dohnny £, M¢Mahon rf102255‘?
Lovelock Correctional Center
[200 Prispon Road
Lovelock NV 89419
InProper Person

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
TN AND FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA

JOHNNY E. MCMAHON, CASE NO A-25-9 8548w
Petifioner, DEPT. NO: X1

VS,

STATE OF NEVADA etal.

?espondents,

PETITIONERS REPLY TO STATES OPPOSITION TO
PETITIONER'S MOTION TO AMEND DISCLOSURE (ST
OF STATEE RESPONDENT'S TO PENDING PETITION
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND HEARING REQUESTED.

DATE OF HEARING: JANUVARY 28 2026
TIME OF HEARING: 9:30 AM

COMES NOow, M<Mahon, Pcﬂh‘onev; Pro se_moves thi's
Honerable Court to Granf the qlwve Captioned Motion, The
Cl&ﬂ\@”hﬂ Court (g in possession of all relevant pnmaf’acw
€ xhibits in support of The Amended Disclosvre List of State
Respondents,



STATEMENT OF CASE/FACTS

|, For the sake of Fed{mclancy and Jludr'cl'al efﬂ‘cienc,)/ The.
Petitioner will refer this covrt to the Statement of Case/ Facts

ddressed in the Petitoners Reply fo States Opposition of Emergency
Motion under NRAP27(EY(2) for Covrt to Grant Petition For Writ
of Mandamus for Want of Subject Matter Jurisdiction in Less than

[H Days and Declare @ Vord Jodgment Pursvant Fo NRS (73.635and

Hearing Requeste d,

2. When the vehicle (s bél‘ng driven by a pro se prisoner petitiones
the Cout engages in judicial activism fo protect State Respondents
to First: Denya Hfarzlng Requested with the fransport and appearance of
the movent pacty petitioner Guuing the Clark Coonty District Atlornes s pffice
Carfe blanche To conduct and dictate one sided ex parte hearings, by design,

fendering the movant party a5 Uoiceless dnd Lnable to Mmake a resod

For appellate review,

. Ever\]f motion fled by a pro se Pgtfﬂ@ner for the appo[ntmenf
of Counsel in post- Conuiction, |s denied based Vpon the Covrts mind-

get that defendants do'not peossess a 6th amendment tight fo counsel,

Which tuns afsul 6f the fact that Nevada (s lawye_r~dr[uzrﬁ State and a
pro se prflsoner pe’r[hbner has g belter chance OF}MEé“fI;@g Jesvs Chnst

at Tace Bell for lvach than being daépensea ¢qual justice which 6 pwed

to the case,

4, For 18 yeors the Evghth Judicial District Courts have been
Sponsor]ng law lessness and t’ngaging in collusien To Pro'recf the
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A4 (Cont): Clark Cowﬁy District Aﬁomz}/ Offices” criminal €h'f€rpr;56
To run (oughshod over defendants Constituotional rt'ghfs To Secure
Wrongful Convictions, Forfunately this degree of 6bstipction of
Justice, fravd vpon the courts and Rico Act Violations |'s now being
Investigated by .5, AHotney General Sigal Chalttah and (s exactty why
the State Respondents earned the)r place fo become isted (n the Petitipnere
Disclosure list for Committing fravd vpon the covrt \nsubordinatipn of
peryury, and judges for going sutside the scope of their officfal capacity
and color of law, To engage i1n a Conspiracy fo 1un roughshod cye r the
Fghtsof proseprispnerer petitioners as no checks and balances are

inplace to overturn these overt acts 1o (jl‘SPenaé €gual Proi‘vé_c;ﬂ(br\_

5. Based upon the fact thal the Clark County D|'5‘m'cfAHmm£yé
Office has been Comm! Hing fravd upon the court since Mareh 23,
2006, claiming in open court That defendant Was in arrest warrant status
Since Y’\pr'i 12005, Knowfnﬁ full well that ho such arcest warrant exi sted
and was designed 10 ovecome the jurisdictional defect wWhich render s the
Case @ Vo4 judgment, Thenin Dec. 201, DDAE G 0.and C.B., rejnforced this
e 501}13 to Det Al s 6FFice to retrieve the Unfied Declaration of Warsant/ |
Sommens from hi e Files and Faxm& the ngUﬁ docuoment pver o defFensg
couvnsel, Rochelle Nguyen, now a Nevada State Senator, who Witnessed
DDA,C. B parade The docoment arovnd the covrtroom cbamﬁ Fhat 1t as

