Case No, 2T CV-0TH-2025-008|
fursvant to NRS 239 8.030 fhe Ur";@‘rﬁrb"l-ﬁ‘nfd affirms that this
C}ﬂiuménT d{)Eﬁ not contain Sﬂcla! Sfc.urH:,; nomber s,

IN THE ELEVENTH JUDI{CIAL DISTRICTOF THE STATE
OF NEVADA INAND FORTHE COUNTY OF PERSHING

JOHNNY E. MSMAHON,

Pefitioner,
Vs,
THE STATE OF NEVADA, “EMERGENCY MOTION UNDER
LAS VEGAS TOWNSHIP NRAP27(e)(2) FORCOURTTO
JUSTICE COURT,EIGHTH GRANT PETITION FOR WRIT
JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, OF MANDAMUS FOR WANT OF
CLARK COUNTY DISTRICT SUBJECT-MATTER JURISDICTION

ATTORNEY,LAS VEGAS INLESSTHAN }4 DAYS “ AND
METRQPOLITAN POLICE DECLARE A VOID JUDGMENT
DEPARTMENT, NEVADA PURSUANT TO NRS 173.035.

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS,

AND WARDEN BRE|TENBACH,

REAL PARTY IN INTEREST,
Respondents,

COMES NOW, M<Mahon, Petitioner, pro se, moves this
Honorable Court to Grant the above captioned Motion and
Petition 3s pled. Based Upon dfached €xhibits and those on
f-1le with the Clerks of the Court



VERIFICATION/AFFIRMATION NRS 239 030

1 Maken declares vnder penalty of perjury that the {Coff{f?u?;nj
and Fﬁf&@a.lﬂﬁ state ments, evidence and p!eaéa}jﬁ s Trve and accorate
To the best of hus ab'zfﬁ.*/v dnd possesses Cirst-hand Knowledge of the

troth and dccuracy of The events and that no docoments centain the
Socla| SEf:urH‘y numoer of anyone.

Dated: (O day of April, 2025,

9 S Ay
Jf::rh‘any E MclMaben

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

f"}cf'ﬂahm dedares fhat 4 True dnd Correct Copy af”Emﬁrgen.:(v
Motion Under NRAP 27(e)(2) For Covrt to Grant Petition Env
Wr it of Mandamos For Want of Ssubject ~Matter Jurisdiction inless
Than (4 days “and Declare a Ve d dvdgment Pursvant to NRS

| 73.035, was placed (n .5 mail postage pre-paid onlOday of
April,2025 1o:

Adren Foed Clack County District Allorneys OFfice
ﬁﬂarne}; General Steven B. Walfson

otate of Nevada 200 Lewis Ave.

|00 ML Carsen ST .25 Vegas, NV 83i0]

Carson C.xfy, NV 89701

bl € MP—vo
{[ﬁh- ‘WE' M<Mahen
Fro se



C3se No, 271CV-0TH-2025-008]
PL‘JI'ELJEHJ" To NRS 2398, Qﬁ@ the Undéréi(jngdaﬁ_grﬂﬁ that f“ha-.a ﬂ&dt—’,ﬂ&ﬁ?

does net contain Social SEC,LJEII}" humbers,

INTHE ELEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF
NEVADA IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF PERSHING

JOHNNY E, MEMAHON, MOTION FOR EVIDENTIARY
Péetitioner, HEARING AND ORDER FOR CLERK
Vs, : TO UNSEAL RECORD AND PRODUCE
THE STATE OF NEVADA, ARREST WARRANT OF Z005 FOR
LAS VEGAS TOWNSHIP McMAHON AND ANY RECORD oF
JUSTICE COURT,E)GHTH COURT MINUTES OF A PROBABLE
JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, CAUSE HEARING BETWEFEN DEC.
CLARK COUNTY DISTRICT 12-15,2005 IN JUSTICE COURT.

ATTORNEY, LAS VEGAS
METROPOLITAN POLICE
DEPARTMENT, NEVADA
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS,
© AND WARDEN BREITENBACH,
REAL PARTY [N INTEREST,
Respondents.

COMES Now, MTMahon, Peﬂﬂaner Prose, in the sbove CapTioned
Case as pled, Being that ﬂmf;e documents never existed to beam with
this Motion (5 necessary To correct plain error, This Motion |8 based
Upen all papers, pleadings and documents on File herein and L.Ulrlh
The ClerK of the Court 3s to the following Facts, points @nd authenties,



STATEMENT OF CASE/FACTS

M<Mahon §Trongly @sserfs Thaft be;n-ﬁ 5Tafe Respondents

3nd relained convicted felon a‘ﬁarr‘rz:,a Pavl Wemm er, SUppressed
and playad h|da n Eéﬁ‘k with the ﬁl{cu!pa‘mr}f DNA -ﬂmdemg, at
frial 1o hosdwink the courf and Jury color the verdiet to secure

a conviction, had these State presecutors gdhered To The Mode| Rules
.5:,119~ Professional Conduct and nof engaged in Vindictive pros ecutorial
misconduet, 1o Mischaracter) ze the evidence and misstate the True
evidence o inflame the passions of the Jury cia[ming that MeMahons
beééﬁnﬁ, States Exs5*32-33 was [-34,000 and 1-12,000 0dds against
MeMahon engaging in the nihial sex actinJone 2004, to tear witness
Accuser EH.5hymen, hpwever States Exs ¥32-33 were collected in
Det, 2004,50me (4) four months later, Inferring to the (ury that M¢Mahon
3nd ofhers slept on bloody bedding for four months.

