Case Not 2T1CVY-WRI1-2025-0198
Pursvan! To NRS 239B.030, the Undérs[gp,ed affirms that The
document does not contain social securily nombers.

IN THE ELEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURTOF THE
STATE OF NEVADA I[N AND FOR COONTY 0F PERSHING

JOHNNY E, MCMAHON,

Pefitioner,

¥

THE STATE OF NEVADA, et al,
Respondents.

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSIONOF MOTIONS

It1s requested that the following Motions entitied

(1), Motion for Bail Release Pending Appeal in Disfrict
Court Pursvanl To 33143 and Fed R App. P 9Cb) f(led
O8-14-2025 be Adjvdicated and Granted prior to the
Scheduled hearing date of Febr. 04,2026 based soiely on
the fact that the State Respondents do net possess subject-
matter Jurisdiction over the Case or Mr MeMahons pesson pursvant
fo NRS 113,035 which renders the case as a void jodgment

as a maller of 2w 3and Fuily exhonerates Mr. McMahon,

(2), Motien for Ev[denTiary Hearing and Order for Clerkto
Unseal Record and Prodvce Atrest warrant of 2005 for MeMahon



and any Record of Couvrl Minuvtes of 2 Probable Cauvse hear]nj
between Decl2-15 2005, filed, 08-14-2025. Based vpon the
Fact that a valid arrest warrant was never (ssved, orin place for

Mr M&Mahons arrest, 35 suchthe degree of lies and fravd bpon the
court by State Respendents in fhe past [8 years fo engase in obstiuction
OF Justice, criminal forgery of the signatore of @ siltfing judge on
a lega) docoment and Rico Act Violations, Simply fo secvre a
Criminal Conviction pfa manvfactored 5exX case,[lnowing full well
Yhe Clerk of the Fighth Judicial District Coort,dfno Fime P%sesseé
avalidiarrest warrant onrecord, The State Respondents woent dbove
and beyond thescopeof their official capacity to even seallredact
the record as the State Respondents plan, Scheme and design
was To Keep [Mr McMahon Falsely J'm}oriapnect For life to Keep
JEME From T@COF?STrUCﬂhj ]:iyl“ﬂg Savcer nter tainment and the
Rapid Transit System tp have exclosivity of pver 500,000 guests
per month flying into Hafry Reid Tnternaticasl Airport CDﬂSthﬂudy
dﬁsfray:hg The Sr)rrwﬂc{mﬁ hote| casinos bolem line, wWhecefore, for
the sake of Judicial eFFlézbncy this Motien shevld be adjvdicated
pr;'mr 16 the Schedvled hearing date of 7ebr, 09, 2026,

(3). Motion for Judgment by Defavlt dgainst State Respondent s
for Fallvre to Respond to Courts oOrder of July 24, 2026
Pursuant To FedR Civ.P. 55 Filed ©09-23-2025 be adjvdicated
prior to The Schedvled hearn'nﬁ date of Feby. 09,202¢6.,a5 Fhe
State Respondents have no legal standing to begin with and
a defavlt judgment fenders the nstant Case as noll and void.
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(4). Motion To Compel Court fo Order State Respondents
to Céase and Desist any Further Allempt from Fa'ir'nﬁ out-
dated Responses to Petitioners Motion for Judgment by Default,
Filed [1-03-2025,35 the State Respondents possesses no legal
standing fo participate (n the Instant case,as such fthis Motion

should alsobe adjudicated Pﬂlf)lf To the Scheduled hear[r)g
date of Febr. 04, 2026,

(5).Petilioners Request and Order 1o Transpord Petitioner
T0 Scheduied Motion Héarf'nﬁ\ Dated Febr, 09,2026 gt 2!00 PM.

This metion (5 necessary for Petitioner 1o be Trans por ted 1o

5chedvled Hearing, Sent to Clerk of Cout on Nov.22,2025, lo appear
In persen,as mevanl party pefitiener o make 3 record For

dppellate Feview at the scheduvled hearmg date of Fehr. 04,2026
at 2:00 P.U

(6), Petitioners Request for Admissions Pursvant to Fed R Civ.P.
Rule 36 and Hearing Requested with Petitioners Present, maiied
Jan. 2026, be adjudicated prior to the scheduled hearing
dafe of Febr 69,2026,35 the Clerk of the Cighth Judicial Dist,
Ceuvrt @afnofime possessed a valid drrest warrant of 2005 For
MeMenhon this tUse onbenalfof the Clark Covnty Dist. AHmneyé
Office was instifuted to pvercome the propér e F\{lxlhgof Fhe casein

a Tlmel)/ Panner Pursuan’r fo NRS(73.035, Which dgain, absent a
Valid warrant the case constitules as a vold judgment as held

