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The pe:‘ri\'iane.r 15 Teransing twel2) (Jround_s
l?r'ow\ e Or?gina\ Pe_'h‘\'\‘oﬂ and L\eg afre .Iaé_mec“fu&
Asjfs“a\r\ce o\ ‘*r\‘c.\ Cpunsel anA Ine“c-:c\-(ve AS&fj‘\’anc&
of Appe\la“m Counsel.Petitioner onl:j revcises these
grauncls do +O '\r\nP_ G‘H’nar groun{ls Le.fﬂq raised in
s Wit of Habeas Corpos. The peh‘\'\‘cner has been
TEC:C];V’\S all Xinds ol I-e_gc.| pagers and mederial
which \eae:i Wim Yo (lf.saoverfv’lg '“nese, ]egal 15505,
T‘w& pe_'\'i"n‘un prays this coort reads this and
considers it on the merits and not what the Stte _
cla?mm]} pe‘:f:"fof\ar z:lf«Jn“\‘ heave to exhavst all
remeclfes loeXarP, ‘\e DreSen“‘s ’Hm:nn ‘\‘o 'Hnﬁ S(\‘ecle,ral
pCour‘\S ‘H’\e pe:\i"\'ionér would JUS‘\' pré.-sc’ﬂ'l.' 'Hwe.m In

Vederal coort. The coorts have an Nigmative
c\u-hd Y5 op hald The Constdotion of Yhe United

5“::;*&5.-“\& Pedikioner now has ncw\gdfsca\lctec\
Hevidence do Ya an Yedeval kweu\s m\'\w\g W \is
#<Socia\ Secority Disaeilhy claim s vuling

] 3444 Yhe PedXioner is me_‘n\u\\g Disaoled and \as

A been aWce Sep\e_m\oe,(‘ 2040,
/4

//
74

//
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L 7

Hﬁoun"}l‘l_ﬁwc\hesj With A Cl-u]cl Under the Age (

did o~ oo he-_'*u.:—epn ’l:.\e_ l‘l,:l[)()'?an.-] lmua.rg 21,2014
then l_a.\.;l there D_ul‘““}U"q’ ]ew."lg,vhlawh"g and

Fejamcaslg commit ¢ leicd o laseivioe s ac c.rrpan ar with
the bmlg, Or dny parl' ow Member th wat,' a cknllc',“'a"w;‘j': ””,
Seid .ckl'lcl being sader the age o 10-)?}.9@,&‘\’ ears , hy
rubhalni an_al/m- pluu'na cjocufu‘le, on the said Hi's Yace ; with
the mtent o} Grada, ,c}ppeué}n gm.’:fﬁ:’:ng the. lu:;'i'l

e : '_ n‘)i O . ]
Pd.‘ismns, or sexval d&sirps o .‘Szul rle,genc:]nn § ot Said Ciml

S“Cri‘m'lm| L\c\‘ og seLUc.l 'w\c:le.(_::ncﬂ co-v\mi—"\'»r.\ n

11 Puhl:‘;- EI")OSUFP_ GF iu\*;mu\c par'\f, L‘:r ‘“\& Purpoeé_ uiarausfna

1
13
iy
15
16
17
18
19
20
AL

2|

A3
2y
25
26
27
A8
A1

or 3""1";";]'.-“9 e sexval desice ax the acton rar ot any oher
person) when coch exposorce is likely o be shsecued by
r\onc:oi\-i:m‘i':nﬂ persons who would be a}'tdron"‘p.cl. See N.1S.A.
20:14-4, TNDECENT EXPOSURE is sometimes SynoAymosss with
lewdness bot most cbten ie conadeved to he nodity in public] G
lesser aMeonse and ponishable generaliyes a misdemeanot i,
[rest & dehnition omitte dl(Barrons Law D-‘A}‘anarg Ttk Ed pq 219

The Yacts thed need to be proven by the State
> Jine 12,2007 % Janveary 31 101"’;

i v 27

are.

£ colete o Wi ¥a{.e,'7

i , inbon) oY atocsing, eppecling Yo or
Abuing the '
Wl and Yhat ot bc.npunpr,\ \R Pgb\?a cs the ]r‘:cp'

(niYion saus. Thase ave the x'.1:)1_::‘(1{\ Elements the
.5"uf&. L\C\S .{'O {eve bc’:dom:\ Ci I"&(l.f;(.‘n(.‘z\)\ﬁ CJ(JU".')}' +o
establish guin' oF Hhe pe‘mu‘onpr,

NDUJ lﬁ*‘.ﬁ go in'\‘a 'Hne "rrful ""es‘}'fmangj o¥ 'H'\c_
ancgecj vickim HH. who has made Slanderous

11
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Comments about the petitioner The. petitinner vses|
the tecm “Mleged Vickim® instead of “Viekin' do 1o
thefact the derm “vickim under the NRS means

someone. who soMered de to acrime which K has

not s¥eced do o « ceime committed by He
pe*i’n‘onar- H;H.‘b Trfq\q‘es‘\’imans to ’?c,llow.l’g 57,
5¢, 59 oF H.W. Te.s‘\'imamj Datj Atrial Atached as
Puge 57 Lines1-25. o
a, Al right. so oo~ ~we talked about how--w il
W \-mppened in the bedranem. Did argi.j'}ki'n}_kuppan with

]ashn t‘.‘au'}‘SlLL'l@ H\e_ !aeulruam ar ina ‘.-‘f-p_ren"
area of the houvse?

A Yes.
Q' Where inthe hesae did i Lappan?
A. SHower
QZOKQI& And where s the shower in uscr hoosel
AN 1nthe cesteoom
G.:.Is there one shower. or more than one showee?
N.One.
Q'How - what does 'H?:»_ shower look like?
A.'.T_‘H L'.'S'}c‘mcl UP.‘ - }"‘5 () Ba‘lk*u'b u;."H\ a sLoa,u ef
nozzle,
Q> Does it have a cortain on it?
A-Yes -
Q:An flcj"t\ "E.“ he wina.'l l‘\o\[)pcngd in 'Hn' sLawer,
A He would make me 5tand over him while he .
p\msured himselt ar he waulg\ make me kneel
- and he woulcl pleasure Hm.se_lk

Paae B9 Lines 1-25: o |

A’ Okay. And when \joo woeld Kneel in Yhe shower
ind hed pleasore himsely did anything
happen?

A.Ves.

1 12
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QA Whet happened?

M Be would ejaculade onto my Yace.

A right, And would the wa?e_\- be reaning, or not
l"unmncj?

A’ Renning. , o

Q And when he wouvid dathat weoid he Sui ama'\\'ing?

A e cwards be woeid Yell me do stand op and wash
wysel? a&, '

A0kay. And did you stand epand wash gourse) ¥ i} 7

N Ves

QDid Yhat \'\appen cne bime,or more than aae time?

A Mare. than one time. .

O.. M\ i \\‘\', \-'lec.‘\\\cr-T‘m ai'ﬂ '\‘o Sl\au ao w"\a ‘5
heen édmi'l'l‘ed aa 3?,3q?ﬂhf‘10, okﬁu?‘%? chsu‘d*
lsok ot those Yor me. plaase_.

Do you recegnize whets in 34,39.and 467
AMes.
ANWhat do oo Cecognize Meal Yo be?
A:Bathroem
G\'.(Jkag. 96 varveus chjfu res ca-b the ‘r.m“w.-zc.\o.; s
thet Paie? '
AYes.

Paqe SC' Lines 1‘.10: o :
QA riq‘tl". And in States 39 what 1o this?

A. the Shower.
R:; %ﬂ(ag- And is Yhe cordain polied acrass the shower?
e

Q.5¢ 1Fyoo pull itback, then yoo can see the shower
and Qe'f in the shewer? :
AMes.
L\:-\_Aﬂ‘\u“}‘l“: n here?
Al Towels and Band-Aids. »
QA 0Kay. Showing yoo States 39, 14 Ythet a pictore, o
“\t‘.‘l’%’.uphcur‘gipyt:h wl« ere "\n.‘e. '\'b.'ue.lﬁ r.\IniJ_ ‘?&:tt is "
Al¥es. . . |
a: Al ri'c'j\r\"'. And shewing yoo Stake's 10; 15 bhat cise
n the bathesom?
AN-Ves .
A \Where inthe bathecom is thet?
Al The shelves above Hhe Yorled!

13 13




1
13
1

—

15
16
17
18
19
20

A3
2y
5

A6
L7

28
X1

B 9wt LW

‘kep'\aon the 5‘19‘\‘1\':5 ak:je?.}ke _,f'm.?&‘-{ th b was
€5 .

Nouy as You can See'\;rc;m all that ‘\”p_d-{mav\ﬂ,
ne where n Thet -\'eslﬂmona did she Say when
this a\\erjed ‘mc;clen‘\' e Pe_nec] ot cll thos the
Yiest element 15 not me.i.ﬂme cocond element is

not met either cause HM. 3G¢j580 the ejacolete got
on her Yoce Q“\(e.t’ Pe.’(.l)(i‘one_f a\\eaechtj 3\(‘&_'[’&333 hitm—
SE_“' u)\'\i(‘_\ﬂ mecns e\tmenjl‘ 'n\fee Wwea s no‘(’ me.\' e;‘\’\'\er
because ‘“‘\P_ \\'\e_ c.\nc.rge_ 5a45 ruk\aiﬂﬂ m\c\/or
P\ac_m% ejaCuiajta onthe send Holis s-mc:-«e,jwi{'\ﬂ the
intent o¥ frovsing appealing Yo, or3m+.¥3 the lust,
C\SSiGY\JOY* Seiua\de,c,ireéi CrJt\rH' do 'H\aH Ancl Qas {‘0
The Sorth element it being committed outside, Yhats |
not met becouse ncedent c.[legechﬂ happened |
n Yhe bathroom in Yhe pe{i‘h\oners home.. So
Phat didnt \'\&p'pen n pu\a\fc_.‘.ﬁ 39@ went o 96
¥Ur‘“ne_r wYo the o\P_&f n\‘\( LON oF L@J_d_vﬁi)_ t‘\‘ .san:fs
Exposure oF inkimate pacts. .. Likely to be

chserved by nonconsenting persons, NOW going
by what WH. says on all instantces she was caMled

back Yo these rooms Yrom the \iufng'\"oorﬂ NO‘I’
once Cll(j .Slne Yon (JU\' H\e ¥rcm¥ Aoor 0¥ 3(\\&
home Yo a neighbors home Yor help, thos she
was consenting Yo his oue,gecl activity.

Se no we % mtes the details given ot

Pe.“vv\ N re,\o:\t;nn o this C_"mt"iz_. ‘H\is would

he. page 29 Lines A- 25 and 15 a ched as

1Y 14
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Exlnlnt |

Pacje_ e)\cl ,_mes )) =35 o¥ Pfe_\(m

Q. Dkag Now: He?a“«e_r did he e,\h_f‘ have Yoo 4o nside
the Shower”

A Yes.

O. Ol"\'mj ﬂmj was Hm:.l- i the pa 6'} year of hevore.
the” past gearl |

A B tm"e Hna ud‘ eat,

O\las i aer H-.e. .rs\ Yime when Yoo wele

ot L.Lm:, EIQ‘\‘T rjpau' 5 OH ?

AYes.

a: DL y. I\ml what~~whal happened wHL the
s cwct“

Nie made me kneel ,.am;‘ he--ceme-on-my Yace.

ﬁ ()\\a |AVI!)“' -

MS L()BO T 0 sorey.
BY MR, THUNELL

Q LDUIC) gDU say {-\\a)r one mofle “‘u’\w Heu“ne!?

T m sorey.
A'He made me Kneel and he~-come on my Yace.