The State prosecutors, af trial, went on to claim that the fESJLmon}/
of SAINT nurse practiener, P.S., who phy’ﬁ-f‘alfy‘ examined EHs hymen,
months after the alleged sexval aci USing Junk sclence analysis To ¢laim
that EHs hymenal tear was consistent with a sexval 3ssavli. This junk
Science analysie was not confirmed by & medical physician in 2 second
opinton, more over B H, informed McMahon, as testifieda Hn&l that vpan
beln& hired as a babysifter that she was sexvally active withher Afro-
American b@yfrlend Lovte, Wherefare, b/wrfjé of State prosecvtors
Smaimg foul balls and maurnﬁ The goal |ID£3'5T5 fo dﬁny MeMahon of a
prﬂceéuraﬂy Full and fair Trial warrahts this coort to Conduct an eu.dsnﬂar}!
hearing pursvant fo the Nevada Supreme Courts contrelling standard s [
Mannv State 80 Nev 307, 393 £24 141 (1984) hﬁlélﬁﬁ ( An Eu‘léénﬂ&i‘f
hear{n3 s teauired £ evidence |5 discovered To repel priot tﬁ“.shlmanydf
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material evidence ysed fmlmpgach the witness relevant 1o the case),
Which QPP[[Q 1o both Wemmer, and State Respmdeﬁfa prior i‘ee,ffmc:rn‘y
Wherefore unless 3 3enéhc marker DNA analysis 15 condvcted rbT'SJarlL
to NRS |T76.69118 1o either add M<Mahon as 2 paﬁnu?wr or eliminate
MeMahon To any sexval related offense, The State prosecviors fravdvlent
concealment of fxcu[pamrm/ Camm[n_ﬁggfi DNA evidence goestothe gravamen
of the trial resvlting ina goi [ty verdict not werthy of confidence.

1o obtain an EUIdEn‘f‘[ar}; hﬂ&rmg Under section 22546e1¢2) the 9th
Cirevit Court of Appeals addressed the need foran ﬁwdanﬂar}; hearmj
ln James v Ryan, 133 F3d 411, 9/2 (9th Cir 2013). (Petitioner entitied
To -EuraAEnfLar}; nﬁaf‘jpﬁ becavse did net have EPPWTW‘T}’ to develope claim.
McMahon has C|~faﬂ}/ demon strated by uu?p@rh ng eVvidence That the (actral
allegations met the Courts test for an evi dénflﬂr‘y hearing, State Respondents
dre Gbllgaceé T“ﬁ disclose Iﬂfﬁrmafmn That could be vsed 10 £mp'€a.¢h gout
wﬁrn&ﬁﬂes,&ﬁpecuany when The witnesses ‘fﬂﬁr%mam}a |6 2n Important part
of govts case, Atinizl State prosecotsrs flew in From the Utah forensic
Crime Lab, R.H., who claimed that the commingled DNA was |-34,000
04ds against MeMahon, yet failed 1o disclose the trve blowd specimen
prisvanT o NRS 176.09112 as befnﬂ the true bloed evidence @Fbmﬁé
E.Hs menstural pﬁriod da‘saharﬁg_ NeTwith afa_nét'ﬂg the Fact trial aﬁame/,
Wommer, fziled to i?r‘Jpa{ach the States €xpert withess with 3 defense forensic
€Xpert To 8nalyze and disclese the True bl.:::fajréa! Specimen v idence,

Asheldin Brad}r“ma%gr}al evidence relevant to Innpeence of guilt
Vielates due process rrrgspec‘rwe’, of goad faith or bad Fmrr of the
ngggﬂmn 3713 USat 87, In fortherance in SKinner v, Smrrzﬂr 562
US 521 536-37,131 5Ct 1284 (2061).L",., review the Teanma.qyofaﬂ
wilnesses central 1o the material evidence which was the crox o f States
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Close case... " The Gth Circuit Court in Anekwu, 695 F34 967, 985
(Gth Cir. 2012), (IF musconduct occoried coorts will (onrly reverse the

conviction tf the mtscméual‘ preuumwd the fairness an so “potsoned
the well that the trials putcome was likel y a ffected?
Bemg that the Eleventh Judicial District Court remanded the

casen 3 change of Venve back 1o the Emnfh Judicial Distret Court
to Cf’_rf‘l_F}; The question of Subject-maler dureséachan even Though
the error was Commitied [ n (he Covst of origin dust ice Covrl as
Such 31l covrts nave been giyen the ﬂppar“"umf}r, as fELﬁ‘t&mm@
Covrts, o prove Jurlﬂcﬁ[c{mﬁ vet have been ﬂ?anmmdfﬂc’_ and

!J"‘ fluenced ¢ By the Clark County District wame?s Office. Which now

warrants this covrt reflective of the €xhibits h&’rg[n to Correct

Plam error and condpet an »mrieﬁnar/uhearmg for the sake of
the appellate Fecord pursvant to Townsend 372 US at 3193
SCtat 756-57. The 9th Clrcuit wenton fo hold rn E.L.Cord v.

5mifh 370 F24 418,423 (941 Cir 1966 ). { There ;5 J”lrm.!{u established
in the laws the doctrine mnﬂrerﬁ he power of the covrt to set

aside .E!Tany time any mandate that was procurred Dy effectin

a frapd Upon the court™), All of the Circuit Courts have concurred
that a petitioner (s entitied To an ev identiary hear jnq when Siate
coort did net Provide a Foll and Faiy h&aﬂnq te deyel lop facts
8nd petitioner was diligent.

Fost~conviction appellate counsel, Rochelle Ngvyen, raised The
Irovne for a new trial purspant to Manny State, Svpra after
Convhcted Felon aHorw/ commited open covrt pardury in Stark
contrast to his“diminished Capacuy “defense 1n his Federal

Fravd, tax evasipn and worey lavnder mﬁ trial. Yet the court
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denied the Petition, In stark contrast to respdieats holdings in
Hargrove v State, 100 Nev 498,686 P2d 222 (12534), (When 2
Pgﬂh'ﬂn For Pﬁlsi"ﬂﬂﬂuicfl%ﬂﬂ relief raises claims supported by
facf,‘val allegations ufl?hf'chi 1f Froe, wouvld entitie the pehhbnfir 1o
relief the Pefwff&ﬂ@r Is entitled 1o an em&enh'ar); hgars}‘?g o
resolve a claim of ineffective covnsel and prosecotorial mis-
conduet, the fadvre fo raise the claim on direct apoeal does not
constitute Walver of the claim for Putposes of post-cen Vietioa
pProceeding). Wwhich equally qualifies based on exieraal factors
created by Jodge Barker and Wommer which cannst be contiiboted
T M?Mzhﬁ?n,

Thes Ceurt ddopted a br{ghf"h}}e role in Paniels v State oo
Ney 579 SB0 688 P14 315-16(1984) hafdr‘ng (" Becavse of the
Usual heed foran eviden fatar‘y bearrhﬁ to reselve g claim mfiﬁeﬁf‘zﬁrﬁ*e
Covnsel and prosecvtorial miscondvet, the failvre to (313¢ the claim
on ditect appenl does not constitote vaer of claim for DUrpozes of
post=Convicfion proceedings”) As held ia Hargrove. ITn Bellamy v.
Cogdell 452 F24 626 (2nd Cir 199]), Trial covnsel who admi Hed to
Physical, or menta| incapacity.. . Luthovt defendant knowingol covnsels
incapaci%‘y constitvies TAC per se. Atiorney Wommer d1d not inform
McMahon, or hundreds of sther clients of his mental deficiencies
When M&Mahon retained him for 25 000, of his criminal trial
defense of “diminished Capacity “In not Nr}a&ﬂ;nﬁ or understanding
the law Sfﬁmmfnﬁ ffom a 1291 skiing accident Susfaz-m,ﬁg frontal-
lobe brain damage.

