May 31, 2022. Moreover, the Writ of Mandamus was submitted to the 

Supreme Court of Nevada for decision, and a Receipt for Documents was filed by the Nevada 

Supreme Court’s Clerk’s Office on June 23, 2022.  

In order to correct the record, the Court finds it necessary to direct the Clerk of the 

Second Judicial District Court to STRIKE the Request for Submission filed on June 15, 2022, by 

Petitioner, RODERICK SKINNER, from the record.  

IT IS SO ORDERED.  

DATED this ______ day of July, 2022. 

         ________________________ 
       BARRY L. BRESLOW 
       District Judge 

6th

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-07-06 01:31:33 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9134152

V7. 1388

V7. 1388



 

 2 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District 

Court of the State of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this ____ day of July, 2022, I deposited 

in the County mailing system for postage and mailing with the United States Postal Service in 

Reno, Nevada, a true copy of the attached document addressed to: 

 
NONE 
 

I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District Court of the State 

of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this ______ day of July, 2022, I electronically filed the 

following with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system which will send a notice of 

electronic filing to the following: 

 

 EDWARD T. REED, ESQ.  

 JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  

 CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ.  

 CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ.  

 KEVIN NAUGHTON, ESQ.  

 JENNIFER NOBLE, ESQ.  

 DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION  

 
 
 
 
 
      ______________________________ 

Judicial Assistant 
       

6th

6th
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-07-06 13:32:11.43.

KEVIN NAUGHTON,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-07-06 13:32:10.555.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-07-06 13:32:10.195.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-07-06 13:32:09.617.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-07-06 13:32:09.211.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-07-06 13:32:11.804.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-07-06 13:32:11.023.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-07-06 01:32:13 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9134155
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 07-06-2022:13:31:33

Clerk Accepted: 07-06-2022:13:31:48

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Striking

Filed By: Judicial Asst. JBarrett

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

KEVIN P. NAUGHTON, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

V7. 1391

V7. 1391



EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 
 
RODERICK SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner,   Case No.  CR14-0644 
 
 vs.      Dept. No.  8 
 
 
W. OLSEN, Warden NNCC, 
STATE OF NEVADA, et al., 
 
   Respondent. 
________________________________________/ 
 
NOTICE TO COURT THAT PETITIONER IS NOT DESIGNATING ANY PART 

OF THE COURT RECORD TO BE PROVIDED BY COURT CLERK 
 

 COMES NOW Petitioner RODERICK SKINNER, by and through his court-

appointed counsel EDWARD T. REED. ESQ., and hereby gives notice to the Court that 

he is not designating any part of the Court’s record to be provided by the Clerk of the 

Court.   

 Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the 

preceding document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

// 

// 

// 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-07-08 10:58:43 AM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9138624
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 Respectfully submitted this 8th day of July, 2022. 

 

 
       /s/ EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
       EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
       Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
       P.O. Box 34763 
       Reno, NV 89533-4763 
       (775) 996-0687 
       ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I represent the Petitioner in this matter and that on this date I 

electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of the Second Judicial District Court by 

using the Eflex system which will send a notice of electronic filing to the following: 

 
Washoe County District Attorney’s Office 
 
 
 
 DATED this 8th day of July, 2022. 
 
 
        /s/ Edward T. Reed   
      EDWARD T. REED 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-07-08 10:59:33.243.

KEVIN NAUGHTON,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-07-08 10:59:32.759.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-07-08 10:59:32.477.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-07-08 10:59:32.227.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-07-08 10:59:31.962.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-07-08 10:59:33.524.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-07-08 10:59:33.024.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-07-08 10:59:34 AM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9138630
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 07-08-2022:10:58:43

Clerk Accepted: 07-08-2022:10:59:12

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Notice

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

KEVIN P. NAUGHTON, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

V7. 1397

V7. 1397



EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-08-02 03:41:47 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9183948

SUPREME COURT 

OF 

NEVADA 

(0)1947A..., 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
Petitioner, 
vs. 
THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 
WASHOE, 
Respondent. 

No. 84894 

FILED 
JUL 2 9 2022 

ELIZABETH A. BROWN 
CLERK.QF SURE.ME COURT 

BY ':, '' ~~ 
DEPUTY~O 

ORDER DENYING PETITION 

This pro se original petition for a writ of mandamus seeks to 

compel the district court to reassign petitioner's postconviction petition for 

a writ of habeas corpus to a different department and conduct a new 

evidentiary hearing. Having considered the petition, we are not persuaded 

that our extraordinary and discretionary intervention is warranted. See 

NRS 34.170; Pan v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 120 Nev. 222, 224, 88 P.3d 

840, 841 (2004) (writ relief is proper only when there is no plain, speedy, 

and adequate remedy at law and the petitioner bears the burden of 

demonstrating that writ relief is warranted). Accordingly, we 

ORDER the petition DENIED. 

~ ..... ~,e.J: 
Parraguirre 

~'-1-----=--~-~=-=-----=-:\--•J. ' Hardesty 

~A•/) 
---~~IL:!!!!'~~-=----'' J. 
Stiglich 

V7. 1399

V7. 1399



SUPREME COURT 

OF 

NEVADA 

(0) 1947A..., 

cc: Roderick Stephen Skinner 
Washoe County District Attorney 
Washoe District Court Clerk 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2022-08-02 15:42:35.697.

KEVIN NAUGHTON,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-08-02 15:42:34.978.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2022-08-02 15:42:34.541.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2022-08-02 15:42:34.213.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-08-02 15:42:33.838.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-08-02 15:42:36.088.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2022-08-02 15:42:35.384.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2022-08-02 03:42:37 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9183953
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 08-02-2022:15:41:47

Clerk Accepted: 08-02-2022:15:42:10

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Supreme Court Order Denying

Filed By: Deputy Clerk YViloria

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

KEVIN P. NAUGHTON, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

V7. 1402

V7. 1402



EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V7. 1403

V7. 1403