O. Gkalj knt] wlIBt’\"“"thlEh de:.) famd‘“\a“‘ wln " )o
Uou MPaﬂ

A, E_\"l‘l.ﬂnbec‘ his privates parts vahl sperm came
oo

now 'H’\a{‘ con he Seen, HA. ’)ulcj arau'\a age ]
‘HAB\“ +‘1iﬁ haPtht’.d \i\]\mc\r\ means H\e c!a\‘e_ On 'H\e_
C\r\nrge. 5‘\00](] )’laua been June_ 11 1009 to

June 21,2010 Lot that's wot Hna D.A.O J d.

j prosecutors shoold be as specitic as
po%lme Ih Ae_\meu‘hng H\e c)a*e_s cch "'nmes o“:’
a\oUse Oueﬁﬁes bujr we n\us* aaknow)edge He
rea\ljr o¥ Yhe si4 u‘l‘ians where qovmg Cl\ll(j \nc}ums

afe. m\/o\vecl l@lﬁn}uﬂu._limjﬂ‘ﬂ_'ﬁ% F.ad ot 632,

15
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1

13
14
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15
16
17
18
iy
20

e
A7
25

26
L7

A8
A

The Pefitioner Underitands o Tle Tecwaq m
e date range 4o add a year to dhe Feont and
back: dates m.ak\‘ng i June 2X,2008 to June 22,
26552011 . The Pe“}[)f oner \na.s demonstrated. ot
“\rial with the ‘}e.ajrimomj Pre.Sen'{"ac' b HH., NH. s
mam Skacj\e_enCoon,Roae_r Lanq".\'ore! and 1Le. Memo.
ot Evidence in Suppar’\’ asf pa+f'J(fon jr\r\a{' +
cooldnt have happen and didnt happen as
Jl"\& DAO. am] HH keep:s Sagingla\mmn V. S;t a&g
653 N-E.24 474, 479(Tad. 1998) Corpus delectt consists
a‘ e s\nawn'\r\g o‘ “i“\w_ Occvrfence ag Ve

sper.}\FIc_ kind o‘:' injory and L) someones criminal
act as the cavse & Yhe én'lurld:

I* Was been \"U\Er:l no)r cm\ti W\u.s“' \ac_k J—
consent be proven,but wmust be proven Legang\
a f‘easo#\a‘o\e dﬁu‘a“' even wlnen ‘“m: Vfc{';m 15 &

child and His 1s dve +s Nevada not \ﬂauihq c
set-in~stone ‘\or akae a‘% consent. iéTLainﬁ V. Ac]amé,
010 U.4. Disk Lexis 10%9173. Mso “consent

re}e_rs *‘D cma ;ema\eii'.ahcl“amd e.ma\e p\ain\l:\
‘\m\u&es a‘sema\e cWld vuder l‘ln . Adam:
W10 0.5 Wiak Lexis 108311, o the Supreme
Coost nas sheed clear\td..\ .. EVery man \s
wdependent o all laws execpt Hhose

pre.scr.m\aet\ b nalfur&.\\a is not \vound \03 ahg
'ms‘ri\u*ians lj‘orv\rw’_c\ \03 his §ta\\o:,uwr\nenr\ withouot

hia consent Croden v, Neale, 2 NC.334,2 SE0
Which was never dene \mj pe}{*u‘ancr.ﬁ ce.. g[so,

Need Scott v Scmxfm‘;ll LO D.S. ¥13.

1¢ 16
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See In re Lgliwﬁbip,?f"f.] U.5,35<J,3(>L”i‘l70)
holding that the government most prove “etery
Lt nece ssary 6 constitute Hhe crime” begond a
Feasonahle doobt.. See alse US. v O'B Flen ,5@6
US. AlE, 224 (1616) c\ls"lr\ﬂms‘\lr\% l:)e“}w«;gﬂctd‘emen‘fs
OY a crime Lthal) most be clmrqu n an
indicd ment and Pro\!gzj Yo @ jor be_l.jch/’ a
Tea SONJL\& Cbﬁﬂ‘a‘\‘“ and “Esjal‘l'ena;nq‘gad}o{‘\s [+h-£1
lcan be Prave& Yo a Ju«jf:je. alr Seh'Jrencinﬂ bg G |
pre.PonAe_r"anca 3 Yhe P_\lfc'ence“,ne %SA[,'QSBEP
“betjohc‘-a-rea sonable AGUL“” S'\'Aha‘anb app‘fcs in
bath S\'a“a and xecheral Pr‘ocaec“ngs. See
Sollivan v. La. 6% 0.5. 275,278(1593). The standard
Pru'}ec\'s theee in‘lres-‘.Ffr.-s'}, 4 pro“tec‘}s Yhe
Aeg\emjow-l“s \il:el‘"lj in“rcs‘L.S_:_L \ilinship 317 Ds. c.'f
363.Second it Pr'o‘}ecl’s Yhe Ae‘tendan“l rom the
53ri'3mc. o con i'Jfl"on.IJ.THo—J,i* enceurages
communi'}g COi&fﬁzbénce in crfminal '|ow bu Qf\lfmg
“Cancre,"e subsl'ame_n 'hs the pre:sump‘}u‘(;n 0‘
nnscence. Td. In his Concurting opinion,:]ub*a‘ce
Har‘ah no*a& “H\a‘]’ '“\c S“’arv)ar-a IS \GUI’\C\CJ aon
cca‘\‘unAaMQn'{'a\ Valw, Ac‘(crminn"ffan asr aur
Soc;el“g thed i‘\' s Yar worse Yo convict an innocent
manthan s leta gui“a man 3&‘1*8_:_.":[51_ a‘} ¥l
(Ha.r\cm ,']. ,Conc:urring\. '

T\'\a Eurc\et\ o"a&pmo\‘ COI’\S‘;'S*\ c:’ two pa(“"fs"
e burden ok Pt‘ko)f.‘on and the botdan o
\)erst}asfon.TLe. paf’li.a beaoir\g ““\e, borden o'g.:

bre&oc:\ion rf\OS‘\ proolw:_e Ehab‘ﬂ\'\ cv:‘cl.ene.e “o a”ou)

17 17
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AT

a Sack&inder Yo deYecmine Yhat the Yacd in
question sccurred. The party who ieek pleads the

existence 6% a Nact not \,e“’ N issve vsoally has
’H‘)e, borden o\ PFD(‘)UC_"TO'E\LL)U"’ the burden can shitt
Leom ane par‘\'g +o ancther. T a paf-¥<3 ?afla ts
sostain ta borden ot Pclac\uc{'u‘on,“'lnc."f por’\-:__f e
sobiect Yo an adverse ”“'““3' E\u\.) the coort. Fér

it\S\'ar\Ce.' 'H\G?_ pPCJSecu'\"fon has '\'\Ae. borden o"
pl‘oAurx“cV\ on ouer% &lcman'\' a'X‘ the o“ ense
Cl\&i‘cagcl-‘IY( Yhe caaderumen'\' Yaile Yo produce,
SU\SI(?MA‘ evidence Soe ang 9\e_men)f,“prehxj not
bt‘fnai'ma Yhe &’QL{ Yo iqsu&,;\'\\e. :)uclae may Airect q
vecdict in Yhe Ae‘enc‘aw\‘s Yevor. G oo gene rally
LaFave Criminal Law 31.4(5H, od. ilCJiﬁ\',-V\chhmkak,
Evidence 3$33L-33(4H ed. 2006), |

The party bearing the burden o persuasien mos-l;-
Convince ‘“\@.x\ar_}fnindpr Yhal a '\'acx W 15508 S‘naul.r‘

be decided o coctain way. see MﬁS_LL‘i‘?ﬁ? 0.5, «+36H.
-“\c Due PFO(‘.&QQ C\ause P\a(_e_s AN '“\f_ |
cosecotion the borden of persnasion Yor every
c\emen\' 0\.’ \\-e orime CLQI‘HPC},A(\(\ anll.j wm rtare
Circomstances does the borden Shitl bo the
d.eycnc‘an‘\'. I\ng SL‘xhng-c\( the borden src' Persvasion
mUs“\ wi‘“\&anh Cons*;‘}u'\ffﬂna\ Scru+in9.

N\ In&ou—ma"(fon discoesed 5_:4)& Pef'}afn .'%_»
‘H\e_ hp_x{ _”\‘o mun’(s atter his twhich are Le_gal

Tanscence and Aga}nsx he u)eiﬂln‘i‘ & evidence.
¥ T, contrast Yo Con“fc)r[ng evfc\e_ncﬁ,]nSUmticfencg

’o‘ "\1& tvfcle.n(_e_ ocCculfs wl\ere_ 'Hne_ 'Drofmc:.rhan ha,i
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not produceo\ a minincm Hhreshold n¥. evidence
vpon which o conviction wmay be based, even f
soch avidence were believed by the Ju'ra , dee:
State v. Purcell, 110 Nev. 1389, 487 » 24 Y76, 110
New Adv. Rep. L7, 1494 Neu. Lexis 169(Nev. 1944,
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.S CONST. AMENDIY Y, VI, VI XV

dhd ca or heticeen June 22,2007 gnd _
Japoaey 21, 2014 then and Phere z.u,'liu“ij ,iewc"tj,
inlawtolly, and Yelanicusly commit u leod o~
lascivions act vpon or wi ‘H\e_\n_of_‘g.or any
pact of membee theroot, a child, to-i W1 said
C]fu'ci bef!\g under_ﬂe ch_a& ‘f‘dpr'}een ﬂ-‘-““srb‘j
f‘ula(b{'ng and/or P\acinq ejacu late on ‘X\e aid B
Hiis }ace,w.i'n\ \lw. intent oF arau.si'ng,qpllﬂa'fng
"l‘o,orgrai'igging the ‘u;;"', pass:‘ans, Of Sevie

desices oF said Dp}emlan‘},or said chid.

meﬁﬁ‘criminal act c,.t sevval im‘ecenaj committed
n pulnifa. Ev:po.-wre aS; intimate Par-‘l‘f. ta'-" the puepose og’
arovsing of 3ra'f«‘¥aji‘ng Yhe sexval desire oF Yhe ackor (or a{:

any Q‘H\er pe.r&:m\ when Asf’)or;ln exXposure is m(eig te be
doseeved \oﬂnanconsm\\‘ng persons who waeold be

aeonted See. N1.SA. 20244 INDECENT EXPOSURE Vs
semetimes Stjr\oni:l'Mabs with lewdness bot most ax\v_n
is considered to be nudn“xj in pul)\fc.’. a \esaer oﬁgnsg |
and Punfs‘\a.\ﬁ\ﬁ’. genera “lj as a 'mi:sa!ameanar ‘. .[re,si‘
oF deNinition Omitted) (Bc.ﬂ’om L ch}l\or\m*j i Ed
rg. 319) .

This claim s also based on the same
fn&mvha‘\’\\ar\ Pi‘esen‘*ed-smm. iY\ ‘“ﬂe_ Fac‘hm'
ir\nac_av\ae_ a\afm, \us EiL\;'loH's 1-4 'an.l' are
atached See Bty Social Security
Diﬁu\a'\\i\\& decision saying Qe*\\"\ohe\- \$ MEn‘\'a\\lﬂ
Disaloled as oY AUC‘,U_‘:* £.200% Yhis means intert cont

bhe QTOVen and WRS 1% 400 was \Jits\a\e&

6 2
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giJ on ar_be}wge.n Loae 12_,').?_(}"1 and ja.\uarg 21,2014 Hea and
here u.'.lgullg,lewc;“ij‘unla ¥ .u”ij,anrj Yoloniockly commid o
tewd ov laseiviees ek vpoa ar with the hmlﬂ or any pact o-
membeor therea ,0 child te-w KRN 4aid il hei'ng
vnder the cge oF 14 years by pla;{n dn_c“ar p‘uc.fns
ffj&widi’e on H‘\e"‘;am} 1] i:l's iace..f.;;"”a ?{\\t:. lt{\‘pi:\\' a‘l.:
areusing; appealing ta o gratitying Yhe \ust, pasaions, o~
Sexval Z‘ii.r.'-f:’? .t;au?j cl;‘;ensan'}, ar? .sg i ehild. P ’

AGATNST THE [TMANT¥EST) IWETCHT OF THE] Fvidence =an
e\ll‘c‘]en’\'farﬂ stendard parm}H%ng Yhe Toil covrt atYer

Verdict Yo order a new tral where the verdict. Hhaugh

based on lega"y SUE‘; icient P_Vfdenz:e_, appears " H’le_ vl ew
& the Trial coort wdge Yo be unsoppacted by the
sobstantial credible evidence.. [rest r:.¥ JP‘\'im"} ion omiHed.

Cammi'“ecl n pul:slfr_. Expasure : I-.\“’\ ma*P par*.& km- H\e
purpose. at arcu_sfng o gmj(i‘ying H\e sewa' desire o‘?
ﬂne, ac.*ol‘ for :3\\' amj r:'H\ e pi‘:‘(‘fson‘ when suc‘.l\

ex PQS‘U!‘E'. ;5 \\ke‘g 'f'o be a“;jervgc’ Ln._, noncmnﬁen‘hna
ersons whs wovld be aﬂmnjfea\.&o_e, NS A 2¢9M-4.
TNDECENT EXPOSURE 1s sometimes Synonymou § with

lewf]ness bot mo.s‘} owen \S ConSfc‘ﬁreJ Yo be hUJi‘_}'g in

'PUB\\‘&’. u |a.d.ser- owpnse anc\ punfﬁl\alﬂc c‘jenera“ﬂ as o
v .3cleme.nh.:._:"...[“reei' a¥ Jaki‘nf‘-fnn pmited). (Barran's Law
ch:\‘fnnartj THh EX. Pg 119).8ee ]nxorm:fh‘on m the
Eoctual Tnnocence clam as this claimis base on

Same_ P\rguemen‘\‘.

|
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NGO GRANDN JDRY TNDICTMENT —
US CONST. AMEND Y. V. VI Vit XY

The FFth Amendment va{clps " rel\a\law}-par-\'.
“No person shall be held Yo answer Yor o capitel,
or ctheswise inYameons Cu‘imei vnless on a
pres‘aen'lfmev\‘( or indictment a¥ a Grahc\ Tluﬂd.ﬂU.S:

Const. Amed.\Vi5ee Ex parte Buin, 121 U.5.1,12-13
(14%7) cles;em:\ah"r can be ‘H‘ie.c\ ‘;or ]n‘amo_u 5¢ Crime.

on\g atYer grand Jury indictment.