Notwithstanding, the Judicial Bias ofﬁa&gg Barker fbrc,i'-qﬁ Womme r
back onto MeMahons first-direct appeal oyer MCMakon's p(o se motens
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To withdraw Wommer for Crr—:&ung a clear conFsmf.pF.;mfrmr The
5th Circuit Courf of Appeals addressed such g concliet (a g,
6“*9 96T F2d 1018 (5th Cit. 19923, ( The Trial covrt must condoet
a Garcia hﬁarlnﬁ once T has been alected of the existence of TAC,
this extends to First-direct appeal of Tight being an integral part
of the PDrocess Under 6 th Amendment ),

Again, for Juclgez Barker Creaﬂnﬁ the conflictof interest (n
Fﬂrcr‘rﬁ leqall y dfﬁchamee refaine aﬂ’ame?ﬁ Wommer back onto
McMahon's First-direct dppeal, To Aaccept, agalngr MeMahons well,
an ineffective frial counse| acfmﬁ in fhe Capacifiyas 3 second
prosecuvtorand MelMahon motioning The court, pro se, to condoet
a Feratta h&arfﬁﬂu asin Ferafla the California coucts deprived
him of his constitutional [ right To conduct his own defense,
which equal f}; E:l"&r:h@ﬁ To The {:H'f'LCEe[ 5T355 of a ae_ma, of Eirst
right of direct-appeal, 422 US 808, 45 5 ¢t 2525 (1915 See
also 0.5.v Peppers,302 F3d4 {20 (CAZ2002)

Based vpon The ﬁ’?rﬂggmﬁ Ca}nmefuugnaf Stroctura| Errors
this Court has been put on notice to the Cumuﬂarwa ertors
and &mtsamﬂs which Dmughf aboui this manifest H’UJE'-H{
Mc¢Mahpn Tum"ﬁ.ﬁr Tales E’?Ecephaf To this covrts ppinipn that
MeMahpn 1o r E’.thﬁa;:nﬁ his Case, C@ﬂfrary had McMahon NetT
dddresses these eriprs and omissions \n grovnds this coort

Wovld dismiss The Cﬁﬂ‘?p.'afm on Failure tp state a claim
anhlah rel ae{: Copld bé’, :»rﬁnffic MCMahon Further Take s
¢xception for this covrt to remand the case back tp the
Etghth Judicial District Court in a change ol Venve, as the
errors occurted vn the couvrt of origin Las Vegas Townshp

"6_



Justice Cpurt,as svuch I the Justice Covrt did not legally
pbtain svbject-matier Jurisdiction hpwr did the Elghth Judicial
Dieteict Couvrt er this covrt legatly ob a1 jpﬁﬁ[ﬁf.ﬁm 7

mcﬂahan S5Trona i/ assert that bhased u‘paﬂ The ;z:rrejm;gg
and fo ! ﬂmmj reaseons the degrec of Spite |les and maleyolence
EhQUDﬁ to this coort b/; The Clark Cr::aum?r District ﬁrfz?ma/j office
tr‘: h‘aampuxahnﬁ The Etahﬁ-.- Judicial District Court both State
RESPfﬁndé&ﬂf‘S ere ﬁaveﬂ an opper Tum%y fo address the L,‘I..J.I"I.S'_
dictional defect and Correct all plain error,yet steadfastly
fefused to Carﬂply with this courts order and Invoked Eﬂapphfabfa
AEDPA Pf"ﬂ"”u“iﬁff?ﬂﬁr Seal/redactrecord to hide The Croth, @ssuven
qfw}‘tﬁ These |dw> brealkers another bite at the apple to continve
fheir Criminal rfm‘frpr!aa now warrants this ceurt to conduet
Such an t‘iufdﬁnﬂfar}/ haan'nﬁ pursvant to Townsend, 372 U5
at 3] 93 5Ct af 756-57.

The State Respondents have placed this Court (n an n-
Tﬁnahke 51tvation and the punlm will be Lz?dJrchﬁ 2 2 Me¢Mahen
V. Stele of Nevada etal has gone Viral on Just«:e Fordobray. com
which now requires this court fo either cert fy The —ﬂu{fﬁ-'!'iﬁﬂ
as to Svbject “maltier JUF[E&'ETIGH and addauél.:am: the mer toriovs
drovnds Dased vpon IMﬂI"ia,hmg physxaal Custody of br_"mﬁ LlLéﬁarber)f
Lf‘ﬂprilﬁpn.fc{ (n Pﬁr’ahmﬁ Caun'}}s, or Remand MCMahons f:u::.h:ld}/
back to NNc¢ and First Judicial District Covrt 1o 8 nevtral
State couvrt For an ‘!:I"ld:épé‘ﬁ&éﬂj' feview,ds this couvrt has yet
fo grant relief from Ctﬂifﬂ.:{/ of a prp se petitioner 'n an extra-
Ordinary Writ and extra-judicial bias may be I D lay to bar
MCMahen's Hﬁhf o a D,Q{:gdpfaﬂ/ Full and fair ht‘i’arlﬁﬁ

-7~



REASONS FOR GRANTING MOTion

|. M¢Mahon was medicaify af}ﬁflffﬂ,fé To NNCC b};‘ dector
Raren Geme}/ in 2009. Based Upon leqal standards unless 3
m:zd_l'caf Phyﬁtlcllan |(Fts the @ssignment a warden cannst
det In the Capacif}/ of 3 doctor To override medical and
refaliate an Mmove an inm&m who 13 J'J'hfgfau;a atyset
bﬂﬁg 3 Sﬁcur{t}/ risk. MCcMahon resided 3+ NNCC pnhrl
2624,