a valid drrest warrant dnd JudgeBaiker failing to Plhysicaily (nspect the
Fequisite evidence pursvant to Controlling standards o Certify the
question s to Subject-matier jurisdiction which goes o the ¢ ravamen

of the case however this rpse will not pass constitotipnal Scruting in
the federal covrt under Tn Re Winship Bucden of Proof Standard asthe.
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5.(Cont): two prong litmus test consists of the: Busden ofF

Production and the Burden of Persvasion, and being that this ruse

has lasted for 18 years and a3 warrant doesit exist, State Respondents
are unabie To persvade the Court and Svbpoena powers will be granted
for the Cleck of Court to Unseal record and fo produce the original Copy of
the Arrest Warrant of 2005 for 1MSManen and For The Clark Covnty Dist,
Atormays Office Tp produce theis Copy of the Arrest warrant whieh theyve

been claimng 2d navseom tp exist fo 118 years, howeyer they wont e able
to.hoodwitha federal Covrt as the Standad of Review in Chicago Preklig Supra
tequires all lower and Inferior courts to First certify the guestion as fp
Sobject-malier jurisdiction by physically 'thnspech'ng the requisite
evidence for the Sake 6f Full disclosure and Jrrans[

parency To Certify
Title 111 Jurlﬁdtlcﬂlanl ds Justice Scalﬁa\wﬂﬂ'nﬁ For the Court putin

place the Courts Cortrolling Standard, as Oppssed to T&u(ewinﬁ
tnferior Courts Taézﬂy and blindly aCCEPHInﬁ whalever a prosecuitor
pukes eul @5 valid, The Covrt Coined the phrase  The Docﬂt'n'@OF
Hypothetical Jurisdiction”and Sevefally Chastised the Gth Circott Court,
f‘ncludt'nﬁ the State 6f Nevada, fpr engaging ‘n this practice Which s
still ongoing 27 years later in Nevada, as noone holds the Clark County
Drstrict Aflotneys 6ffice or Fhe protectionist 8th Judicial District
Courts dccovntable, Which €qua lly extends 5 the Nev, Svpreme Covrt a5
fha}/ claimed that Jrhey 3ddressed the Jurisdictional malter which (s
IMPOSSIBLE without physically inspecting the arrest warrant, and which
15 exactly why 8th Judical District Court Judge, Momica Trugillo, Sealed/
Redacted the record o both hide the truth and protect the Clark
County District AHorneys OFFices’ Criminal enterprise notwithstanding
the fact that the couri dllowed DOA Jacob Villany 10 duthos the courts
“Order 1o invoke 1'nappLLcab[e ADEFA provisions as procedvral defavlt.
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ARGOMENT

P"USTGHA foremp st e».)ha?‘ stands ouf 89 gfafma Iy bbvieys | 5 the
fact thet the State author Is def; uerafvél/ gnenng the arrest Wwarsrant ruse

and any of Convicted- ﬁ?!on r@TaJnveé/]@gal/ df5ch’~l(§€d aﬁome/u Pau|
Wommer's errofs and omi Ssmns as well as the fact ;‘haj the Clark
County District Alomeys Office flavdulent concealment of exculpartory DNA
evidente, or Judge Barkers, Judicial Bias, in Creating a cenflict of inferest
in reappointing P, backents the case to prosecote my fi first-direct dppeal of rishts
The reason this avther has Infﬁnf‘ma‘i!}/ AVoided these Constitvrpnal stroctoral
errors |s becavse the State Respondents have no legal Sffmdm@ and b/
Commﬁmg fravd vpon the court bnder NRCP Rule 60 (b)(6)(d)(3) renders
the Instant case tipe for cont oversy as the framers put ' place 3%5avings
clavse”for petitionecs to collatecatly affack their convichon and sentence
in perpety £+y. The United States Svpreme Court in Hazel- Atlas Glass Co. v,
Hartford Empire Co.,322 U5 238 (1944) took vp fravd vpon the covurt and
the proper venicle Used whena party has upset The r‘nfegfify of the Ju&iqél
machinary cifizens rely on Yo render fBir verdicts Is ﬁ;{framdinay writs to
Compel the performance of an act the law requires which triggers The