The Supreme Coort has devined “intamous
CriW\e,s“ as 'H\Of)e. crimes ‘« )Un;s\r\alo\e_. b.
;mpriﬁam’\f\en*’ in the pen‘i‘lrevﬁi}argf‘J"\aa\’\i\n . US_ y
i .5. LR ES 35"/(I‘!‘5&), Or \39 “l-mprs\‘sonmg\"' for a
Focm GS_: Years at haed Vabor™ Ex par te \nlilson N4
U 417.49290935). The Sen“}er\ce "r\r\ajt Yhe \aw mjaq
impose ,not the sentence actually wposed,
determines uJLa‘H\éi‘ (amrvl ;\Urﬂ ihc:\(f;)[me.n{' (s
reqpived. See 105, v Moreland . 258 U.s. 433,441
(1922). Becavse persons convicted o aVfenses

punié\f\a\n\e_ Bij \mprfsonman“ ‘tor w:.af‘e_ "r}\an oNné
year may he Cons\fined N a pp_v\m}f_»_ml ary,
1% v.G.C. .%UIO?)'EJJ any crime. PUY\I‘_‘)%G‘J\& in This
mannesr 15 \r&amauﬁ, Rule Tta) o the Fex:lt_id‘a\
Rules st Criminal Procedore codities the

Supre,mP_Cour‘Ps in{'erpre.:\a“ 'oN G“ \‘\16.
Cons‘\'(“u'{’:‘ona\ rex:\(u{remen¥ ot an inAi‘cJ(Men{'“‘or

‘IV&aN\OL)E: crime_s'.“ An o“emsc: (-G'Hr\er han
C\“'I‘\’Y\'ma\ (_or\“ew\pﬂ mus* ba [)M,Se,cu,'eal bfj an
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indicctment Wik ig punishable’ (A) L‘kf] death or
[\'5“35 ]MPF\T‘QOV\W\&V\“’ Lor more Yhan L LJecd‘,H Fen . R.
Cazm . P. HoAY See. &'ﬂU__ﬁ_,_LCQQ;J&MtWBQ_ F.ad
6‘35, 6% n.2M(D.C. cir. 1945, Most ot pe‘li“h‘-oners
c_l\arﬂes at arvest was 10 years minimuM,H\e.
rest wete 26 4o \\"a.So Pﬁ*i\-fone_ﬂ now Poses
Yhis D\Peslrfan to you were's the indictment? No
equa\'s wroné\a here m pﬂxsoh.

The, 5‘\0"9. C.Cw“' argue; '“\1"5 cloes no‘l appls l'a
them , when 1 does applg to them throvgh clavse 2
o‘ "’l'.e. U.S. Cons"' hMenA QT]—\G“‘ IS ﬂxe Suprcmactj
claose which s ap’)lfezj Yo the states 'Hnroucj[«
the 14th Amend oY the U.5. Ccsms-‘.“\gsupremcrj
states that federad law and the 0.9, Caonst. are
\aw C:Sf *“le. \m’\c‘, H‘\a\‘ C«I’\Ij S‘\’c«“lre Iau) n cohH l‘c“: _
with ‘erm wu st fjuelJBm(J#S_m_lﬁikg_Cup_‘lﬁS Fad

1 (T cie 19900,

23
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U.S. CONST AMEND TV Y VI,

7

The Eighth and N:n‘Hn_Circ:uiJ'_s have ac\opl'p() G
I.aunpar)t '1‘9_5-‘ ¥m c'ejre.rmimj ‘H\e Coerciueness OF
an Mlen charge.The coort most (Dhe Yorm o e

inshroction, Q) the |ev\g+l1 ot deliberations
Ma“owin@ the Alen Cl‘large.;('ﬂﬂ\e total Hme. 0‘; :_\U“d
Aali\aera’riam,'anc\ (1) indicia o¥ pressuce on the
Jory. See LS v. Thomas 79t F.3d 459 494(€\h cin 2015),
U5 v Freeman 994 F3d $93, 9086M cir. 2007).
The pe-‘c]“\-{oners‘jurg qo'i' the case handed
over to them on March 14,201¢ sometime
aMer lonch QPPOX]G‘EMH,&J}W\CL\ was atter all
dofsing argtjmen+s. Oa March 16,2.016 the

jury sent a message. saying reached an
aqraemfen'{' on oot ot 10 and the o-Jrlne.r_ %)
counts the jury weie hung on, this was
cdmitted as courts ExWoit 32 and that is
cteched as Exhibit 5. Sometime. aﬂw Noon
the jury gcrlr there response and thal was in
'H’\P_ ‘korm or. an A/Ien C\r\av‘ﬂe,, w)nfc-k was me_d
as inatroction o B

When 'Hchurﬂ was given the Allen C.L_\arge.
"H'\elj were told Yhey were the best peop[e For
the Jobs and 1old which ever you were voting,
'lt ou céﬁ‘are. ON ‘Hr\a 5fn§¢ w:H\ lgs.s Vo'{'e.:‘»
You need o re_conﬁfc]ar yoor Vote and go

with the majorf-’nj.TLrs basi'z;q\\ﬂ told the

2 24
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'JUFLJ your deliberations wont end unhi1 you reacl |
a Unanawmous verdict on all COUh+5,’JIlfle. ju‘rq
went home. sometime Cx“t'}e.r 5pm on March 16,20M
ﬂanA came \aack Soma:}{me a‘r‘wr Sam on March
17,2016 and reached a verdict Gppmxfa"re.m\ﬂ
ip.m‘ 50 the jurg delberated maybe ansther
7T hours aptef the Allen Cl’\arﬂe_.Thfs all

was dter the \ury members sald dvring Voire
dire p‘rom'::secl no-\'\n?hg Coulc} make “H\f:m C'nange.
Yheir minds once lr\r\:uj made 1} up, 40 ’Hneg

lied becavse that verdict shovld have been
H\e. same. 1 he :\ur(j a4 CDmpe[ed bfj H\e -
coort +o Clnange the'r minds.U.S. v Rebins on,
95 F-2d 43D, NE 34 (9t civ. 1990 coercion when, in
Wdi&iec‘ Men cLa.rael lu&ga twice aclMonf:s‘\e.cl junj |
Decast minority o yield Yo mc.,'ar{‘\wj bt never
acddmonished majoriky Yo consﬁer aie\clina to
m'mari’(\j and gave }Mpresf,[on huna Jurg was
Uhpa-\'rfo*-{c_.

A“r\e St Ci\rcui"r has steted \\\a'\' G m::cii“ie.c‘
M\en a\z\atge mooX (D inc\ude Yhe reminder Yhek

no yoree Shoold mevely acquiesce w ne majority
eaven PN D ek wkorm jucors Yhel they ace
l‘e.ot.fwerl Yo aatee BAcect hath M}Or-\\g and _
m‘\mcr.\\\:\ SUrbra Xe reconsider Wier ?051\&0“5'.(‘\'\

o\ advise \\\e_‘hun& IRY \\euj are Yhe cm\q' one s
wha can Aecic\a. e case. and(8) ack asX Yhe

‘\U‘rlﬁ Yo tonsider Yhe external e‘(\'cds of Yier
’\'«l\&o’\\.\\g \(D Teac\a\ a Verc\ir_*. Qee. Q&J__B_mkg,

25 25



Yrie) coorY vislated Ywree o‘ Yhe chove S n
the Men c.\\cvrcie. given Yo Wis '\ura.“\\-\is violates

?e.)d\‘\m\arﬁ vighks. dee U_g_n._\i_ay_ng, 7249 £.3d
174, 191 cie. A01Y) coercion when wdge qave
modiried Allen C‘_\"\arﬂe ook &-a‘\\ea\ Ao admonish
‘S\Jrers has( ‘*0 ﬁi\l'e. Lp &h&iscahf)c_'\cn\'\ous\‘d \\&\A
be\\‘_xs and \'\m‘\\c..'\\ure Xo veackh a verdict was
‘)&fm;eé.\\)\c,
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TRIAL COURT VIOLATED FERR.CRIM.P 2HI(B)
S (O | I, XIY

Fen. R, CGram. V. 'J.L\(I::)-Fgr axxenses punis\na\a\ﬁ.
‘0:.3 clea'“nl. e.ac\n Sl\Ae_ a“omec] 20 %EMPefem‘)‘\'arLi
c\r\a\.\cn%e 5 Rer ncnca‘{\*cx\ c‘&et\:aes ‘lm\(é\na\n\L \:u.',

\\mpﬁﬁonmah)t ogf. ot e ‘\(\ncw\ A )le_c.i“, (jﬁUerﬁMe_n\'

a\\bweA Lr unr\ EQ(e_tnAan/\‘\‘ st (_\.e_‘(e_n&an)r &o\\n‘“tﬂ
a\ow eA 1D;Ymr sXNenses punia\f\a‘.ﬂ\e \O(j ‘
‘\m\srisovm\&n\cﬁ A yeal or \r_ﬁs, each siAP_ G\\owec\
2. The pe:\i)ﬁoners "n’ia\ f_oul"\' \Il‘o\c}(e:l “\CS
11 !"u\e. W *‘wo wmjb, .I\' taave. \Do’“\ sic\es 3

:B CL&“&Y\SQ_.% 50 Jf‘ne&. ‘irﬁ"‘ \li(j\o{}l‘on come. s b(.ﬂ
j.'"‘ Wwau a¥ %ivfno‘\ ‘H\a S’fc}re *wo(ﬁ mer e Ci’\c;“ﬁr\qes
151 han allstte \015 \aw and \}s second violabion
16]1s Yhat ik P_roneous\g redvced the pe’r‘\\'l‘oners
l? GuﬁHecl amouh* \3(5 \'u.lb The pe\'&\*iancf never
18 Q%feea Yor Ye state Yoo get more Yhan alotred
191%6r Yhem.See DS, v. Brune 473 F.24 555, 560-61
20{(2ad Cir 19%9) Qe also BS. v Munoz, 15 F.24 3% 318
;ll n. 1(5'\‘\'\ Civ. 1"1‘1‘1\.“&.. ;s a \Iio\.c.‘*ior\ og' sceAe_r&\

QQ: \c.uJ ahA any .64‘::\& \C.w ‘\"n&'\' c.“owf» wkc.‘l' 'Hne.

;23 '\'ria\ C.DU!‘S( Cl\c\ \'a pe"';xim\ef \aa \IQD\.&)('l‘DV\ c)\'
27 e Supremecy Claose e Yae Cth Awmendment.
A5 [Reacd v. Sealaka Cocg, 45 Fad 922l cie. 2990)

5:26 Bndes Supremacy C\&us&,lolaf&\ \ow plemh‘\") 5"(‘&‘\(9_ \aw
A 7F leither \n% express Pf‘a\{ision]\mﬂ {m?\faa‘\'fam, or b‘d mm.‘d—
(28 \)e:\ween \-eAera\ G\hA S)CQ:‘Ce. \aw.

AT |1

A8 9w v £ oo

27 27




18 9wt £ Lo

12

13
14

—

15
16
17
1¢
19
20

A3
A7
I5

26
L7

A8
Al

VALIDATION U5 CONST. AMEND.
N VLT XV

The vse c& Yais e.ufdénce renders the pe}f-\iov\ers

briod “Xunﬁamaw‘m\\g AV not m\lg because Yheir 13

scienhiVic Validation botalse doe Yo YheNact not ol

evidence was cone.c:\’c.:\ \mm Mne all eﬁe:) Crime scene.,

these both visloted he pe.)cf\t'one.(‘s doe Process rights.

Bolin v. Balker 2015 v.9. Dist Levis 14214, The ‘)e_’t(‘l‘ianer

has incdoded twe(2) ar\'ic\mll\?‘\icrascﬁ?fc. Wair
compawicon. L\ Trum b«Aminfﬁ’W&*ioﬂ Kils Obama's
P Ly

forensic Evidence R_e.\{a\ni\()ctﬂ E“o«*\s,\'\atse_ are
l.l'“'uL\l\aA as F_l\m\f)i'\’.ﬁ _6_ t.'l_ .Tl\e_ :-.'rs*\' arl'l'clr'_ cjoe..s

on to %’a“( a‘aeuir Whow many P&ople have been :
conviced doe to dhis 4e5-’c{n<3 and haw the NAS Repord
mUnA\td ceidizized Wair analysis Yor \acking -

Scien’t&ff_ \IG\IAC(““'OMJA"\'L[‘: artic\e also \‘alks c.l)ou‘l‘ how

many 50 Xar have been ac:\cuall‘j im\ocen‘\- seastmn which
S\naw_‘) \'\ow &aﬁﬂ \'\m‘,s *c’.s)rinﬁ i&.The&a l\r)tfcles
were prfn“\'ec\ in the 201€, Junvary 15sve a‘ T==m
Criminal \o_ga\ News.