2 MMahon filed 2 Writ of Habeas Corpus 1n 2019 captisned
Johony MélMahon v. Tsidro Baca, Warden, Case No: A-19-190328-W,
The case (as files and dssigned To the Eighth Judicial District
Cﬂ?urf,Jucige_ Wi lliam D, Hipharf. McMahon aéé;ffé}naiﬂ.y Filed 3
Motion For Order to Transport Petitioner and Motion for
E"x;l.dgﬂfllary Hearing  the Petition and Motions were denied
based vpen Ilﬂapplfc‘:ab le AEDPA pmu{*—;«;bnﬁ, The covrt Conducted
an ex Parf(zl hﬁar‘f-ﬂj Controllied b}x DDA Bernard Zadrow sk The
Petition ratsed meriteripus grovnds of i Want of svbject -
maHErgjurfsdic’re'ﬂn; pfﬂié‘r:ui’ﬁ?rllaf Mmiscondvet inthe Eravdolent
Concealment of faulty ONA evidence and judicial bi1as of
Judge Barker forcing retained / legally discharged conuitted
felon aﬁarnﬁy} Pavl Wommer, back pnte MeMabons ppst -
(?ﬁﬂb"iﬁh})ﬁ F?-Fﬁf’-dfréﬁfﬂppeaf crea,'r:-ﬂnﬁr a c_’pr.ﬂfcfaﬁrnfereﬂ;
(n stark defiance of McMahons (3) three, pro se, motions 1o
Withdraw Wommer ds Counse| based Lpon a Cledr confFlict
rﬂf‘i—ﬂfﬂf‘ﬁﬁf; Appm’nfd Cconflict™ free covnsel vor dllow
MeMahon fp proceed orpose tna (erafia h@r[nﬂ, Al motions

._B-



2.(Cont!) were Stayed a:“ﬂ?u;'lﬁﬁ Wommer To Cﬁﬂsirvchuehy hi-
Jaak MctMahons First-direct appeal to further hide his 20T
errers created at the lower level in Vislation of McManon’s

glr.ﬂ"ﬁ Amendment .Ql-ﬁhf and LAC szl.::rlaft.;_‘:-‘!r“.ﬁ. The case was

futher dented In the appellate covrts and closed, (Seelx® 93).

3. 0n Mareh 26, 2021 M<Mahon filed 3 Writ of Mandamus 1n
the First Jvdicial District Court, the Honorable Judge James T,
Russell Granted The Petition which Set the stase for Warden
Pem?r Russell to refaliate against McMahon deﬂa“‘ﬂﬁ it &
[1tigiovs inmate and v fpﬁ for Transfer.( See Ex®96),

4 Prior to F’LCF‘Tahgn be.mé; exiled to LCC,%:}; Warden Russell,
McMahon Filed Writs of Habeas Corpus and eﬁ{ffaﬂfét;'}&f)/wrf:ti
Exppﬁmg The Clark Camf/ District :élﬁﬂrﬂéyﬁ OFFice Luraéﬁfreaé
‘:I’aud C.-_:?rwph.on collvsion dand criminal miscondvet mvc!mnﬁ
the Dec. 6. 201 Ewaf&m‘!ar}; I—-"armq oithe soed D}f MiMakhon

and defense covnse | Rochelle {‘iauyé-,q Chow a State Seaater).
The State fﬂfﬁﬁfﬂéy Generals Office Flew in Depufy Daﬁf*rz'cfﬁjrﬁ_f:rm%
Jabrena K. Clinton to file 3 Motion to Seal [Redact Recods by
J\Uéga Monica Truj[!faj Deph 3. as government gangster, DA, Sreven
Wolfson manipulated the Clerk of the Couvii 0 Assign the case

0 an achivist coort whe Granted The metien l{npwfnﬁ Falf
well that no such records existed with the Clerk of the Covrt

To begin with, Tloas 2 FL‘}LKI}]Q ruse fo hide the troth [1om
MCMahon and the public_ dnd Pf’.ﬁ?i‘ecf DDAs Colleen Brown and
Glen 0'Brien who forged the Signatore of Magistrate KBH

_C[-



4.(Cont:) 6n an vlered cut and pa;—;fg TCR dpcoment Cﬁmmt'mhﬁ
a F&lmx/ on Dee. b, 2011 again withessed by Metehon and
defense counsel Rochelle Nguyen. Aazin, MtMahon Was dened
appearance to make a record 3s these exparte hearings

are designed 1o render prose pef:[—'cbn&rﬁ as Uaicalf_sabf
design. (See Exs® Y, 63 and 10).

5. Upon MeMahon prepar[nj to File another ciuil rights
pefition against Warden Perry Russell being busted and exposed
for lying, the warden nstifuted his abvse of power to override
the medical testriction and moved MeMahon to dnother facilit j
Warm Springs, then o LCC 3. k.a." Qt.éﬁei Therap}fa form of
Vindietive retaliation fo Transfer litiguons or Undesireable
Inmates ovt of the Fac:m'f)» to deny dceess tp the court for
whatever Whim and f&nﬁ}f They deem Necessary, ( See Exs°97199),

6. At LCC MEMahon filed a Writ of Habeas Corpus pfff?’t}m i

the ELE’TUEHJCH Judicial District Court, agafa Chﬂufﬂﬁ;ﬂﬁ subgect-
mater legdfcﬂbn; dctrall/ factral innmagncg; the coorts in-
applicable Use of AEDPA Pr&vtﬁlﬁnﬁ to bar jurisdictional TeView,
Prr.‘:'sea:ufariat misconduct at trial by DDAs 6.0.and F.3S. (ravdvlent
Cc}ne{aalmemT of exculpatory DNA evidence fo color the verdict
3nd mfmﬂanaliy mislead the JLJ]‘“}/ with mallce and aFﬂr€=+hs}wﬁhf

to Secure a conviction; and Judicial Bias on Judge Barker. This
Coort fnﬁpeded the States Pmpaéeé arrest wWarrant and declared

that the docoment an Declaration Warrant / Summons, as not a
valid arrest warrant and PoOssessed no legal force and effect and