Emergency writ of Malndamulﬁ under NRAP 2T7CEN(2) based upon the Wont
of SubjectMalter Jurisdictivnto be adjudicated Within the |4 day time-

frame or the covrt 1o declare the case a Vol judgment pursvant to
NRS 1132025 and NRS 173,045 was put n P)LLE’ for the V&Vtéwmg covrt
10 physically inspect the requisite evtdence 1o prove |¢gal stending, The
Brrest warrant goes to the Gravamen of the €as5¢ which 18 Why no covct
has had the gufs ot covfage T Srmp Y Order the Clerkolthe Coort to
prodvce 2 vai d original C@P;foﬁhe arrest warant of 2008 for McMahon
and 10 simply Order the Clark Covaty District /Jrﬁpmefs Offlee to prodvce
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avalid Copy of the Said arrest warrant based vpon the fact thal the
coliective comrts Knew that no svch dpcoment exists |n the First
place and to Sanction the Clark County District Attorneys of¥ize for
€ngaging .‘F” insvbordination of Pffjwy and frapd vpon the Couvrl Would
8lso require the court To sanction their office fine or report the
ViplationTo the Nevada State Bar Asan, Fjac'mﬁ their bar ilcense in
Jeopardy 35 wWell 35 hold €ach DDA in contempt of Courl, The Collective
Judges (nclude: Justice Court Magistrare, Karen Bennett- Haron,
Erghth Judicazl District CourtJudges : David Barker \William Kephatt,
Susan Johnson, Monica Trugillo, and Michelle Leav(lt who freely
Chese To go pulside pf the Scope s their official Capacﬁy and color
of law, Tp place their bar license ihje@pard\/ o PmTecT the Clark
CGUnTy District Allorneys 6ffice, NDJ{wlf“hSIBndmg the fact To be
Indicted for DbSTrucﬂonofjus’m& and RIco Act Yiolations b)’ the U.S.
/%Hornfz}/ General for STate of Nevada, Sigal Chaftah, who Is currently
lﬂvei‘v’”gaﬂnﬁ fhe Instant case and cast of character, The United States
Supreme Coourt In Chlcaoo Steel aka Chicago Steel and chk[mg Co. v,
Citizens for Befler En\HFOrtmenT' 5230683, (Ho LEd 2(p |185Ct (003
(1998) whereby Justice Scalia, UJrih'nq for the Court, placed the onvs on
Al lower and (nferior courts to prove Title IIT Jurisdiction as o sobject-
malter jurisdiction by physically inspecting the requisite evidence fo
certify the question as absent that 5hou;mg a courtis (|l prepored )
Act, without full diaclosure and Tfansparency, The Covrt went gnto
Severly Chashise the th Circuit CoorT, [‘hC[Udl;ﬂﬁ Fhe State of Nevada,
engaging inthis pradbca To Tac]tly and bu'nd!y dccept 3 prosecvtors cJa,['m)
Coining the phrase™ The Doctrine of Hypothetical Jurisdiction” So here
We are Some 28 years later and the collective (judg-es l(sted above inthe.
Amended Disclosure List are stil] engaging In the practice To profect