The second arkicle goes on Yo talk aheot how
Uhrc\fuhle; hair ‘\‘esffmg,\oa"*e.—mc.rk'ané s\mgﬂpf‘fn"
analysis and a majomty Aq not match the ebjc.c)rfue
Yest & scientiVic Va\{a\{’nj.]f\ shoiws those mosjc\gj
COMe c:u\’ a¥ Poli‘c:’_ dapar"(me.n'\' cof\'\role& crime
laos. This shows \ustice is not served by crime

. 2
25 28
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—-le' La\o.-aum_n\'.ra\.\ef] b[d po\t‘ce. a&par*‘mew\:s.l‘\' JUf["

showts stades pr05cw'¥ar does not care either,

T was also stated in Bolin v Beolter. 2018 v.s. 0;sk.
Letis 1921% [dkk no. 161-L ot 1821 . Bk no. 169-1 ot
15—14)“-"\1213 C\,\So i\a*e& et Vhewe anca\ldsfs 5 Llnns‘n\ud
solective and Very limited in %a-m:s Y \aefm\, ahle Lo
;Aeh'\';¥}3 Yhe zource o¥ a ﬁi'uan hair or the race o.D
Hoe haies donor™

\A]LL.'\' \‘\ws a\sb 5\mw‘:s \S an cl,exe,\nse. ,QH'arne_ﬂ

wLo .:loes no“‘ ﬂe'\.' '“u-zr& O “’&ﬁ'{'ima clone on -\Lfs
\'u?e o evidence 14 Yroely inex\;e_ajc(ue_ assistance. o‘r
taonsel Cavse '“ne.ﬂ are wmore than \ikel \e_“(nﬂ an
innocent man aet convicted ok ‘\'n‘a\,‘& Hne.lj ao {-_o teiel
G5 i5 w\najc w‘impper\e_ﬁb n '“\t pe,\:i"l'(omers‘ case.See
Sﬁ_ﬂm.‘{hb 0.5. ot (46.104 5.Ct. lOS.l;L,jAﬁ".;th \V
Keane, 131 £34 1910244 cir. 2000)}450ms v, Livesay, 970
Y14 1575(L1 cir. 192).

N .
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T\\e. ‘\‘arm ¢ Pra\}h&'\r\ara \«e.c.r-;aa“ ‘u\ s

L'.or\""e_f‘ fe;e.rs Y\ e Proceeding #m’mal'hd called
“Pr.;limi'navg examinu\'e'.:n? desciibed in Rule 516N oF
the Federel Roles o Criminal ?chec'ut‘e.FeA.R‘.CrIm.Pa
LR See alse Fed R Crimc P 5 Rdvisery
|GDMM;°“'P.¢;5 N&‘c(l‘l‘!ﬂfa.cl.k. Ceim. V. have .f,epera"e.
provisions x'or wtied appesrance and ')re,\iminc\fﬁ
\«earinﬂ}u\“\oucjl\ hoth May oLCol in Same.
prQCeecling‘-\\\t‘a fﬁ\f&lﬂ ‘nappens becavse ;-\' c\epr‘f\les
covnsel o oppor-\um"-}g 16 prepare Yor pre‘\'mirjarg
\wear\ng.

Fed R.Coin . S.1() 6en also 15 0.5.C. §30L66). MY
Yhe p‘re\im}narg kearlnf’,\\ne couit determines

whether PraL‘)c.\e cavse MI'S‘\S ot Yhe Yime o& e
Learinr.] cather Yhan ot Yhe "ime a" arrest. This means

‘“\a“ 1< V\o‘l’ HN: "‘u‘me. "D ach o mocl lxbt C[finarcjps
|¥ aml u.:lr\en ‘t‘L neprjec) )rc_»_ l)e c'cme_ SLouic! he c’one
in clfé‘.“(‘{t_'.'\ C_our‘\‘.P}a\?mfnar:j \\earing is 4o see ir'

'H'\P_i“e_ 1% pf‘obalﬂ\& cavse +c~. con“\'inue wn““. the
Case as: lem‘%ecb, |k no“- i‘\' s‘wou'tj no+ lae ma‘Vf‘;pr

SO I‘} con he .‘)ouml oupt‘:].yg capn V. Iﬂ‘_D.,Ll‘zfQ Frd
4i4.410 [‘“L car. i‘i?l:l\/\’ha"\" 5Lou]J have he.en Joﬂe. 1%
m the Pe.{ﬁ‘hane&.s case 15 Yhat the case be

cllxsmfﬁsed amA e 1‘0.4:} onder H’te proper c‘_lnargins.'ro
bind a case over er modfs\hjing Ahem shows there

i s no’c enaualf\ evfahence 3?.::w ‘\\\e. ct”\araes as was.

30 30
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1 Pe\ﬂ'ione_rs eounsel Mohf%ué. A McNeill had « cluf:q to
. 13 \onfnj moo‘iness '\'e H\& c.c:l»{'s aﬂev\’ﬁcn.me.re_ was _an
:H shvisos coﬂﬁp?raad between '\/ke_ Caur'l‘i o‘a'fc.er.f.

jslﬁr‘é e Vieense Comm'e V. ﬂa@\forgr"léq .S A3%, 2110
16 |f1‘\‘$5‘; Arizonans For BFF i) En_c}li's'l« v. Arizona,51¢ v3.49Y,

17
18
1
20
2
29}
23
oy
45
A6
27

28
A

0.5, CONST AMEND VI, VIV XV

had ws jun‘scl{c"foa Yron Hhe trial court 1o e Nevada
sopreme Coort to S¥em the '1u¢]3 ement Dighrict Covet
Jodge Susan W dchnssn had no Jovvsdiction Yo issve any
']uaLje.me.w\',as Yhere was done Mag 10,3011,, w the Eigitiy
udicial Disteict Coort.

T! URORS NOT DONE. PROPE

Not an\lj is Yhis a -5-'«-‘ru¢{‘ra.l error bit its alse a
urf&“c'\'fana\ Aﬁ-&ac{. As & 5““\"&&3\\\' ¥o‘rwarc| i?sve, Ne courd

Recaose the stde De.?v‘l'g DA Michelle Jobe and

c& (N 643,
Fur “\er,‘\n c}a \\né.fe 15 an o\a\h‘ooﬁ ervov '_“\.:A' s\\ou\c' _

have \ﬂaev\ r&if:ea an c:\i\h!.cl‘ c.ppea‘.'[-hfs .S"'ruc.)l‘ra\ errvav
Comparh with Barral v, S'%a'i-e;‘&%'s P34 1193, 1 16 (r1o1s)

(X oot .:\Jrec.‘“g Yo 15 a 5pi'ec.ie_s &% common orfg\"n\
6t ”» _
Barral  relied sa NRS 16.03005) and NRS 175.021 as «

. . .

v Voitadire ) 14sve where the jery was rec‘}u'reﬁ Yo recieve
(49 1

x’rom -‘“\e'juclﬂe. or Cour'\ ugrkS\nau

aHHemation Yo the Suroos Sul‘nsinﬂ)a}.“q in Yhe Yallowing Yormms

Do you and each o Yoo sclemnly Sweear o oWirm

under pains and p&w:.\\'ies o¥ perjury Mol You

will well and \:rve.l.j ansu er q“ c"uas&{a-\s pu‘i’ ‘o

you Youching vpen gour quelthcations Yo Serve &S

Jerors ia e case now pe.no\iug betore Yhis

courX so hels uov God % nlevt’!

edminia¥er an cabh or

Y 31
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NRS 1(.0700) reads as Yollows:
) %!:"fam\ as ‘Lgé‘ur 1s C?i‘:’.\p‘*‘_{'ttl e Jodg t:r-“-e

qes cle.rk ) all a mlnl&'ter an Cr\’\n.d-\ & 'rmu“'&)."\'
1z Ve Jurers n iub:s'\'ah’ciau% the c'\\uwfng fovrmS

*AA 8 an O A A BN 2 B b N

Do you and each ok You Se\cnhlg sweae that yo will well
and tviel *ﬂ._’ tuis case,nows pending batore Yhin
Ce‘u_r’f,an o Yroe verdiet render dcca‘-‘*dt‘ng . Yhe
evidence guen,So help Yoo yod.

NP\S ].75111 0&“(\1 o‘ 3uv‘a!‘5,\"ec\c\5 as ‘o\\ou}.ﬁ:l

hen the Jupy has been im r.m_e_\ttl Yhe court shall
adwminister the Yoo ing Sa&hﬂ

aAaflimn asa &aN B A ) aon

Do .'._\ou and each e“gou 5a‘e.mn\|5 Swear “ﬂa‘ qou u.):" wiell cm-:l

truely Yoy Yhis case, now vaina bebore this court, anda
Yeoe verdick cender accor Aimq_’m. e evidence given,so
‘-\P_\P iabu Ged.

NRS 0.025(1MA read < asdettows!
"('s‘\qc.ll% impOSt’_s L& Au‘\g Yo act. |
NRS 16.0%001) al\ows Yor Yhe oath Yo he admint ‘.\\.’trec\. ‘mﬂ Yhe

nudees c\evK ev Yhe ]uAﬁe,\wx when you look 2% NRS1F5.411
which is Yhe Oath os Ye Jorers \‘ 5cu.js the mur‘\‘ _SBLLL

administor Yhe Octl. MRS 175111 s Yhe Controlling sratre
when Wt comes h'-\'\-se juror:. Oa“\-“\“—_\cprc-s's m;h{im\ at one

15 an L\Ldujioﬂ o\:ano\‘her?‘_' alce vie Blagdel & Wev. HO
W) Gallowau V. TrisdeW 43w 13,26,422 Pad 13 26

A Tw this matker, with “Sha\\“\neing mancla-\arg.""ﬂne.
Court’? Shall administer Yoe cath, NRS0.0250Md). S0 as
you can see in the statoreXor theducors Outh Yhere is no
Hhasests provision Yor Yhe courtelerk Yoadminister the Cath.

“The Ca::m-\'H % \n\cr‘)(e:\teﬁ as J(\\t]uclge..be’_&
G—enefu“lﬁ NK5 1'?"\.10'.55, on\g Yhe court can accep{' G P\ea o¥
gui“g\.'ﬁ' e covrl "‘\\\e.\lt'r'n sdrainiskered Yhe Gath The

coort minote s Yor Mardh 1,2016 and Mard 3]101& anh&

say the “prospec’tiuc pome\ :swarnv", what the minctes
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dont show is who adwministered e oat\ and what Btk was
adwinistered Aso Yhere is no Transeripts onNile Yor Yhese
Ywoln) daljﬁ oe Yor March 1L,101L.tc[¢]aurjt re.por’reri are
re%uired Yo cecond ‘)roceed?(\gs Uerhc&fm, LY V9. 3758
bt Yhe Yailire Yo do <o does not Tequire a per se vole ot
reversal. United States v Weile T4E B4 1440, 14043 (91t civ.)s
Was Yhere ever o constituted Jorg? land) did the \)I';cﬁecu"(ar
deputy,and Yee Delense attorney Manigue A Mcleill esq,
violate the rules o candor in Nevada RPC 19. RPC $ @A)
\93 arguing a moct casel In other wcrAs,i‘.: Yoe jury Yriee
& Vack Bidad Laetoliu exist. Yhen covld not have Yound Yhe
tSSEﬂ‘\‘fa\ e,\emen\s 0\' e crime \')eganal o reasonchle .

doubt Jackson v, Vieainia 443 0.5.30F, 314 4% S.ct. 17910194,
“emp\naﬁ{s in oritaina\“ﬁ’\c\\\ulr \L S'\a'\ej"lﬂ'i Nev. $3,5¢,925 P 1)
871 573(44i0),

Thic woold alse har the next step vnder NRS 135141
because '\'\:\e.'.lua-«j wmag ot have been given the Octh

pro pe.t\td vader s\a\-d'e.;fk{s now become. AjUf:\_:Sdt‘c.{ffoﬁ A

196U and ‘-rau;l Upoa Yhe coort NRCTIVPY O FRCIVP LO(hYS*Lw
As statesin DMacks j T :S;u'.]e_apardtj doesnt avach

onhl Jur3 s swoeen)? 134 S Ct 200014\,
TL& CDUI‘{' cc\hnca:\' .f_\'\c.uomae ‘Hwe. ‘}mnsc.m‘p\s, a4 'l‘is cle.emea
corf‘ec". S5ee Eiraun 5‘\’&5\?\ V. 5“':.39_5% P. 'SA "l'l.":(‘).ﬂt‘)').‘ anc‘ 179

PhA 2K 05 252, ULS, V. Anzalone 956 F24 125,232
(1959), Nackine v, UsA 766 F 24 1942 1995 (4bh i 1998 USA_ w0
Weman (07 .04 295,186 cir 193405,y Zammella,
wrl E2d 1) J'T‘-ll%\\n air. 19361 T other weeda W's Yhe \aw Y
the case.See Aahe v, Swensen 33‘1’? (3 HAG M8 M (176} with
aooroved Yeager v US 557 0.5, 116,105 5.CE 23L80ecs).
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PIUS':‘-L;& Sh\’te. hevev x‘;‘ﬁ(l Cmtd“[.));“ oP Exccpi'.‘ms?lm

aaginﬂ’ he -lranjcrfp}:._l hiess v, Rg‘ppa-.‘*"\'l 59 NV 194,
195, € pad 5{1934), in the Pai*l' aPPeal and Wi} ¢.¥ -

Hobeas Capus(?o.s\' Comlich'o'm\._kﬂac\nerl as E\L‘n;'ai“__'_is
coved Minstes Yvam March 13,101( and page 10011 &
the *ransari\‘)*_s Yeom Hhat ’J"‘ﬂ ae Exhihds _S_E/_CL,_:IQ
\When Yoo losk a'\' the Yuso "r\«e«d do no‘\r ma‘(c\n eachh
other, one or the ather 1s a Selse docoment on -
Fle with Yhe coort IF the trl \-mnscr_‘i'p'\'s are.
xa\_se_ ‘A means pa\'i*for\ei‘ﬁ c\fre_c.\'appea\ was

base a¥¥ c¥ xa\se clocumcr\)fs,
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22_ [us 249. 41 sk 11 (1910). Thos | ne court can covkcr
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Mo nuusjl ADH 0S &, 1% SLx 23601807,

s - B ¥
A\H]g kol‘lﬂ L'J2 juriséir_ﬁiama! g!gaue.!}ge_.
By rendering a judﬂame.n{'j a court '\ac.i*nti, 'll: .na)r
a\tpf‘esalﬂj determines its _‘,ur\\sc\fc“\‘non over both Hhe
Par)ﬁe.s and the Suh_’er_\‘ matter Stell v, Qgﬂ:hg!g, 305
us 16:.5 17a-11 59 sCr A 3(193%).