=15



6. (Cont:) in furtherance the bogus docoment Wwas not Sihgr} ed

by 2 jud@aj yel this cowrt Stopped short of Carh'i‘“yahg svbject-
malter jorisdiction by Ordering the State Respondents fo proye
leqal standing by prodocing Covrt Minotes of a probable cavse
Gernstern ha:armﬂ betiween Dec, |2-15,2005 frem the Cleck of
the Court, which now places the onvs on this reviewing
Court To Cirflﬂi"y The ﬁL’JEﬁTL;S‘ﬂ as 1o svbject-matier JJWLS diction
b/ ph}ffnma fﬂﬁpeﬁ*‘r-ﬂj The documents ijﬁjaﬁf’ o NRSL13.035
and the Nafaia Svpreme Covrts V2w of the c2se (n Levinson,
Cranferd, erphy Ang Farsons,all cases onall 45 woith the
I;?E"J?Lflnf C25¢,35 Unless JDHE&{ETL&Jn i& proven o E’iuts.t L e
Hhe lith Jodicial Distriet Covrt pucsvant fo Fhe Onited S5tates
Qupr.ﬁmﬁ Couvrrs Cﬁr?'frp !4;15 standad i'n me:a_@p Prel (i g FVPra
the Jurisdiction jg ¥ aypgfr’,ﬂ;fﬂca{ “anconstitvtes 2 ugiﬂjgéjmf
(See Ex*62), Again, thig cowet on Octi4,2022 enteced an

0 rder Rﬁmandinﬂ the case back to the Eighth Judicial District
Court 1n a change of venve, Again, the Eighth Judicial Distriect
Cevrt Wwas not the covrf of mriﬁx;}m the Las Vegas Tgwngh{p Justice
Court created the juriﬁdfaﬁbnaa error, In fur f‘héfanr::f,ﬁﬂ Ma}r 14,
2022 this court Ordered the State to Respond and to File &
retorn in accordance t6 the AEDPA provisions of NRS 5"'? 360
o 34.380 rr‘?Cn!LJ'sw.'a’,1 HI'J'.:‘JLLHﬁﬁ the State o Inveke J}‘Iapfg lcable
AEDPA Praw.emn_s as a defense as opposed to EFJ!rsf F“'D“’;”“j
Subject- maltler jurisdiction 3nd legal standing In the chain

0f sequence as mandated b‘/ the United States Supreme Courl.

,_H\.



1. Pased upen gevernment ganster, DA, STeven Wolfson, gainj
Judge Shﬂppfmjjmanipufahhﬁ the Clerk of the Couvrt 10 3ecuce
an getivist Covrt, judge Moniea Trugillo, To Seal/Redact Record
and hide the troth as the Clark Ccmfy Clerk of the Cowrt
possessed no records of any 8rrest warrant or Cowvrt Minvtes
of a Pprobable Cavse Gernstein hf’ﬂr}nj be,{rzﬁ cﬁmi'udéd,&ﬁafn
the record dnd TT el Dec. 16, 2011 44 €Xpose his oFFiie of
Gpﬂra'rinj a Criminal State enterprise snd Felony violations
of prosecutortal miscendvet bnder RICH Act Violahioas which
MeMahon and fe@al advisers afe reques h""*ﬂ United States
ﬂHﬂ?iney General, Stltja,l Chattak fo anr*:.vf*ﬁh.gaf& and tndict all
State Respondents. In a panic DA, Steven Wolfson, again
Ofchestrated and maangLafgé both The Cleik of the Courl,
Steven Grierson and the Eighth Judicial District Covrt, judge
Montca Trudiils. as on Febrvary 05,2029 McMahons Petition
For writ of Habeas COFPLJE: dnd CE?‘TI'EEPQH-’.‘_L-LPHE 5""1,51‘L:::3r|5 (were
Feceve d by Clerk of Courl, Steven Grierson, however +he
actual Fal."ng of the Pehhbn and Motions Lwere delayed ontil
Fﬁbruary 21,2024, Some (22) ]LE_DEH'IJ‘Y‘JHLZJO é&ya To allow
governmenl gangster, DA, Steven Wolfson, te orchestrate and
manipuLafe The Clerk of the Caurt. MSMahon ST'r'mﬂEfv asserts
That the Clerk of the Coeurt, Steven Grierson, was \nstrveted
by DA Wolfsen To both delay The f:a-h'nﬁ and to File the case,
not Under 3 new Case Nnumber 4s reguired by law, rather vnder
the closed (5) five yeéar old case No: A-19-790328-\, in
Dept 3, 1o place the case into {judga Monitea Truyille court,
And U'Sinﬁ the same named Respondents befnj Isidro Baca,

..tz_



1. (Cont) Etrghfh Jodicial District Court of the State of Nevada
As svch by design, Ujmﬁ a mislabeled putdated closed case was
deliberate and intentional, from the eutset, to Trigger inzppiicable
/&ELDPH Pfﬂmsmng a5 4 C{'iﬁfﬂ 42 3 aﬁarr} Cﬂmpramaﬁa ﬂ}ﬂ
Péiﬂhﬁn and related motions cre eating anorwr €x parte
hearing tn @ protection/st covrt ( See Ex*90).

& On Febr. 18,2024 McMabon Forwarded Correspondence to
Clerk of Courl, Steven D. Gr[erﬁgm " Fg;m;nj the Clerk that
MeMahon had yet to receive confirmation of the thqu of the
Petition foc Writ of Habeas Corpus: Motion for Covrt to Order
ClerR tp Unseal Record And Prodvce an Arrest Wacrant of 2005
for McMahpn and any Receord of Court Minotes of @ Probable Cauvse
Hf-if‘mﬁ bgLﬂﬂ Condveted between Dec, 12-15, 2005 in JusTiee Couvrl;
Motion for Appointment of Counsely Mot won for tu;aenhar}/
H&,rmﬁ and Order To Transpert Petitioner To FPro ce’_fci:.hﬁﬁ; Motion
fo Dismiss Juégme at of Convichion and Order Expunﬁemenfﬂf
Case from Record s and Motion for Change of Veave To Remand
Case Back Down To Covrt of L‘}ri@f'n [ A5 Vesas Township lustice
Covrt. ( See Ex®92),

9. On Fﬁbwary 28,2024 the day after The muisfiled Paflhém

was dated Distriet Coord Judggj Mpnica Troy o, who had a{r.sfﬁd?
Ordesed the Record Seal/ Redacted, Ordered The State Respaondents

District ﬁ:ﬁﬂma}n}s OfFice as opposed 1o the State Jﬁrﬁcﬁ'rﬂ&}/ Generals
fjf'_Fl'r:g Wwhe had represented The State District {"‘rf“’mmeyé OFtice,

In the X pacte h.ﬁarmq Ordec tp Seal/ Redaet Record, o respend

=13



9. (Cent:) to the Pefition For Writef Habeas and aga/s(iike
this court) allowed the State Respondents to invoke inapplicable
AEDPA provisions of NRS 34.360 To 34.380 inclosive and

b}f pass svorisdictional review, (See Ex¥91).