~ b~



1he Clark County District AMHorneys OFfice, or the named State
RQSPOnderﬂ‘ﬁ This Notice |5 pramam y dést@ned io compel the
TEUtewmg court To Order the Clerk of the Court and Clark County
Bistrict Aftorneys Office to produce thetr copy of the arrest warrant
of 2005 for McMahon and correct plam errot, 01 again, place their ba
lltms& (n Jeop‘ardx/ The Pfhhmer inNomerevs ﬁ!mag onrfhhm,\ has
chionicled each Nnamed State Respondents yiolations assuch to continoe
W_peaﬂng each State dctors 5pecific acts to warrant a violation (6 no
more than 3 smeke screen for this avther to év 2de Fravdvlent acts,
However, for the sake oFSpeciﬂ'ciT\/ In 2921n aa’dreﬂﬁinﬁ each State
RESPQnéenTS errof and as T uﬂhy they eng ageé in Collvsion, Corrvption,
In this cons p:facy To DbxucUu&ﬂc@ dnd Violate the ¢yl mgruks of
the petitioner to be sved in their Individval Capacity and thig case is
not barred by REDFA provisisns. The Fpllc‘w:nj are nemed Respondents:
[, Clark Cgurﬁry D\ 5Tr|cfAH0rn&y Steven Wollsen Engageim obstruction
of just ce To manipulate both the ClerK of Covrt and 8th Judiaal District
Court,as wellas fravd upon the court fo Sanchion lies by path-ta King
DDAS and Fam'ag to correct these ercors Pwsuaat tn Rule 2.8 of Model
Rules of ProFessional Condvet 1o protect their bar license in Dvarﬂy!y:}aﬁ
ds to p955£5§;n3 a Validarrest warrantin 2005 For M<Mahpn, and more
Seripus Criminal acts of forgery of Justice Covrt Magistrote, KB H, on
a b05U5 TCR docvment tohich Constitouies Rico Act Vlblahbns,

2. Former Clark Covnty District Aftorney David Rogers, engaged in
the Inihial Fravd vpen the covrt in claiming his office possessed a valid
CE)P)/(DFESH arrest warrant of 2005 for M<¢Mahan, and Fafhrng to correct
plainerror pursvant to Rule 3.8 of Model Rules of Professional Conduct,
D A, Rogers engaged in obstruction oF justice fo 5ecure a conviction to

~7-



2.(Con't): place his bar [lcense in Jeopardy 10 engage in RIC
ACT Vielations.

3. Wark County Deputy District Attorney, Gien 0'Brien, at frial in-May, 2008
€ngaged in obstruchion of Justice andcivilrights Uislations to deny the
Petitioner of a procedurally Full and fair frial to coerce State witnesses
to commit perjury and fravdvlently conceal excutpatory DNA evidence To
hosd wink the court and Intention ally mislead the jury o secure a
conviction,and again in December, 2011, commi h‘r'rxﬁ Fravd upon the
Uistrict Court by Introducing into the covrt record a Declaration of Warrant/

Summens To claim that the Lnfiled document was a valid arrest

warrant of 2005 for M¢Mahon a clear fravsd vpon the covrt, Fhen
engaging in Criminal forgery Using a bogus TCR dpcoment with the
Sﬁignafwe of Ma@isﬂahz‘ KBH, fravdvlently affixed to the hogus TCR
docvmenttp assert that based Lpon Magistrate, k BHE, s1gnatvre
on the bogus docoment Toovercome 8 probable cavse Gernsten
Hearing b'e[ng condvetes on paper,to dlso overcome the Lnwarfanted

Brrestof Dec. 12,2005 of McManhon, DO A, 6 0. additionally €ngaged

In collusion ,Corruption,and a COD5P|rac>/ To go sutside the Scope.
of his official douties to Violate the Petitioners Clvil rights,

4. Clark County Deputy District Alorney, Priyanka Sedlock, atfrial o M3y,
2008 engaged in 6bstruction of justice and ciull vl Ights viglations to aeny
Petitionec of 2 procedvealiy fuliand fair trial to coerce State witnesses To

Commit perjury and the Fravdvlent concealment of excutpatpry DNAevidene
1o hoodwink the covet and intentionally misiead the joryTo secure g con-

Viction, as wellasengaging in colluswa, Corruption @n conspiracy under
Rico AcT Vislahuns,