A Jud ement 15 void \ the coort rendering
3u‘lq¢=_men—\‘ lacked jorisdickion. 1S, v Boxgh OWsmebile Jre,,
q07 F1d (5. 61 (Lst Cir. 1990), and o void judgement is
one where the covrt 4id not have jur\‘sdfdion over
GULJed matter or did nol haVeJurnsa\ud'mn over the par&es

Roclx v, Re gl:{ 12Y Na. 4),95,353% SE 14 56, F58(19%7.
A Ubldjdc‘geﬂ\cn“ as G\\ s‘}mguns\\ed kraw an efroneairs

one.-'lsj't‘rom u‘-s ;i\'Ld?"‘l;on{& C.ampla:l‘e_. T\u"i“’ﬂ anA uJi:‘Hnou'i'
leaal ebct. Lobben v, Seleckive Service Susl m, 45% FLd CHS,
L49(1st Cir.. 24720 R voi Jur.\gemew\ is Void euen \)ﬂor to

reversal . 1aserance (_u 145

Jur\-.c‘u_‘:mn w‘\a\"e. nNone et.\é‘\'e.a\ o.m:\ ne c.aa.r'\' can W\ake.m

lotea Lr:_‘a‘ I\S‘»uiia'hun A ,

void Qraceea\h\s Velid. ol

T\ne»a ev.u,’ts no '\‘lme. \nm}‘o- fL\l':WUj a C.La"av\ﬂe an
\'}urmdw_’(mna\ tﬂ\rouml -3u:13e.men't§,\\aue. been Vacated

i‘\wirh‘,t&ﬁ\ years d#‘\:er Befng cendeved.See (oo éb% \l
Beadskee et Co. | 312 §23 4%3nd Girdeert. de_m-caj’fl »Usanyf
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[redNied and the goverament o e Stede o Nr_uacla. Y

9) S 1300, 10 fLed 2 HI2(1963). A vaid judgement canbe

C‘\a“é.hgeal W amd c_oU'-“‘LQ[cJ h[ggng muiugll Supra.,

emphasi's added. ,
Jostin Odel Langtord challenges he teial covnts
\)ar'\ld Jorisdickion and Sulajed‘ matter '.lu.\.'.-’;‘clfc:_"f\'on.

The p&*i‘\‘foner in Yhis case Jostin Odell \.angsmrcl.
Lana"ov*A was hoen Aogust 1.19%1.

The Plaindi? 1n this case was STATE OF NEVADA
STATE OF NEVADA wac ihcorpm'-a‘}ecl w 1364 ._\'h; State's
incorparction began with & proposed deadt o} Yhe

Nevada Constitotion TN was Pu‘\' \oe:-we the .peop\e_ _
c‘ \\ne_ \\\e_\ladﬁ Terri'\awd 'tor G “CL\"\';CG'\'I\D‘:\ \lojle..Upoa

dc.tlg 0‘ Ne \Io\'ina,‘\\na Mevada Conatitobion was

weerporated.

Howe\hgf, 45 the &ollauinﬂ arc"umenh Aemos\dm’ra ,'“\e

Nevada Constitobian s void and,as a mattes o&. \_L‘au.)‘
lacks ol \egal aulhari"‘g.Su'bsecbuen'l'lad,Hnt inm;«pard(o.\
& the State & Nevada |\cm£ez} upsn o Joc.umén‘{"}hq'hvm};
\Efjﬁ\“ld nonexistent as & fmr’nd.
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The Nevada Constitotion was ‘clrcx)reﬂ by a

pane,\ o¥ Deoﬁ\e_ cho§9,n bsj f\‘\\e. peap\e. r&‘ Yhe Nevada
Terrl’cortd.ﬂ\e Nevadea Constitetion was then dravted

ot & conuentinn thet conlaen went From 3:.‘,\5 L\,HSGLI Yo

Joly 1%, 2%064, then put Yo a vote in sept. 1LY in
which & was Pa“;¥l—eA.Tl"\cn the preSCc\en‘\ o? the
United Stuke , Aataluam Linceln, on Oct. 1, 1964 beought
The Te_r\ri-\‘wq ok Nevada ints the vnion. The dratters
0¥ the constitolion covld not Si‘mplld impose Hheir
propesed government upon the \:eople.cx Nevada
withoot Theiv con sent, Gs no QO'\FCPV\W\EH"(‘ Yormed
uuijr\\ou"t “\‘\\e. will ot '\'\r\c Peop\e 15 \Ef{]’r\'ima‘\e_(St’_t:ﬂ;eamh\e
to the. Constdution of Yhe United States) For this
ceason, 45 & mattec oF legitimacy e Nevada
Constitition had to be ratidied h'j the .?&OP‘C og' Nevada
Noe it Vo Nave \ega\ é-\am&inga | -
T 1664, Yhe Nevoda Constitotion's ratTication
Wwas PU+ a vote. The \-caa\ and C.bh"\'\'l"t:\CA'UG\ %Jes\-\‘un
-Pabt:c\ Yo each voter was not whether the Constidution
and 90 vecament Yormed Yhered shoold he im?osec! upoin
0‘\\:1(5,\-:1.:\' whether the Voter ap[)t\ouul o" such
z_jouernmcﬁ \oleing impcsec\ opdA himselt The voters
were hat aske&“ur iuxS\'c.nL‘t'w‘\eH\er the l\le.vQ da Const.

and Qo\le.rnmeu& shoold be 1mpmcrl vpon the peop\e. o“
Cc.\:\o-m?c., Arizona or Dtawh . The Nevade \oters had no

¥

\e_ga\. s‘:m.\c\\"na ‘\'o impose, 4 qover nmer\'\: U pon the \)e.np\L
¥ CalYornia, Avizona or Utaw . The ‘)eop\& oF Nevada had
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no \egu\ Sh.m\ins Sco conhu(_*l.m\lnj Bind Yhe people oF

Cal¥ernie, Arizona or Ut 4o @ goverment not of theie
BUIN c_\\oosing.T\\e people oF Nevada could only choose a
government Xor themselves. could oaly accept Yhe Yerms
X Yhe Nevada Constitotion Yor Yhem so_\vgs.

Se properly, the C\’Ue‘.‘a*l‘on put to the voters in 1964,
was whethee they Yhemselves consented Yo become
SUL‘:‘E_C_{S Yo the ihcorpnrc&d cAovern men'l' Yot the
Nevada Conﬁ"("cu'h“on A.esc.rfbec‘.Thc, q’UES‘l’fon pu‘r to
\Voters was wh;*\\zr 5(\\:3 au;e,p*u:l Yhe Xerms o) Yhe
Can‘\mr_\:,gor Yhe Nevada Constitobion was « Cm'\\'ratj’
A&scr;‘)fns the I‘th‘.‘) and dubies 6% 4wola) par‘\'fe.ﬁ-"l’\\e.
ceople ot Meveda and s gro Posed gauunmm‘h‘['ke Voters
coulcl On‘lj accept the \'ums a§= )t\w_ Qor\'\mr} ¥9r'

ﬂemse.\u&s] no"c ot o\-\«ers.
The Vote

‘n\ere. i5 na recdrd ax who voted w 1844, Rowtever,
tWomenN were Pml\:‘m:-\'p.—_\ Lo va'l'fnj._l[u&,anj women “\n'na w the

Nevada Terrﬂ‘org n 1864 Wad « anernmen+ imPﬁ.‘Serl epon them
withat theit consent o conseltation. Blacks were not
permH’l’ec‘ ts \f6+e.."1"hc3‘foa were inVoluw\arf'S 5ujnjec_+cal 1o a
gaue.r-ﬂmen“ not o their aion e.[r\csn.sing ,The same 13 Yrue ot
Netive Americans. fersons onder the uge of consent were

also e.!cluclecl.
This \e“’ onl(:, white males sver the age a\ consent

who were allowed te decide Yhe C‘:Jes‘\'(m’\ o% the Nevada

ﬁa.\s-\‘:\'u’ﬁun‘a tn*i&.ic.a\-icn. As women campose mos~e ‘H\rm
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\:i?\'g percent aY-ana given populc&(on, males were a
minority. Given the low Fibe- expectancy Yor people o that
Yime; petsons under Ahe dge & eighte eal19) \ike\:, composed
a \arsc ?er(:en%.ae.-‘ o Yhe popelatian and were also

etc_\Utlt.(L\nll\'\\ the \JO'\“H\S .Seﬂhr\en'\' xur‘“\tr qawowe& \aq
the evelvsion of Native Amesicans and Blacks, the

Nevada Constitution was catified oaly by a small, Small

minc.r:"’rg o Yne Nevade population. |
Further, i} is oaknown how many ot e small minority oF

Hee population-white males-were preperlyintormed oF the

Vote.. Mureouel‘]o‘ '\‘\«aaa;v&ormed, dis not Knoiwa hew ma ny ¥
Hhem met The \io{'ing ceveria ; Bt any existed.

Itis :’w‘s‘i\ﬁ\d’ vader these circomatances, that m\\g’ tenlio)
percent o& Yhe Nevuda pepulation voted vpon the

lcangtitutions ra{'it icaXioa. OV Yaat small mfno-rﬂ‘cj , ne&.rllj hald .
fould e votel aqainet ratitication. So in Hhe Yinal

anaigsfﬁ, W+ averyg well mag have been that rovahl y Livels)
perce\n{- ox' “\c Ne\rau\c. ?opula‘“onlc.omposetl E\L_c\Uf:We.\lj og‘
w\\ih ma\e.s,\rc{'e_d to f&‘\’i‘ﬂg '“me. Nc\lacla Cavu‘a{';‘i‘u{‘fcn and

‘tmpaw_ a c_puernmen{' oF Yaeic c\:\oo‘:imﬂ Upan other white

males who \Jo“\‘;& asa{v\s\— m‘\["\ im‘\‘ioﬂjupon white males who
cliA na’( mee‘\‘ vo*ing crl"\'erfg"upm\ women e.!.c.\uc'u] \‘m M
\ln{-?na}upo.\ Blacks exeluded Yrom \ta‘i-{nﬂ'l vpon Native

Americans excloded Yeam Vo‘i‘;ngiantj vpon persons uac_ler the

Lge a“ conaent whoe were excluded Yrom va"'n'fcﬂ.

Lo v

A 'in\a“' Soall pc:rr.e.n*cxﬂe_ c:&- Yhe Nevade popula\'a‘m
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approvaﬁ & ueouernmen’c and im‘\mu\ W UAu.:'.\l;na\tj upoa «
large mioriia.Sm,h o rakdicadion is nok democeatic,TY s not
Vakid. Xt does not meet e veey basic wYeraationsl
standards. TR Jimmy Cor\‘er'\\n.x been Q\Cu:,\r\o_ woold-have
condemned the vole in the .Sl'roagesl’ terms,

As soch, becavse He Conatitubion o} the United States
5pe.ci&iu.\\g sta¥es Yhat ne government foraed wu-u'\-ocl- He
will &% the peop[a '5 \a‘g;'Hmu’(a_, Yhe qnvernmer\+ ari'g;m.h'ns
Peam the Nevada Constitobion held no \egf‘\'imq\’e_..
au)d\o-.«i-kd.

But wmore 'mpor‘\'an-“(j‘ﬂmjt small minaritu ot white mles
n AT aho rodiXied the candidetion only o) au‘i"'\or:‘\’n Yo
acceot the terms 6% Yne conteack Yor Yhemselves. Ae the
Nevada Constitution sets Sl‘cr“n Céh‘\'rdcxua\ Yerms bei(we,c,n
the people_ and the govgrnmﬁh\', Youe rcs.“xﬂina soch a :
contrad codld On\g ra‘\&gi\"w \\\emse\\les,aaae_p\' the
terns Yor themselves. Jost as the most hasie leqal
principles probibit Yhe people A Na\ladd}rr@\ mﬁsi‘\g «
Consttvtion and imrosi'uﬂ @ 90\![’.(“‘\&"\{' vpon the pec:ple. a‘r
Cu\it.ornfa, Aci2ona gnd Ukaln u;E‘“\GU* Yheir conﬁeu*,“n\e.