1O, Upm MetMahpn nmﬁm‘nﬁ that the Clerks Fe:fr}"lﬂ of the petition
and frelated motions Loece c{ﬁallbera%ei}; Compremised P’L’iMaJh.-fm
forwarded correspondence back to the Eighth Jodieral District
Court judﬁ£1 Montca Trugille, to put the covrt on notice to correct
th%i p[m—ﬂ errer, ( See Ex*® 3%

. Upon receiving no ﬂmgfy response To MeMaheons request
ter Jvdge Truyille 10 corcect the plain ertor and Oféer 4 new
Case number to Institute The Respondents @s being the State
of Nevada etal,as petitioned and captioned. MCMahon forwarded
Correspondence To Chief Judge Lindas Bell 10 take jodicial notice
0f the matier and Jurisdiction over the case, Agawn To no aval.
(See Ex¥972),

V2. M&Mahon aiéihbnali;: forwarded cotrespondence to Chief
Judge Wiese and the docoments were returned. (See Ex¥42).

|2, Upon The advise of Chief Judge Wiese MtMahon Filed a M&ﬂ:ﬂﬂ
16 the Cler R of the Covrt to correct the (ntentional m'lsFa'Ifnﬁ
error. On April 10,2024 the Clerk forwarded to McMahen g
Notice of Nonconformance Dpcument, (See Ex*92),

_f._/.l-



4. 0n May 09, 2024 and Order was drafted by DDA Jacob Villan
of the Clark County District flﬁﬂl”le}/{i OFFice, with the approval of
Eighth Judicial Disfrict Covrt dudge, Meonica Trojillo. Again, the
States drafted Order (0as misfiled To reflect the wrong Case nomber
dnd Defendants, yet glar[nﬁf}; the States Order was captioned:
ORDER DENYING DEFENDANTS PETITION FOR WRIT 6F HABEAS
CORPUS, Fl'faﬂy}ﬁﬂl‘*’tarﬁ-m 18 not the Defendant he s the movant
party Petitioner / PlaintiFE Secondly, the State prosecutors
drafted Order Captioned that 3 bearing date of April 24,2024

at 9:30 AM,, 29211 MEMahen was not present To6 mzke an
appellate record. The | % 4 page botlerplate drafted Order was
dented doe to claims being procedurall y parred (Under AEDPA
]’?rﬁiﬂi’lﬁilbnﬁ} the State Respondents Sole defense. The Order dated
on M&y 9, 2024 1oas allﬁg.fét? Sfcjr|£¢§ ﬂi?y \E}Uﬁlafjeﬂ Moniea Trugillo,
for Sr.Jvdge Michae| Cherry. Signed by dacsh U’fila_niﬁ“ne avther,
Chief Df_”?uf‘y District ﬁﬁfﬁmey. MeMahgn Sfmrjﬁ[}/ 1Sserts that
Netther Judge Trujillo or Sr., Judge Cherry ever 12id eyes on the
pﬁﬂﬂh}n or related motions, (See Ex®94),

15, MeMahon again refiled The Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus on Jdoly 24, 2024 and this Time a new Case number

(Was 3ffixed to the peﬂﬂ}:}n\ Case No: A-22-853003~\W Dept, KX
and the correct Res pondents [1sted, Eté,hf‘h Juditeial Distret Covrt
Jvdge, Susandohnsen, denied review of the Juria&ﬁahﬁnat defect,
dgain In stark contradistinction to the United States Svpreme
Covrts Conirothng standzrds and related constitotional stroctpral

errors. Again, The courl Invo ked l_ﬂ@p[tlcabié AEDPA provisions,
=[5>



15 (Cont:) UEfnr.:' Claim Preclusion, as &Ppgﬁed to Dhgemaﬂjy
Jnﬁpechnﬁ the raawsafg evidence to certify the questionas to
subyect-mat Er’cjb(lﬂ diction and the courts legal Elamﬁmj Tz: by~
P&ﬁ& d JUr1§4'C|iﬂnaf Feview vnder LH‘E& E.J,,;‘r‘t{;ét{ﬂcﬂ T's
adﬁ_l*mnaly Noteworthy that at no time did any of the Coor s

Prm*emmma% braers claim or Jmmha that M<Mahons £ m.ﬁﬁ

and peﬂhms were Vexatiops to bay ﬁ[mg. See Ex? |op).

6. B?r now McMahons followers and contributors af JusticeFor
Johnny,cmm *-“*1“"’*;'% aforney State Senator, Rochelle Nguyen,
BEA’(Y Scheek, Innocence Project and U. S ﬁerQrﬁE},r Genzral for
Nevada, Sigal Chaffah are reufe.wfnﬁ the State Respondents campaign
of ltes, criminal miscondoet and Frapd Upon the court i’Unnfnﬂ» |
Fovgh rahoa’l ﬁuﬁ.r.fk’tﬁmahmj and «SLmLEL'ari/v éduaﬁaé} pro se Paf E'E'IJBH{J'__‘E
censtituflonal rlﬂjhfict‘;mparinﬁ i’h_{ Fasciam to Russian Justlee,
ds Ealfecﬂu&f}r the ClarR County Diatrict ’Ft f‘f‘e:?rr?ayé DEFI ce , State

of Nevada Attorney Generals OFfice and Eighth Judicial District
Court have taken & chapter out of the Communist Manifesto To
deprive MCMahon of his Due Process and Equal Protection 1n this
manuvfaciured S€X C35¢€ A5 reflective of the P rima facie €vidence
this manifest injpstice reeks of Fascism, Again, based vpon the
AE@ME of errors and emissiens so Comelative and 5}!5“!6_’.01& Fravd
MeMahon's lgﬂal rapremn%ahu@ﬁ will additipnall }; request thatthe
Clark Couvnty District At torneys OFfice and the Cleck of the Court
Produce States Exhibits #32-32 Used at trial, bem5 MeMahans
bﬁc{i!nﬁ (See Ex* 5) confiscated Cct 05, 2004 ysed at trial to
hoodwinl tThe Covrt and Jnf'enhr;nan}; mislead the jury '::la,im!njz