- 8-



5. Clark Covnty Deputy District Aﬁamg}g Colleen Brown on Dec (6,
201l commilied Fravd vpen the court by }nfraducinj into fthe couvrt
tecord 3 Declaration of Warrant/ Summans to claim that fhe unfiled
document was 8 valid Arrest Warrant 6f 2005 for NeManon, 3
clear fravd Upon the Ccourt then 6;&@351})3 in Criminal forgery USi'ng

3 bogus TCR document with the Signature of Magistrate, K&H,Frau&ulmﬂy
affixed To the bogqus TCR document to Overcome the unwarranted
arrest of Dec. 12,2005, DDA _¢. B.]adde}llonal!y @ngageii‘n collvsion,
corrvption and 3 Cf?nspfracy fo go outside the scope &€ her
0fficial duties To Viplate the Petitipners civil rights,

6.Clark County Deputy District Aftorney, dacob Villani, acting in
collusion with 8th Judicial District Court Judge, Monica Trugillo To
~Buther the Cpurts Orderin Case Noi A-19-740328-W, Dept. No: 3
- Filed 5/04/ 2024 . This act rons afoul of +he NRAP Fora courtto
gllpw a C‘EPUT}/ district aftorney to author the Courts Oréer 1o Invefe
i'napplic:abm AEDPA pm\zisims of procedvral defavit, The covitdid
hot even lay eyes onthe pro se petition of related motwas deny[nﬁ
Petitioner of 4 pr&cééurath/ folland fair P(Dﬁf‘convzahbn appeal

. State of Nevada, Atlerney Genersl, Aacon Ford, Wwas (nstrumental
In denying the Petitioners numerovs pardon board applications, and in
'Fﬁprésenﬂng the Bth Judicial District Court To Motwon the court to
Seal/Redact tecord to hide the truth, Knswing full weil that both his office
amé‘ Clark Courtdy District Altorneys OFFice did not poscess a validarrest
Wwarrant of 2005 foc MCMahsn, 80d Falled 1o correct the plain error thereby

denying Petition of a procedorally fuil and fFair poot-convictien appeal.

- -



8. State of Nevada, DepuTyAﬂpmgy General, Sabrina Clinten, l‘fngaggé
in fravd Lponthe Covrt o claim in opposition briefs, that the Clark
Covnty District Altorney s OFFL.C@ Possesszd 4 Valid copy ofan arrest
warrantof 2005 for MCMahon, and engaged 1n collusion, co rrophion
and a conspiracy to represent the Clark County District A Horney 5
OFfice and requested that the Eighth Judicial Distrlct Covrt, Judge,
MonieaTrogillo, f6 Seal/Redact the record 6n Nov, 14, 2022 tohide
the troth that ho such arrest warcant existed and Further denying the
Clerk of Covrt from Produuhﬁ an onginal Copy of the arrest twarsant of
2005 for Mellahon T0 prove subject- matter jurisdiction.

q.Las vegas To wnship Justice Court, Magistrate, Raren Benneti- Haren,
went ouvtside the s@ope of her oFficial capacity on Dee, VM, 2005

in Fai:'mﬁ to condvet 3 probable cavse Gernstein Rearing within
H8 houts sf the bnwarranted arrest sn Dec.i2, 2005 0n record with
witnesses, 35 mandated by Gernstein v Pugh svpra and C@L)rﬁ}/ of
R\veuldé\f MCL?uchim Supra. On Dec. |5, 2005 at the Initia
Appearance the cout failed to adhere to the CDerolHr’zﬁ statutes
NRS5 173.035 and NRS [T73.0H 5, Lwohen State prosecvte requested the
Cavse be passesd as a proper changing Inatrement was net available 1o
hold defendant to any crime, The court Violabed the Petiioners, St 6,
|4 amendment rights in fa‘llfnﬁ to dismiss the Cavse witheut prejudice,
pursvant to Statutory law inproper refiling of case, insiead the covrt
passes the Cevse as motwned and Ordered Petitioner fo be released

Bn own racognfzancé,"lha court aga{n Vielated the Petitioners
consmuhbnauy protected rl'gms and [aws of the case of MNev, Supreme.

Ch when between Dee 15 2005 onti| Aprilé, 2006 the State Failed
to propecly refilethe caseto establish subject-matier Jursdichon,

,[O..