Same Princt p\e_s pm‘xib;\- & small group [X’ voters Yeom

‘IMPGS:V‘.S a4 gav ernme_l\\' upon 'H\L vast Ma-loﬂ:l"g u.:«"l'l\ob"‘- 'l‘Lv_i.*
Consewk or Consu\sgx}fm\.“eg- held no \eﬂa\ au#huri'{g Yo
l‘&‘“&j G Ccnﬁ“’&u.‘h.’un GI\.{‘ impcs:: & QO\icrl\mtl‘\* in\la\Un‘}ari\Q

upon athers ons more ’(\\cm )(\\63 \\AA \ega\ au#\mg(-}g -"o
Valn'a\a"l'e. & ,con')crac.'f cnd make l‘¥ hfhrlfng UPDh onrs

qu—"“\ub't' Hnejr con'ierr\' or cos-\suH'tckon.
Thu.&, by the mest \un]amen‘\al prina‘p\cs a‘t contract
iuw,‘“u. Nevada C.o-.'\s’t';-\'uj(l'on,rulf&ld vadet Yhe mos b

0
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debiovs a‘ civeumstances ‘:nj a small elite wodhout \ega'
aothsritq Yo bind others or invelontar iy impase a

5dve.’.l‘h men“‘ upoh c.'Hucrs, 15 \ega”lj \IOihA. I\I\A wd\'nn 'H\¢
Nevad C.onq'\'fl'o'l'(na \IafrJ,H\e State a" \\\e\laa\d, as aa

inc.crpom’rpé end ijnj, ia nonedistent.

Nevada Constotion \boid as Contract

Pehitioner Justin L&nf,&orr\ was notalive n 1909, He
ldid ot ra"fiks the Nevada Constitution . Even as Suming that a
select Yew white males in 136M possessed the lawlol
{eu*kari-‘g to applove eonteact and Impose ¥s conditions
upon the vast rna;\at-i"\g ost Ye Nevada Qopuia-“fon w[l_r\\ou{'
heic Consae\'\"'womu\,Bﬂa.-.k.&,klc.‘\‘er R’\.dr;ﬂmﬂ-ﬂl Young
paap\c - ¥heve exists no ralionale Yo e.sL’(anAt‘ns red
that au'H\orf-ltd and pﬂ‘mfﬂ'fna Yheae seleck xe.nu white
males Yo impose the gqoverment of Yheir chossing
imic\uav\ari‘% U pon all Xutoce gene,ra.\'n‘on'ﬂ.- |

Those select Yew white males in 2968 did wot have
leaal 5‘\‘“31‘:\3 to impo_se. & ¥U{'.u:¢. yo cerament oF some
Uhlcnowa l;om?cﬁi#fm vpon Justin Lanax«‘apa,a‘so vaknow A
and i the Soture Those select Yew culy had the Vegal
Shm.!ing Yo C_Dh\'rac‘\'ué.“ﬂ bind Wemselves Yo a govern ment 4

their c\«aua]nd and inaarpara’tc Yo vole themaelves Ta order
-tor thia court Yo Col\‘\es\(‘ TJuskin Lm\.‘:’!:-orx‘."s (.on‘f.iaamen"\ s

Ic.uxu\,'\\' must detesmine the aotnocttu o\ AN
anonymMsL s selecd kfe.u: twom 1464 to ’mvalun‘\'arfllj

.iMPb“:ﬂ_ a. ﬂoU::rnMen*,M‘l‘ c»\\uj L Poia all 0\ “t\\e.i(' X&\\Ou‘
Nevadians o} their time ot Yo impose a govcmmuv\' ot

1
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&u:\’w‘ﬁ- 53rranger~5 UPou‘\ [ majori}g o" &u“ure. S:\’raﬂjet’:jﬁxofeuer.
Since '“ne_ t“é.gu";mr.’tp. am;\ unJemccra-\‘{c. m’:i‘? |‘¢-_q‘\‘\‘on 0‘:'
e Nevada Conatitotion in 1‘3(»"!,\\,\.;'\' gtmzra{‘fm’\ ex SR

whe qave Heie consend Yo \m; roled has died. Their

contractual agreement Yo accept the terms oF the Nevada
lColv.‘l‘ :‘l’u‘l’fu.\ and Yhe ru[e. og '\'Le_ iht.ot?dra:\'e_t‘ go\rernmen‘l'

Cra.c.‘l':J \)«j ik also died width Hiem. The ihcwpom{’fﬁ o} Hhe

Stale nx' Mevada has never been rencwed . Tn SUB.sgctum;"
taer\er.x“o-.\.s Since 1‘§L‘i,m Nevadion has gh/en \e.gal

Ca‘c\.’:en‘\' \'o \JL gov.-,rnecﬂ bs .Svcjn A CorPora{‘feh noi \'\as

anyone accepted the Yerms nor signed Yhe contract that
Yoe Nevada Canstitution cepresents There 1 no basis or
Gs50MInG the consent oF e peo[b\q in 'H‘ae.‘l'l‘ curren‘\‘_
composition, and in cesbinalue par\'\“cu\ar, the pet doner, o
L‘!L ru[&d' |

‘ﬂdcgg.ﬁin% B[%um .e_ni;‘(} Implfeq‘ qu_uin:lt

Theee are theee@ PR ple ar%umcu‘}s oot ;:omw\ah[ﬂ pu‘f
“arwam‘ \‘o :5us+i¥q “'\:', f.lf!:'\'c.nce a‘ H’\t’. incorporu-hA S'\'a\'e.

o‘z Neveda in pe\rpe:‘ruil'q*- \'\na“ fﬁ;\\\a} once Voted inko
evistence, the Gtute oY Nevada covld exist Yorevers Al Hhree ()

areumen{'s are based vpoa an assevtisn thal Ahe peop\(_ or

Nevada have inl.p\\\Cl-‘\'\,bs aiven their consent to be sobjects

and Yook Yhey hove implicitly accepked Yhe yerms ot this
.‘Sul-sjec.'\’u‘ad\ _“\rcug‘\ \‘\1L;r OA ach‘ons .

BC !!'! L % ] ayYes
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Tt s arrduac\ Nk, by Paying '\'a)ces, paoplr. have
'\m?\fci“li gtven Yaeie conseat to bhe vuled by the State a‘:
Neve de and have accepted the Yerms o subjection. this
i4 not Yhe case. o :

Taxes ate not Volun{arg._[axcs are \t\ll‘m}‘upav\ Pay \)a_iare_
Puﬂc\w_c_\(s ever reach Yo werkers, Taxes are \evied upon
purchased goods beXore consumers ever Yake posséssl‘on ot
e c\‘woAS- One 15 not pravi‘..-]e_c\ he opjr\'cn o“. not 9011\-ng
Yaves. ,

Thes does not demaonstrate the consent ot Yhe 30\;““&&.
TnSack it repeesents just e opposite The Stede of Nevade's
approprickion & Yaves withouk consent demonstrates the
gouernme,w‘:‘s \«now\eﬂge \'\-\a\,i\' Yaxation were Lkt as a
\loluw\-aﬂj a’c’c,ﬂm people woold reluse bo pay and would
pern\i‘\' \'\\e. scu’ér'nMew\ Yo CcnapS&a 9 in orAer Yo Prt\len“' thel -
pe::?\e‘s \Iolua{arnj re.jar_h‘om ot ﬁovernmeh“f,“\c State of
Mevada exacts Yavation \‘\nou:j\n Yhe same metnod Dsed
\::5 cobhers and -\-Qraﬁ"fs and School yard bullies.

ok

T} &t‘%Uea ’t\m.‘,\mj \mldnﬁl Paop\c. have im p\;ci‘\ij given
New consent Yobe ruled \a:j*\ne Stake A Nevede and have
acc.ar{eé \'\'\e \-arma o?- ’\’\nf.s sw\r)se,c\'fos\.ﬂfs 5 no*\' ‘\'_\M’_

Lase.
To begin, ::m\.\_.‘ a small Percen’mge o the populah‘on Votes.

bR a.\ﬁ\'\.ina, Yhe Vow Yura-oot Lo voting implies the
rajec‘\'u‘un,ox taauermmen“' \3-5 Yhe vast majmil‘a o‘ Hae popu‘a‘n’m,ﬂ

Mote SO 'Hmn ‘\\'\e bc.“o‘l‘s a\‘ O .‘5W\a\\ perc.cn*ast; imp\fe.s *H\e_
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The acc:\)“'am.e, & Sc)\lerme.lll“’ \-\au.c,ue.r even the act oF
\la-\mﬂlxor hose who casta ballet;does. not imply consen'\' +o
he valed \:q s qovernment,

Veters ave given o ptions o choose vndee what condibions
the %bh‘&rl’\ﬂnébd’ exists. The voter is not given the op‘l'lla;'\ oF
re.ie-_c.-l—inc_\ government cwer‘Hﬁ and ew\?rc.\g Yheovgh the bellot
hoX. The gouernmer& dee s not give soch an opticn. |

N rope vickm who chooses Yor ¥he rape to oceur c‘yi'cklg and
as physicaly-painless ag psssible--as opposed ¥o Slow and
tortous=cannot be said Yo have “u'mplfed consent 4o be raped. A
rcla\nerﬂ vietim who dP%’g to cooperate with & robboer bo \essen
the a\rumr_es a‘r \nloac‘ Gl\ec‘ catnot boe SCJA Yo "\ouic, ;M\)\ltd
consent’ Yo be cobbed Tn the Same way, Mevadiana wko
vote inarder Yo V\\\.Uevme the conditions ot '“mlr

l\\\]b\un‘\’arg Suh“ec.\'mn c.annal' Le_ “:mJ "'c \'\a\fe_. awu\ tmpl e.A
[bnse n{’ +a “H\e. aovernmo_n'l's |ll¢3.hmu;l¢ rule_ over H\em

'“\e.-j are s‘mp\ﬂ aﬁe_mp%ms Yo make mw.,\uw\'amj «5\0\\!&!‘11

o which \\nc.j \eave been SU‘ojucieJ boc e \rasspair&u\a

£ eteving Tertitoriol Boondarics & Ne vad

Tds cmaue.ti Yet by tn"'erl‘nﬂ the tercitaricl boondavies
& Nevada , people have wapliciy given Yheie consent ¥o he
tuled by the State ot Nevada and have accepted Hederns
& Yaia sohjeckion. This s net the case.

Ir\ M*\\a \ocjtc. " ‘“u': arﬂum&r\‘\' 'H\e ‘3"4“‘:. 0‘ Na.vacla
\cma as*a\n\m\\ah \l(s au‘H\a ‘*‘j L\l\%ﬂo\f_ “w'; prcc.e_edmg lh‘\'o

“\'\1: ’f(.fl’l."‘.bmu\ Bouh:hw‘le.s c\aww_J ‘05 ‘Hne. 5{'a‘l‘¢ 0‘. Np_\iada '
rmsona\alﬁ iv&:ﬂt mr:c\ 0\ \'\ne, Sjca\‘c o\E Me\mda‘s C\QI‘MS +o

Yt
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-Cau}\xoi-i%g, ie thos imP\ ity consenting Yo the govermment's
Yerma.

T\m. S*a}a a¥ \\f_\lac\.m \mxs C‘aim-.& au*homdnj uml

Jorisdiction, However, anyone can assert auﬂ\anhltd and
urisdickion over an acea. Any one ot Ye millians of
Nevadians can pmc‘aim Yhom selves King oc Doeen oF
Nevada. Guch a claim does hot wmake their avH«&:’#g
|e3f"ima}e_. Pursuant Yo e Constidotion o} the United
SteXes . avthor 543 Ve Oin\lj \ag[l'ima'\e_ when ik s Vormed
Yeom Hhe will of the ao\mrne_c\.?nd L1 Y .Sjramlara, anyon e

pm:_lalmincj Yhemselves kina ot Qoeen o Nevada woold be
mvalidated-~ ac would be Yhe State o‘ Mevada and s

COhS’h'\U“'ion. which have \ﬂb"’ been ra,-ﬂ\'\\ed bu ann _\i'u{nu
Nevadion.

It is acgUed Yhatthe Stat. oF Nevada made its daim
a‘ au“\or{jud \ong aso.\—\owuer‘ the passage ot fime
nerther mr‘tiaa.‘\'es nor enhances Yhe \c.aﬂ'fmac.a c\' the

gowefmaw\':, AR \'o C\U“'mi‘;\ﬂ‘n‘\e. pa.s‘,dge_ o‘?’ "'fma 15 r\C_i‘\‘

deXocrimative Yo \csjﬂ'iw\acg-"ﬂ could aLuﬂa Po«;si‘ol& Mmean
hat this a\\egec\ State R quada Vas SO'H“L“ away

w.lL a \Ja.s* b&mbooz\cmen'\' ‘*or ‘cu- Yoo \cmg.