by the Nevada Supreme Courts law of fhe case on all4s with the
Instant case,
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(7). Petitioners Motion for Court fo Order State Respondents

tp Prodoce States Exhibiis#32-33 fp have DNA Evidence I:orénﬁﬂcazl}/
Analyzed Pursvant to NRS 176.0718(3)(c) To Determine Probative
\/aluej malesd Jan. 2026, thisevidence was cenfral tp the J'ur}/
Verdict and was mTe’nTL-DnaHy designed by v indictive prosecuvtors
to hoodwink the court and mislead the yury of the true evidence,
Usfng States Expert, RiD., from Utah Crime Lab,tp claim fhe Cammfngtgcﬁ
DNAevidence on Mr McMahons bedc{llﬂﬁ was |-38.000against the
defendant for Tearing witness accuser‘E.H%,hquena( blood sac during
the (nitial sex actin June, 2004 when the said evidence vsed to
convict was conflscated by LVMFD (n Oct,200%, the States Fravdvlent
concealment of exculpatory DNA evidence of E.ts volvntary statement
of Oct, 2005\Clal‘ml‘n6 anf She ha&la menstural Peria‘d discharg ¢,on
Ctates Exhibits®32-33 which was lnTenh'anaHy wg‘fhhélé,b\; State
prosecvtors from covtt and Jury, which how Warrants Court to Ovder
the DN A evidence o be F{orens{caux/ analyzed fo eliminate Mr.
McMahon of any involvement in asex act with E.H, and @again, fo
prove State Respondents desperate Use of evidence to secure

a conviction against Mt McMakon and fravd vpen the covrt, For
the sake ijud(cial@Fft‘ciencx/\hav{»qg the States evidence
examined,against the pr{ma facle evidence on file. would only
prove that the Clark County District Attorneys Office has no
Intentions of playing fair by therules 15 again, their objective
from the ovtset was fo Secure 3 conviction of Mr MeMahon Usrlng
any means necessary as No couort or the Nevada State Ba; Assn,
ls going to hold any DDA or DA dccovntable for violating the law

as the agency 1s being protected; and
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(8), Petitioners Motion for Court o Declare the Petitioness
Post- Conviction First- Direct Appeal as Cowsmuf[onatly Noll
and Void under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments, mailed
on day of January, ok E[‘ghfh Judicial District Couvrt,Judge,
David Barker, intentionally forced Jegally retained(discharged
trial aftorney, Pavl Wommer, back onto the instant case creating
d clear conflict of Interest, The court was put on notice bolh
at senfencing,and in fimely filed pro se motions, for the court
fo stay the case and withdraw Wommer a5 covnsel,enabling
Mr MeMahon o retain new covnsel to prosecote the First-
dIFECT app@a! OFrL@hJ[. N o court, fnc!ué{ng Hﬂs T‘ﬁuiew{nﬁ covrty
has evey ¢ngage d in such a censtitutional structoral error,
toviolate the Gth Amendment rights of 3 defendant and an
appellate court rvled that such error Was proper and legal.
Denying Mr MCMahen of his rights to a procedorally foll and
fair First-direct appeal hot only invalidates dny AEDPA
brovisions @s a State defense, it varrants this covrt 1o
~declare The Post-Conviction First-Direct Appeal as Nl

and Void 3s a mater of law.

Accordingly, The foregoing Motions are necessary for Hus Coort

Fo adjudicate prior to the Schedvled haarmﬂ date of Febr 04, 2024

at 2100 P, for the Sake of the justice owed to the case and to
Mr. McMahon,

T715 S0 PRAYED,
Dated:  dayof Janvary, 2026 Respect folly submifed,
g Nern— -

J(Dhnn\/ F.M<¢Mahon
Pro se



VERIFICATION/ AFFIRMATION NRS 2398030

Mr MtMahon declares under penalty of pergory that the
Follpwing and foregoing statements, evidence and pleading L5
froe and dccurate to the best of his ability and possesses Cirst-
hand Knowledge of the truth and accoracy of the events and that
nhe docoments contain the social Security number of anyene,
Dated: day of Janvary, 2026,
QQL»\D{),M(//’\——/\

“Dhnﬂy F M <Mahon
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Mr MEMahon declares that a true and correct copyof Request
for Svbmission of Motions was placed in 0.6, mail postage pre-
S')a[é on da\/ Of Janu&r% 202¢ to!

Aaron Ford

Altorney General

State of Nevada

00 N. Carson St

Carson City, NV 8970 |
Qp ﬁ LS 4 —
/Jp}mm/ F.McMahen

Pro ze
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