T, ((D‘r{f) based Lpen the States f3i(ure to properly refile the
Case Jmmed}'aieiy forthwith to protect the H‘ghfs of C'l'fi'zenﬁwtuht'}w_
glVing S‘fawpwsecufofs Another bite ai +the apple to follow the
curative/corrective statvles to first s5ecore a val'd arrest warrant
then prodvce and serve a proper charging Instroment on defendant, State
Falled To follow constitvtional structural law and laws of case of Ney.
5. Covrt In 3 long line of venerable Cases which fully exhenerated the
defendants and held the 2se constitotes a5 4 void Judgment,which
leaves The reviewing covrt with no discretion toact, On Hacch 23, 2006
at Preliminary Hﬁaﬂ'ﬂg Clark Covnty Depoty Dist. Attomey, C. B, z‘ntemimau)/j
With malice and aferethovgnt, began this Campaign of lies and
fravd uvpon the covrt,to svercome the Void judgment, by asserting
In ppen covrt that the defendant was in arrest warrant 5tatvs

from April 2005, The Court STImngiy re bulled the dssertions ho}d{nﬁ
that the Clerk of the Court has no sueh arrest warrant 6n File., Ae
Opposed to the Court this fime d(smigg[ng the Case with prejudice
for Want of svbject-matler jurisdictpn censtituting 354 void
J‘udcjmenffrhe court chastises the Clark Covnty District A Hmney},
Office For falling 1o fimely tefile Cases possessing & modus operandi
of engaging 1n Such condvct however the court ecrors by binding fhe
case over to the Bth Judicial Disirict Couct to deal with the
JWrsdictional defect in vielation of Statvtery law as the court
didnpt [¢gally possess the power and duthority fo achand did not
[3wfully obtain legal cvslody over the Case and the State Respendents
did notpossess |¢gal Custedy 6ver the persen M<Mahon, fo puisve
prosecuh‘on 6F the Case. Vo4 Jud@menh NoTw'lf‘hSJ{and[nﬁ the
Fact that Petitionecs retained alerney Payl Wommer, failed to motion

the court In limine to dismiss the case with prejudice for void judgment,

.__‘ l,—_,



9. (cont): Justice Courf M agl'sﬂafé’,, RBH. continpsd To Sponsor
and Sanction the Clark Covnty Digtrick AMorneys 0Ffices” |awlessness
when on Dec |6, 201 at 3 sfrickland HQar]ng PDA GO and c. B,
Presented @ bogus TR document after presenting the unfiled
Declaration of Warrant/ Summopns claim:'nﬁ that the docuoment was
avalid arrest warrant, which 16 (n sfark contrast te the Orig;ha[
TCR document [ssued 1o Petitioner on Dec, |2, 2005. The States
bogi)s TCR document, replete with white pot marks adnd redactions,
Contains the fravdolent afflyed Signature of Magistrate., KBH, on
the docoment as the signature fons Underneath the pre-printed
form 1ine and boxes, which defies Forensic Science and is Clearly
Case of criminal forgery by Government officers of 3 siting Sudge on
a legal document, Sub sequent fo thigs

farce and sham Strickland
Heariag the Petitivner forwarded 2 prose motien and CoTrespopdence
fo Magiﬁfrahi‘ KBH, te avthenticate 3nd Ve,rf@ her signatvre pnthe
States TCR document as being true and dccorate and 0 svbpoena
The States original TCR docoment for 3 Forensic examina bisn o
determine fthe crime of forgery exiots ? The court refused to
porsve fhl'cs 1.ﬂqw'ry and Ff\éely chose To pmfect, 5Ponsor and sanchon

[dwlessness of the Clark chnfy District /-H‘fﬁmay,é OFFLce.