Pc.‘k‘hcr\er C_on"’e_ncl.& ans f‘; 'H’\E casec

This “e.s"a\n\is‘\eA 5cu-rijrm-s:]ﬂ argume.n‘{ Yo J‘u.s*&g e
State d‘.‘\\\&\mc\a.\tﬁl;'hmaclj Y -ana\ac&eus Yo the A
:\U'T))t‘t‘-:cn"((on used Lnd a scheol JdaN\ bolly who divest s
sther cnildeen oF Yneir walk mnea.Suc.L a bully contends
that Yhe other children Xnow he heas establiched his “*ur‘ﬂ,

and '\'\\eg h«mn aré aafe oi -\:\\e_ pc v\u“'fes&or 5‘feppiv\g X‘ob{‘

on \\f.s “-’rurF”, (AIM.‘ ‘“\ere‘bre amdan& en-\'erfns C.Dn.iewk& \'D

15
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Wb or hev own rc‘\n\:e.rﬁ.Bui' svch an arﬂumudf presupposes

ek each vickim agrees Yoot e louily has the autherihy te
proclain \ars Yust e the Niegh pace. '

Inthe case ex e c.l\ag’ml .":':\:u\-.- o\-r Nevada Jhis s 'cl.-.arlg

not e case.hs a\re_mlud described e Conﬁ*il-ul-n‘m_\al basis o Yhia
incor‘)oﬁ‘a\ed gm"e&nmen‘\ 1% \ega\\g \loft\.'ﬂnus,ung par{-ﬂ Yo

enter the terrilovial boondaries elaimed \md soch an
i“e&i’-\-lma&e_ QOVernmevx* cannct be presomed Yo ar_r_e.P‘\-

and recegnize the goverament’s prima Yacie claim Yo it's

“ad?

Nnply living within the Yerritarial bovndaries claimed by an
i“aa'\\;mﬂ’g power does not demonsteate o par*\-ﬁ‘s imp\iea
Consemt Yo bbe ruled . Such o cdcual‘nmen"z rules net an Yhe
basis o Vegitimacy and consent bt upen Yorce and power. A
po_Ople. voled uader sock 4 basia are not cibizens ot

Slaves.

The ratibication oF the Nevada Constitekion was not ual{A,
as a smc.ll mfno‘-‘i‘\tj kac‘ no lega\. ‘a\‘umliws"{'a impoqe G

Constlubion and gouernmen'{' vpo others withoot consen{-. As
[} coh'\'mc\ with dé.\iv\e.a*‘(eh Xetws and A:"Mch V‘i‘g\nfs and
dokies Qor \votw ?aop\g and Ywe c_‘o\le.fnmeq",‘\'\' coild

oaly be \binding Upon Yhose whe raihied it Those men
were dnonsmovﬁ' and Yheg are now Aeazl,\;d."f\nau'{-

fe_“gw.;.,\., eie conkvack died with them . No one
\Iuins has (.Dl\&t’.v\\'.ea Yo Yewsthe incorpor a’n‘o-\ o‘ \'\\'&

6
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‘S‘.\'CA‘L c." “e.\lm:\c: Netr ';lo\.Uh‘\'ar;la 'Su\nﬂf“e& ‘.'c \—\\e, hrms

u‘ e con‘(rnc,-‘\:'—' Yhe Nevada f_ovv;klu-\u‘an . Those who
tontend Yo ack on belnall of Yoe Skate ot Nevada are

kruut\u\u\x wheriors o e AeaA corPova\Eon wfjc\n "o
\ega\ s\-um\ins-

’ﬂnua,ui‘\\n ‘\7\~e Nevade C_omﬁi;l'dhoh \loid,‘\'\ne 5-‘\”53((. o"
Nevada was \ajal\5 nonexistent. Even aace.ph'mj Ne

votXicakien of Yhe Nevada Constitolion and its \ofn&ing :
Characker uiwn Yose wha ratiVied it Bne CGnngu\ Atec!
&\Oh‘a with the ger\e,ra)tfuw\ whoe '\to’lunhxr{\g acae.p{wﬁ s
terms, thos malring the State o Nevada, aaain,

non ~e_x.(_s+ em¥ c

As o nonevistert parcty, the Stake of Nevads had no
\&3«\ S’mndfnﬁ as Plaintidt . The cooct \ac.\(&a party

juri's«:\ic.\:{nn sver the State osf \\\aimcia, u honevistont
Pf]x‘\'a.

Aurisdic) v Ju skin Lang‘;orc\ D.e'}.‘e_ﬂdgnil
Peihinner in Yuis Cace

The ackions ot an oNoNYmods seleck Yow in 19064 do
het \pose any conkrackoal burden upon Jushia La.’\g‘-or‘rlt
Lanaicr.:\ did not ra\?ta the Nevada Constitubion and he did
vot 3ign it he did not agre e Yo its Feems and did not
Ggree Yo be culed by any ir\r_orpor-u\'nl e.n*u'}ﬂ ca “fv\g

itsell Ve State of Nevada. Juskin Lanc}md hes
beeached no Ju¥3 swed Yo Yhis alleged State ot

N&\Ia;la..,
Lans&.oﬁl Nexveavr \Ic:\u.\{‘ar;lad ‘)afal 'l'cu(e,j. lle, rhc.s
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have vobed While he Lived within Yerritoeinl
boondaries whece the Cl“?ﬁt‘r‘ Shede o Neveda asserted
ﬂau’c\nori\d.]ue{tiu Lanﬂ&.or& never gove consent Yor te
a\\papé State ot Olis Yo Av_._:\cme. s c.ujt\mrt"cg wheve he
lived, where he himselt execcised de Yacke authority . And
quen Justin Lahasooxs. awa'c\ga\a\rcx\{oa a‘ his éwn
au{\nor&j. puer \ais swn \namel it woold appear *Lc.)r, wikh
opposina C\Cx;t;ws c& au)t\mr&a,-\—\n ere E'ﬂff.‘{'la'\‘ maﬁ\',a_
Yeeritortel c\isvu{'e belweea Poweﬂ‘s.ﬂus_,Lan3¥orcb
has never Provfderl consent oc lmp\(eJ consent Yor the
Shate o Nevada Yo claim Jostin Lohg\or& as it's
Su\)\"ec}(c

Aa Tostin LQhSYrorA was net sula\je.c_{ Yo the au}\\orih
o the a\\aaer_\ Srote c&. \\\e.UaAa) the goUernMev_& \ack s

juriﬁ&ic\'.(m\ over him.

As the Nevade Constidilion 1o \tﬂa\\% \Joii.\j"’\'\e State
o Nevada (s, ot \”L’A: a dead corporation and a

lecjc.\\b man.e.lis{eﬁr on\:{)cg TS laws ace void. T4 was
withool au‘umc-[\'(d Yo \re.su\a\'e_ oF govern Yhe conduck
o" Tustin Lan tor:&t '
3
Fur-Hmz(‘J a6 loatin Lﬁv\tj‘uz'\! was$ never o éullje_r_.‘\f GY'
he StaXe o‘ Ne.vAAa-\'\l_% L'o-naluc‘ aGa never 46 ma Ree

-tc.r -\\Ae_ QOU&vmmen"‘s reau la"‘.'c-.'-'\,e.ue.n is' 'H'\e_ SWe.f‘nme.s'\"T

lew \:ui\a evisted.

Mc.reo‘derl 0s Justin Lcmagorel has nevel agreer‘ Yo chide
lanj and cl;t."'c.*t.s n" ‘H\f.‘: c.“etjez‘ g—"u‘\'e_ ot X\\e.uar.\a t.‘.\m} \na:; .

1%
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never entesed inka cmy cantract agreemy tshe ﬁubjcc_“’
Yo it he breached no legal o contractual duby Yo the
alleapd Stete . The all eged Stote o ONevade has no basis
Lo \)fiﬂl‘d;hﬂ an actron ageis ngi’ Jostn l.aug“a.m:\.

The rax‘oro_, on the basis oF (1) the stakes \gd.k at
le.cb,.\\'lma‘\e. auth o-ri*‘a and leaa.\ etfs*ence‘ (Y Ieskin Langxor&f-

conduck not heing o matter Sof the gouernmen\:.s |
regulc&ion, and (3) the lack of Tuskin Lanskm-._-\‘s legal or -
conteactoal dﬂb to the aucrdec\ State R MN&\I&AQ,“\Q

court w Yhis case \acked su\ojec:‘( mater

juri.ﬁdit‘hcn.
v

19
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" INECTE CTIVE ASSTSTANCE (X
.S, CONST_AMEND. V' V[ VAT XL _

ACannsel does not cross-examine WM.

choet count T

Teial coonsel l“’\oniau.le. A McNeill did ot cross-
examine HH. in a‘hld tas\h{on about coornt T ot
"\'(’ia\,.ﬂﬂe_ or\\% \'es'\‘;mang obau"' Caun“n et teial s
attached as Exhibits 1,2 % 3. Which is pages 57,
54 ¥ 54 X day 3. Wik counsel not cloi‘nﬂ uny cross -
examinction o} LK. in reaar-/ls to covat X, it leaves
leaves the jurtﬂ Yo believe the pe'\'fl'foner 15 aui”g
becaose theee was no a’ej;e.Me_ Yo i{'ipmr_m_b__u__
Eduards, 16 F. Sopp. 14 4506(E DAY 491, See also
Deiscoll vo Dela, F) F-3d F0L(4H civ. @as).

The Pe;’ti'hanerj coonsel on March 16,2010
alodted Ythe Juc]iﬂe_ Yo read a Alen Ckarcje. 1o the

j““ﬂ' As cli'.s'aue)sed_sb-grg. i allen '(‘l"\d“ﬂ& was
Nety coercive in nc.-‘-ure.,‘\'\v\:s was discossed in Yhe

(_oun'\' \abe\ed Coercive use b Mlah C\\arge_. Fcr
counse‘ nc* Yo oin;jec‘\‘ Yo this was PP-&;‘UC‘I.C.;CJ\ Yo
the petitioner,because by allowing the judge to
do Yais venders the verdick vareliable, With jost
pnder 24 hoors pass;n«a ter being « kunﬁdurg an
'H\e,'junj Yoremen na"l';xrainﬂ he court bath ngsj
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ﬂ\e, ;‘Urld wa‘.S ‘\‘G\cl ‘\'0 C.On";nue Aelihera‘h‘ans "'\\e. X'tr ‘3'\'
Yime. Vhe. second tine “H'\elj hcx‘\'miul the cadr‘-l', the

-jura sard Hf\cs hod reached o decision s 9 out o¥ AP
C.OU»‘\“S.T]\;_; i.s wL¢n ‘H-f.J..rtj Wwa s tecd ‘Hne A”cn t:lnav"cje

/) l‘l’ Wwas &L)(n’)" ipm‘u)['lfcl'\ Mean "Hie.lj r_’P't-})‘ﬂf&"'}'fJ
Gha“”m»r L’ l\ours [ne"or‘t_’ ﬂa:ns lnnme,'“\en Came hac_k a“' ‘ga‘n.

and ceached o verdidet chout 120 pm.\thc\\ Mecns “H\&jdrxd

Ael“nerc.‘*ec' cma‘Hm'r 4 om:b o L\C\\" \nwrs \t\ex'ar.- CD-’I\I\V'ICJ to.
an Cngl‘e P_MPW“J l:\u+ C.\I'\llj :.'.“'af‘ kdl‘ma +.14 H\a f_'aitlc qu'H\ Hu:

less \Ib'{'zg n&ec].é 'l*o Tee Uc.lm:r"a_ 'H\i‘er Vo"‘e. Couv\ SP‘

Slwuu have moved or mf.s"n}..l or aLJo_c\'pJ s this.

C)Cotnsel Mlows Vielatign ot

.- thiM.P« 2‘1_(6) .

“e_ pe‘\"n"(fm\er ‘&.ils ‘\‘a nO‘I’t‘lfd “m. +rl¢| coort
that & 15 vislating Fed R.Crim.P. 24(8), by nat anly
s.iw‘na\] Ye stete more premcp'\'ar(j c\-..:.\l.pnjes allowed. Bot
cleo l:ud aivfmj Adense less Yan whet their suppose
"('c. lr'\aU’e.')r\-fs renders C‘_0un_sel ;ne.xxdc_"l‘:ve. W UM erovs

wag:s.‘:irf\',.i‘ <hows CDunse[ is I’)O"’ ;am;lr‘or Lul"lL {he

\ow | Sccond,c_ou.ﬁel wes Yorze 4o be selective ahoot
how o &Pp\lj c_‘r\a”enge ‘.;'nnirc; 3 cllowed the atute to
be. there pff.-kgar less contentoos choot Yheir choices,
04, o Chroale, Heb U5, 6HY, €0 LEL XD (3P, 104 5.0 2582084
(11gu),5ee also Steic nd v, \A’c.s[-u‘nfﬁ'chj‘tba L.L.'J' . blG, o
Lied. 24 €74 104 5.0+, 205209541,

Da)_CDUn'Sv.' Fa(ls 'i('a Na‘ls’s CCJUP%’ O" 5u{)=’)r eﬁﬁcCl

Cuidence By Crovernment l\cjemc%
- D]

S1
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16

Pz‘l)tfoneu‘b Counse_l ‘t&i‘ecj Yo ho“l'f‘d ﬂ;e’- -\w-fc.l
covet thet Yoo Las \l&gas M&\‘P&PD\i"an Police

Depai‘%mew‘ anc‘ C\nf” Pm{ec:l'ive Services were
5uppressimj DNA Eu.'dan'cef\:\hqajf e Pa&i&b:.er wmeans

‘:JLJ SupPi‘P_S.‘;ina ONA Evidence is Yhat H"e"ﬂ ﬁ\‘fclv\\"( collest
DNA Sam‘)\es -trow\ &UE‘.ﬂ'ljc.;ha w;‘H\ir\ ‘“\¢ L\ame.’\\n[a wea s
A.On; n an c.H’ng“‘ Yo Keen the Yroth hidden. This 3