._réj_



16, (Cont) that the evidence LWas I~ 38 000 aﬁaj;@%f MeMahon
[‘ﬂfﬂrrerﬂﬁ to the Jury That the red blood Spots Were fthe by-
prodvct of witness accwser FH., initial hymenal tear by MeMaheon
in dune 2004 (s0me (4) Four menths earlier) which (s belied b}a
the fé‘.fahlm.{:uﬁy of E.H. 38 be[nﬁ her menstoral period discharge
in Oct. 2004(some (4) fovr months later), Tn Ferrmﬁ that McMzhen,
R.M.and witness accvser, E. 1, slept on biaaiw_}ﬁ i’;ﬁéé,.hﬁ Cor €4)
Fovr months, This fravdolent Cencealment of the Frue E,{Cufpﬂf‘ﬂf}/
evidence will be F&.féﬂs.lcaify eXamined 16 dij;rmhai*f MEMzhon A5
4 3vspeci Nﬁ‘?ﬂ;ﬁ'ﬁsg‘"andl}rﬁ\ the State Knew That McMahon did
hoT Sexu aily Assaplt gr lémdiy tooeh anyone or ﬂ'heyr oo ldn't have
presented MeMahon with 3 propased plez agreement ohieh wds
Prﬁ?baﬂ-ﬂﬂaﬁ, b{e‘ﬁ l2emmer Yeénderes FE{JH"/ ﬁéijﬁr&i aduvise and
nad MtMaho, had Eiﬂry 1'4{3,:1 the Fix was in PJ.'..E‘.;/ o conviet hum
0F Crimes that he did not dp, M Mahon twpold have rausked

an Alford plea and Wwalked sut of the coortroom wl,f?b Frz::éa Fon
hared 3 Lompetent (210 Firm to challenge the yurisdie tzonat
defect and been Aeclores a Ve d J'ué::*;m ent ?“lﬁl?‘t’ ﬁf_fu.;,f?ﬁ' one
da"}/ i1 ptison (et alone 6,300 Li,ﬁ?/j ef False fil’Y'LPleﬂmMﬂ/}f.,

ACCWL{;ﬂf}Lw Motien for Eu[iml”tér}/ H&‘i&(t_nﬁ and drder

tor Cleck T Dnséal Rocord and Prodvee Lrresi lwarrantof
2065 For McMahon and aﬂy Record 6 F Covit Minstes of a
Probasle Cavse Hear ng between Dec, 12715 10p5 in Jdostiee Covrt,
The Courts Order mupat also 1nelvde MSMshons Presence tohe
Transposted o the Hé’&rlaﬁ To proceed prose. Be‘;{nﬁ that the
State Rﬂﬂpﬁ?ﬂd&nf‘ﬁ are of the mindset that Peobable Cause
1S determined b}/ Prosecotors and not Courts, Lohich ls in stark

—,|'_J|'_



Contcasl to the Cs:?nf‘rcj”i‘ﬂj Standards sf the United Stafes
SUPré‘.me Covrt Used by all inferipr covrts. The pubil'e: LS Lﬁ&gﬁzfm'nﬁ
This farce and sham (as5¢ and jpstice will be Corced.,

Dated: 10 day of April, 2025,

Raﬁpédﬂmy Svbm(Hed,

Q_ e MEp—e—
Jzﬁl‘ﬁnn}z 5. MMahen

Pro se



VERIFICATION /AFFIRMATION NRS 234. 030

M“Mahon declares vnder penalt }/DFPEKJUF}/ that the fafﬂﬁnw'ﬂﬁ
and Fﬂfﬁgcﬂmg 5f&ffmfnf5 ¢vidence and p!éaéma ts free and 3ecvrate
to the best of his 2b: !ff}/ dnd possesses First-hand Knowledse of the
Truth and dccoracy of the events aad that hp documents contain the
Social Sﬁcurﬁy number of dnyone.

Bated: |0 day of Apail 2025,
E, P —
Jﬁﬁﬂﬂ}/ £, MclMahon

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

MCMahon declares that a trve and correct copyof Motion
For [“mdenha|}; Fearmﬁ and Order for Clerk to Unseal Recerd
and Prodvce Arrest Warrant of 2005 For MeMahon and any Record
of Court Minuvtes 6F3 Probable Capse Hearmﬁ Between Dec, 12-(5,
2005 n Justice Court, was placedin V.5 marl postage pre-paid
on 10 ct&y of fﬂprzl' 202510

Aarﬂr‘n Ford Clark Caunf}f District Ftﬁﬂrney:é OFfice
,‘%Harnex/ General Steven B, Welfson

State of Nevada 200 Lewis Ave.

|00 N, Carson St, WY ‘u’éﬁaal NV 2910

Carson C'rf?),ﬁl\f 8470 |
é\. JOC re——

\\Jf:?'h.nﬂa?l E. McMahon
Pro se
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Electronically Filec

7/31/2024 11:48 AM
. Steven D. Grierson
gt F THE CO

CLERK O
NEOJ M EM‘-—'—'

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
JOHNNY MCMAHON,
Case No: A-22-833003-W
Petitioner,
Dept. No: XXIT
V8,
STATE OF NEVADA; ET AL.,
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
Respondent,

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on July 29, 2024, the court entered 2 decision or order in this matter, a true
and correct copy of which is atached to this notice.