(0. Las Vegas {WéfrOpolt"ran Police Derpa/fmen'[' Detective, Artvro Chavez,
on Octi¢ 2004 |n 3 Voluntary statement Interview of the Petitioner
lied prp fusely cta;'mmﬁ Fhat he spoke 10 Witness decvser, 5.H, and
Ne claimed that she Wwas pregnant, which was alie as BH, Infenhbnauy
CVaded Deti Al fFor over a year tp give a volen tary Statement (nterview
On Nov. 2005, these oyert lies by Det Al were designed to secure g
DNA buccal swab, as testified at frial in May, 2008, bx/ bet) A, Calling

J]Z_



10. (Con't): the Tactic To }(}egally S¢cure a [INA buccal swab, 3
[Use Lsed by detectives 1o sometimes get 2 svspect To admit
to the crime. ©n direct examination 6f DDA Go., Detl A C. asserted
that he drafted ouvt an 3rresi warrant, then on re~direct €xamnation
‘b\'/]DDA‘G,D,J fecanted to claim thal when the defendant was drrested
on Dec. 12,2005 that an arrest Warrant was not |n place, Again,
fhis arrest warrant ruse qoes to the gravamen sf the Case,rendering
The case as a voia@judgment Det A C failed to interview anyeone
Known fo €ither witness accuser. yet interviewed Petitioners 5 year
Old preschooler davghter, R M. sné coerced with sUGgestive tactics to
clalm that R.M, withessed the Petitioner and E.H, Riss and have sex,
in the voluntacy sfatement interuiew, R.M., alse claimed that she had
2 boyfriend, that her dad Gave her 2 golf balls for Chnistmas, that TVs
Can fart, ete, Fantasy and fiction consistent with infant children,
meore over, at triakin the credibility contest, the court Failed to comply
Wwith sratutes and Cwnhallm@ laws pf the case to nteruiew m Lnor children
Under the age of l?., OUtside the presence pf the J-ury\ to determine
credibility and just tmpression s,a5 when Rl was forced to Testify
35 3 States witness she covldat recall anyofthe events,as to the
Voluntary Statement Interview, and Wwas vnable to €ven read the said
dOc:umenf, the court allpwed the States volontary statement | nterview
entered as eVidence of prier acts, Det, Ac,in !HHEgaHy ob%ath{nﬁ the
DNA buecal swab, was net SUppressed by covtt as atorney, Pw. faled
fo motipn the covrt to Guppress the {\He@alty phtained DNA evidence,,

. Las Vegas Metropoiitan Police Or’ﬂ'cer‘ Neel Lefrebve pn
Dec 12, 2005, went putside the scope of his official doties to

€ngaqge Ir’) Enfrapmenf sF The Pt’ﬂ\h‘f)néi’, ftn rﬁSpomdlﬁﬂ tea dtéffgej

_[3_



[I.(Con't): call by MenT@H\/ Challfmged Adult COMplai\ﬂ&"lbeRN,
and NL coerced EH,, to call the Petitioner to flush him eut of
O0r.P.cs hovse Inte the public, ashad a valid arrest warrant been
In place on NCIC/ Scope ,the rogue cop NL, covtd have simply
driven over tp Dr, P.¢.'s residence to effectuate a legal arrest, yet
When the P(thzﬂner (n the (Vse, 3 greed to meet with E.f, at a T-lI
on pi rlvate prepecty, fogue cop NL, contronted the Petitipner,
berated him for sexva lly dssavlting, Bt handwffed Petitioner

and Transperted him 1o ccne for expired ll lcense plates on DrPGs

Vehice. U/h\ereby 94.999 %p of +he fime constitutes a Luarmng

or hon- mDumc Tmatfic crfatwn

12, SAINT nurse practisneer, Phyliss Suiter, a part-time
employeeef the State Tesﬂf}/{ng faverably over 64 times, absent

declaring the [ncome on her W=2 Form tax statements,used jonk
SClence analys: s, claz'mfng that she diagnesed, E.H, months after
the fact and festified at frial In May, 2008 that EiH.s hymenal fear
Wwas Consistent with a sexval assauvlt, as|F\aginas Can talk, and
absent correboration by 3 medical [ physician, F.5.5 pr@‘udt'a'a I and

blas comment was designed to 5uppwr“t and collaborete, EH.6
‘reehmony

I3, State of Utah, Forens| ¢ Labrafmy DN A €Xpert, Rebecca Holl,
Who claimed at trial she examined States Gxe? 3i- 33, Petitipners
beddmg,TeshﬂeJ that the C{Dmmmgléd DNA was [-38,000 against
defendant for engaging In the Initial sex act, (n June 2004, to tear