&\56 a\\owaﬂ e prosecu‘}{ov\ Yo manipulc{\‘& '“\B
e\n‘r.l‘enc.e. with in aecoreate DNA repo:‘\‘s.?&“(}‘\tion‘e.\rs
case shald not have meade Y Yo Yeial dve Yo -\\m's’h_.*i
wi‘“{\ou'\' CDLJhse\ no‘\ rloing amd'“nfnq c.\nou‘i“ |\‘ o\\owp_c!
proseaujrl‘on Yo pre.sen"c Yelse evidence and created
vindictive prosecution.u s W chean 460 U5, 4, %0
L.EX 1D 657 104 5.Ch. 203a(19sul)see. clso steickland v

)

mmn%im, NG 9. LL%, %0 LEL LD 6745 tou S.ct 1051 (sl

. Wad Yhe petikioners counsel done any Kind of
Research in regn.rc\s Yo the Vr..\IAi’cu o Wair DNA, She. wovld've

Losnd mora arbicles as Yo how irrevelant it is. Caumc‘

u_aaqlc\ Wave L)e.eh aln\e_ ge.“‘ -H“;’t e_\n‘r]ence, Quppfeﬁ‘;ej, (ovbse

as dissevssed Supta. Yere 15 no Scientidic \lc.lfc'i\-ij +o Hair
DNA. W hen 5ome:“\ing soch as Rair DNR has no Sc;tﬂ'\'{; re
\.I.:.‘{Jn"h_, 1 cannt be alowed to be vsed 1o obtain &

conviction, especiclly when the evidence is in accorate do to

‘H\c \ac‘\' T\b‘i all c\n‘Aenc.e. was Co‘,lcc_“‘ef) ‘rom \Le. arauegecl

Cvime Scene.
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US. CONST AMEWD. V. VT VI XV

WM\ coun:se.\ miﬁs{hg ar no* )(:;\;ng M'H\‘e. G"'L\e_u'
31‘007\3.5 \Ih 'an's pe,h')(‘fon as ‘Hne'j were di'5aubsac’

- _.Counse.\ ha‘\ raisihﬂ "H?ese. 3roum_ls weflte

prajuclicia\ 3(0 ‘(\\e. pe_\‘t*\‘ov\e.f beaaust Cz"" \enj‘\’

4 o the grounA would have reversed the
Pcl-i\'iower:s diceck appeal. T+ would be &
misscarriage o Jostice Yor Yhe covrt not o consider

all these groUnAS.CounSQ\S‘ ¥a\.\ure 4] g blav\\‘a\n{'
disregavd nat Yo raise Hem cannt act as a

wawer L'R' “wm,.‘é‘cinson V. \/Jg“’(e,f,"lm F. Supp.lcl 49l

(WO N, 2006).
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- . R ROR OF STrw ,
U.S5. CONST AMEND. ¥ VI VI, XV
AC Du'ﬂﬁej Moo Kinew Se[ﬂe_v\cim% Laws4 \, ‘

Tlne pt*‘\'\('ioﬂe_fs COUV\S&‘ “a]\e& c.j( a maJ.or
par-\ r_& hee duties uhich are described n
criminal Yaw 84L Y. The Pe’fi“foners couvnsel showed
Wim no IaLd.c.\-hJ at Sem‘\'e.nc_;nﬂ ELJ agr*e.e}ng with
the Prosecuhon '“\a‘\' '“ne_ .sem-\'ence. os’ 10+4s |f¥9_
‘“\a‘t ‘\\ne_ \)ejcijn‘oner‘ t‘e_cieuecl H Sevs-t'endng on
Mag 40,301L 15 mancla-l'arg. The pebitioners covnsel
did net even try 1o get him o lescer sentence.
Counﬁe_\ fj\rj v“ dven *f‘ld '\'c: presen-‘( EVfAemte ot‘.

1mi-\'ne_$:3es n Lié, ‘avar o“ A~rE.C)UCﬂZ\ Sen"\'e.n ce. . H&c‘

Coon se| knowh all \awﬁ Yegc\rcl;ng 5eh')rehcn'nﬂ in
class A te\anﬂ cases, Coomsel wavld have Known that

NRS 193.1306M) 15 the controling statude in

Sen’(emr.fng S'or c.\ac,‘s h ka\ong cases. Tt .’)cu:f.s Qa Sen'\'cwce

& death or imprisonment in s¥ete prisen For ke with

[il4 wi'n\au{' “\e. poasi\n'\\]'\-:, 0‘ paro\c rnag) he im po.‘)ec\,‘“\c
Key p\wase i Yhat is “mag be impased”wlu};\n over
rdes the mandatocy tern CShell” within NRS201.220,

which w torn makes 10 to 13e @ Sen‘\encim range.,
LS. v Gete, 432 F3A GL(DC.Ci 1997 See also
\aliggias v, Seith 544 0:5.510,150 LE.2d. 471, 123

5.ch 2507 (1008, Eadst v Neck 653 F.3d 624(CH cir 2011,
Fitzapateick v, MeCormick, 469 F24 n7(an cir. 1989)p 1251,
The cauaran“ee. o‘? c"‘ea)ﬁua assistance of coonfiel

b4
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ébﬁprn’seg *wo co fré.\a)fiée, e ¢J\Ah'“\e. flg\n'\‘ Yo
reas;o-na\n\q compeXenY covnsel and Yhe vight Yo
covasel's undivided loyalty. Mannhalt . 47 F.24 ot 599,
Ceiminal Law 846MH "Ine“cc_’ci\te-CounﬁeL counsel

Can d&prfve_ Q cletpnc'an'l- .S the N‘glx‘l‘ to t‘“’echuf_

assisYane e o" covnsel simpiy by %;Ima to render

Cu:\e.q'uc.‘l'e legal assistence. 'da‘g-& V. %gcggpll,'-lﬁl Y. Supp.

1d U000 .See also Towa v Tovar, 541 V.5 %3, €0 <1,
124 $. C+ 1399, 15% L. Ed. 14 2096004, The Daited

States Suprem& Court n 4 'triclslané,“ expf‘esslg
declined Yo considen Sewl-encu'.-\ﬂ,wl-n'c[-.. s+ May Cequire a
diferent approacl\ Yo the Aexiu{'}{ua of canshitutionally
eNechive c.ssi_-;‘\'c.nce.“Cooper-S.v;j_%_lm_v. Eu'me_tgg;:,!;tw U.6.
44,126 40 Ch 492, 163 L. Ed. 24 33theos) quoting
Gheikland, UeE B.5. ut 650,104 . (h 2651, “The covet
has held how ever, thal any amouat & actual joil time
has Sixth Admendment Qignihmnc_e. impli‘ca\'fng e r_ng’ te

- : ) '
e c“e,c.‘-fue G.Ssls*am;p_ o" c.oUnSe_\.‘ B"%é‘”":“g e\

Hamling 107 09. 15 ,9% 5. (o 206¢, ¥ L EX ) 8300930

Grammas e Unided 8 tadeg, S3L U0.19%,203 X Finally we

ha“‘e_ “nu"( a‘\‘ apPp_uc.wFs Seh'l‘encfnﬂt"rfal cOvnscl lnilcc‘ "a

‘)rasen* any evidence or witnesses on his behal¥ in stPar\' a‘.’

a4 more lenjent Sentence Warner v. Shte 100 Nevw. (oﬁ.‘i(l‘ii'f?);
See alse Hags 4$L F. Sopp. 2. 118002007), Covnsel did ot
have aa‘ez\‘da‘l‘a \-\nou)leﬂe o‘ the low when she 5\10.‘9::5‘ up to

l;en‘\:encina. which led 4o couvnsel .S‘h.nc!inq Yhere and agrepinﬂ
with prosuu‘\‘{un as Yo semence befn3 manJa‘['arg.TLfs

rtases Seuera\ 1s60es whiek Yollow'

U\Cavnéel covsed @ conNick o inecest

99

55




ShRks D ARAITOO L o

—
-L

{

SR B s

HEH

A2 %o
~J O

oo
0

fSmidh v Lewis; 1% coli 34 349,530 P.24 5&4, 114 Cal.

(M Covnsel was inadeqoate and basically not present
(1did not advoeate the pekitianers cause ok sentencing
by siding with the Pm:-.e.cc%'om on the sentence showed
the pe:\‘i"haner ne |oga\'\-cj a" all

[5)Gave pe:\'f“'ionel‘s Arial covet kc.\se San“}encing intarmation

See t’\usseg v. Prince Gearqﬁ's Qounht% 901 F‘Supp. 139

4 .
(D, MD. 1945), The SuPrf_me Coort csx C&ll&ﬂb‘hl‘a 'n

Rptr. 6L1(44976) expanded vpon thrs Oi)ll—ga""!‘on 3

“An a“H‘ormes RRURT EX.PQL‘\'ecL 4o possess knowleJae o
those p\c.in and e,\emeh\'c.ﬂj pcinciple:s ogr Yhe law

which are Commm\3 Known \03 ue|-|-fn¥onw) C«"H'ol”neﬂ.’:]

and to discover those additiond rules o¥ law which,
a“hougl« not common\ld khown, May r'eacl[lg he ‘-ound by

sh\m-}c.ra‘ reseat—(_L ‘*r_-.ckmlaoes.u[l'hi}m_n\e f»’(\r\er rule o" :
ProYe <sionel Condoct counsel has apparewtly

'misplace_A s Role 1.3 which holds H\A:[o:l lawge_r shell
act with reasonchle c]l"lf:ﬂem:e and pmmrﬂ‘neﬁ in |

tefre Qan'\'fng a d:‘ew"(.“ Fa”Ure_ "m poursve. a pplfc;:.ln\e_
le_gc.[ au{‘lnor[jrg n Hme_‘% Fashion may well constifote o

Vislation aX $his roles

B.\( DUh"uf.\\!': neu)‘ech

The petitioner originally Wled « pro per Motion
¥o~.“ Disc_overg betare Ms.McNeill Yook over his case,
Yhe motion had a spe_cfxn‘c ('CCLUQS“' w ok For WS

pSgc\no\agt’m\ tecords, Yhis motion was gran'\eA Via

Bmmj Cmal GIQLTIO.BU“' ”\e 5'\'4."’& s‘}n\" ("egusecl Yo
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tClasser N United St&igs_slls 9. (0. The

pe_)dsﬁomers counsel Yiled motions Yo c.om‘)&\ H.H)s
psgchslogical records and get an \ndependent -
pscacl\olocdica\ evaluation of Wi .BuY Yeiled Yo P"u} up
an adeclua{e_ arc“umen"‘ Yo Yhe Coi.srl', C\\SD Qc.:\e_A Yo
poin* ou‘\’ Yo the wur* “\a\' “105 wefe &‘reaclq'
geanted ina proper motion Lo stcoue_f‘ﬁ.ﬁounSel
c"uH' grguing when the proseciting ethorncy caid -’:l«e,«;;re
Privi\m‘gec\} when in Fact states argqument ia contrary
to Vaw. The stede likesithas Yo qyajce. nUMerous
stalites oot o¥ chapter 449 oV Yo NQS’ which qoes
atja;hf."t' NRSYLAR.I5S gn),ﬂw,lhﬁ(l\.go‘ﬂs ot those
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not know;hﬂ these la(.d.‘ir\ou-)r was inlbiHed by the
Sh.’ce. \fe_s cmc) E‘ec_k\ess 'A:’)teaor‘A xcr -H\e \c.uh

18 |Stuno v Dugger. 854 £.2d 9620120 . 65096770 Moo

Presen'\‘ CGSC,“\E, £§rr_um5)(ah¢e_5 Surrc-nams Me. \)eo.r\qs
I‘ept‘eﬁpn‘\'a'\ion o¥ S“’ahc" ‘Hu: :‘A‘a‘}e‘e Smil.ure. er. re.\ea bl
t;\ibcoVet‘g m:.*erfu\s*- preuer&ea [limd From a.s.‘i:'ﬁ‘\'i'na the
acCOﬁec\ dur[r\g G crl"]'n‘cc.l 5‘\‘&3& o‘ Ye. proceeAiug.“
See (ranic HbG vs. oY 59 a5 Under dho se
citcomstances. .. “a\-‘\\ausk covnsel [wa?] avm‘ia“g Yo
a55i5Y Yhe accosed. nthe Lkelihosd Yhet any \aw«der, even
a}fu\-lg competent saelss MrPearl was herel, could provide
&\X’&L’tiue assisYance Luad so small thet o oresvmphion
o prcwrlfce 15 appropci’alm. u_gl"l'l\cw!‘ Inquiry tats He
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PA69. Dader C oh’f‘c',"%kgre\%ré_jLm;“u';,l("pmsumé )
that Stane was Pt“&ludfcﬁc‘ by mePearls inabiliby vo
910& Ccc)\ll‘ce. and gran\" hiw re' fﬁf'\ On ﬂroumejs oY'EU\a.

C ¥ oonsel Feled 1o Coﬁsu\i’ or ObYein an

Focensic s Expeﬂ\

Covnsel clso Nailed 4o vae any expe ot witnesse s
Yor the Pe;kl'ta nets Yrial to covater act the Stoted
wrtnesse s, (sunsef also Failed Yo pelricve the PLu_r;fcu\
evidence Soom LVUMPD and collect Yhe DNA s