You may appeal to the Supreme Court from the decision or order of this court. If you wish to appeal, you
must file a notice of appeal with the clerk of this court within thirty-three (33) days after the date this notice is mailed
to you. This notice was mailed on July 31, 2024,

STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CLERK OF THE COURT

/5/ Christine Bulfa
Christine Bulfa, Deputy Clerk

CERTIFICATE OF E-SERVICE / MATI NG

I hereby certify that on this 31 dav of Julv 2024, I served a copy of this Motice of Entry on the following:

M By e-mail:
Clark County District Attorney’s Office
Attorney General’s Office — Appellate Division-

Bl The United States mail addressed as follows:
Johnny MeMahon # 1022589
1200 Prison Rd.
Lovelock, WV 89419

/s/ Christine Bulfa
Christine Bulfa, Deputy Clerk

Case Number;: A-22-853003-W




SUSAN H. JOHNSON

DISTRICT JUDGE
DEPARTMENT *XIiL

Electronically Filed
07/29/2024 130 PM_

ODM CLERK OF THE COURT

(-

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

JOHNNY MCMAHON, Case No. A-22-853003-W
Dept. No. XXII
Petitioner,

|| Vs.

THE STATE OF NEVADA; LAS VGAS Related Case No.: 06C220825
TOWNSHIP JUSTICE COURT; EIGHTH
JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT; CLARK
COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY; LAS
VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE
DEPARTMENT, et al; and WARDEN
PERRY RUSSELL, Real Party of Interest,

LY =T - B I = ¥ " R v |

—t
[ T

f—
Ll

Respondents.

ORDER DENYING PETITIONS FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS FILED DECEMBER 6
]l AND 9. 2022, RESPECTIVELY, AND MOTION TO COMPEL FILED DECEMBER 6. 2022

e
L -

-
oy}

These matters concemning Petitioner JOHNNY MCMAHON’S Petitions for Writ of Habeas

—
=1

Corpus filed December 6 and 9, 2024 respectively, and Motion to Compel Court to Order

[y
[=.+]

Evidentiary Hearing and for Order to Transport Petitioner filed December 5, 2022 came, in

—
o]

chambers, to the attention of Department XXII of the Eighth Judicial District Court in and for Clark

-2
=

County, Nevada with JUDGE SUSAN JOHNSON presiding, while reviewing cases with pending

b2
p—

motions with no request for hearing.

[
-2

[R]
Tl

As set forth within this Court’s Order Denying Petition for Writ of Mandamus filed

1~
e

“ November 16, 2022, this matter was initiated April 8, 2022 in the First Judicial District Court in and

b
Ln

for Carson City, Nevada. The case consisting of 144 pages was transferred to the Eighth Judicial

[
(=)

District Court on May 23, 2022 pursuant to Order. This Court has reviewed the file transferred from

(R
=1

the First Judicial District Court, Petitioner’s Motion for Respondents to Produce Valid Arrest

]
oo




SUSAN H. JOHMNSON
DISTRICT JUDGE

DEPARTMENT XXII
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Warrant from 2005 and Proof of a Probable Cause Hearing filed May 23, 2022, and the underlying

criminal matter, State v. McMahon, Case No. 06C220825, filed March 28, 2006. Notably, in the

criminal case, MR, MCMAHON was charged with committing various sexual offenses and he
received a trial by jury. Ultimately, the jury found MR, MCMAHAN guilty of committing three
counts of Sexual Assault with a Minor Under Sixteen (16) Years of Age (Category A Felony in
violation of NRS 200.364), three counts of Statutory Sexual Seduction (Category C Felony in
violation of NRS 200.364 and 200.368) and one count of Open or Gross Lewdness (Gross
Misdemeanor in violation of NRS 201.210). See Judgment of Conviction filed July 29, 2008 in

State v. McMahon, Case No. 06C220825. The Judgment of Conviction was affirmed on appeal to

the Nevada Supreme Court on October 16, 2009, In the criminal action, Petitioner thereafter filed
varipus motions to dismiss, disqualify the district court judge, as well as three petitions for writ of
habeas corpus, two petitions for writ of mandamus and one for writ of prohibition. As pertinent
here, MR. MCMAHON alleged within those motions and petitions, inter alia, the justice court
lacked jurisdiction to act because the State failed to timely present a proper charging instrument,
fraud was committed upon the courts throughout the processes, and thus, because of these issues and
based upon his innocence, the jury verdict should be set aside, the case dismissed and Petitioner
should be unconditionally released from custody. In sum, what MR, MCMAHON argued in Case
No. 060220825 is the same as what is averred in this matter. Most, if not all, the issues raised here
were decided—and denied—in Case No. 06C220825. Further, and more importantly, these issues
have also been decided within this Court’s November 16, 2022 Order filed in this case.

Pursuant to the rule of claim preclusion, a valid and final judgment on a claim precludes a

second action on that claim or any part of it. See Five Star Capital Corp. v. Ruby, 124 Nev. 1048,

1052-1053, 194 P.3d 709 (2008). Claim preclusion applies when a second suit is brought against the

same party on the same claim. Further, in Nevada, the courts follow the modern view that claim




SUSAN H. JOHMNSON
DISTRICT JUDGE

DEPARTMENT XX
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preclusion embraces all grounds of recovery that were asserted in a suit as well as those that could
have been asserted. fd., 124 Nev. at 1053. In short, MR. MCMAHON is precluded from bringing a
second action in this Court concerning the same issues that were brought—or should have been
brought--against the STATE in the criminal matter. Notwithstanding that premise, this Court in the
present action has already decided the matter whereby MR. MCMAHON’S filings are successive
and repetitive. Accordingly, as there is good cause therefore,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED Petitioner MCMAHON’S
Petitions for Writ of Habeas Corpus filed December 6 and 9, 2022, respectively, as well as his
Motion to Compel this Court to Order Evidentiary Hearing and Order for Transport of Petitioner

filed December 6, 2022 are all denied.
Dated this 29th day of July, 2024

s ansdfihna

SUSAN H. JOHNSON, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

F79 D29 B265 B849
Susan Johnson
District Court Judge
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CSERV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Johnny McMahon, Plaintiff{s) CASE NO: A-22-853003-W
V5. DEPT. NO. Department 22

Mevada State of, Defendant(s)

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Electronic service was attempted through the Eighth Judicial District Court's
electronic filing system, but there were no registered users on the case.

If indicated below, a copy of the above mentioned filings were also served by mail
via United States Postal Service, postage prepaid, to the parties listed below at their last
known addresses on 7/30/2024

Johnny McMahon #1022589
1200 Prison Rd
Lovelock, NV, 89419