E Hs hymenal blood sac, |nfe rrfng to the Jur\/ that the DNA evidence,
Collected by LVMPD on Octi 6,200, that defendant, RiM and EuH, sl
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[3.(Con't): Slept on bﬁwdy beddmﬁ For over four moenths,
however DNA Inflames the passiens of lay J})mrskwhoépasmbns
Loere glreaay inflamed by misjoinder of cases, Notwith standing
the fact, fhat pursvant to NRSI76.0918(c)(2) 3 genetic marker
-Bﬂai\/sis (5 required to determine the trué Commingled bivod DNA,
On STates x5 31-33, Mereever, had alforney, PW, and State s rogue
Vind/cHve prosecutors fravdulently concealed exculpatory DNA
evidence, which Edl.in her voivntary statement Interview, of Oct.
2005 onpage (4 claimed that she had 2 menstural pericd dischane
on Petitioners bédc‘,t‘nfj\fﬂ Oct ZOOH when Petitioner and RM were
in N.Y, Where fore. had atlorney, PW. either presented Els statement or
otipned the covrt fo Suppress the J'llegally obtained DINA evidence, or
Sl'mply Called a3 forepsic expert to rebutl States expert, and test DNA
@vidence which goes 1o the gravamen of the case, the Petitimer
wovld have feceiyed a procedvraity fyll and fair trial sanitized
OF taint, and the putcome of the proceedings wovld haye been
di fferentand the Petitioner would have been acquilied. Howeyer,
bas ed Lpon defense aHﬁmay) Pw, dch'nﬁ L'h the Capaafy oFa second
prosecotor, in on the fix o secvre @ conuiction, Falh'né te potthe
States case to a mean Ll!’lg Ful ddvergarial fe.sﬂl%, dnd the States
Vindletive prosecuvtors Us{ng any factic and sfrafég}/ v secvre 3
Conwchon.lnimtipnaL!y Creating an unleve| playing Fleld to move
The gral posts o Coerce DNA expert R H., to pbfoscate the Facts and
Usurp the legal process tn Failing 1o Forensically test the DNA
pursvant fo controlling legal statuiory standards to determine (f
fhe commingled DNA evidence was hymenal blood Sac,or EiHs menstoral
PErllt?é C’[’Sahafﬁe?
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I4. Eighth Judicial District Court Judge David Barker, an ex-prosacvter
along with Friend aflorney, PW, in the Clark County District Aflomeys Offize,
who's allegiance 15 to the government, €ngaged in Judiciab bias at
trial and In Senfemcing.,as Petitioner put the covrton notizein
Collogquy with couvrt S?Lmngty 8656)/%{03 that retained trial @tormey,
PW, was fired/ legally dischaiged 85 covnsel and cannot prosecvte
the first-direct appeal of right. Petitioner 35ain putthe covrt onnotie
F!'Iéng 3 timely pro se motiens to:(1)Order atorney PW, withdrawas
Couvnsel for Conflict of (nteresty (2) For covrt 10 appoint a conflict-
Cree counsel 10 prosecute the Petitioners Firsi-direct appeal of rights
or(3) Allow Petitivaer to proceed in a FareHa selfing pro se o
prosecote his First-direct appeal of right The covrt commitiesd 2
constitutipnal structoral érrpr and stayed the 3 metions and G ranted
aﬁpfn@,/u, PWs, motion for appsintment of Covnsel enabling P, to

con sTrUcﬁugl}/ hijack Petitionecs First-direct 2ppeal ofright to cover
Uphis 30plus trial eriors and omiss wns And to profd, Pehtioner £lled

£x pam‘f_ correspendence and pro se motion back fo Judge\garkér,
to recuse sva Spente for Cavse for alsp Failing 1o address the, Jorisdictions|

d‘ﬁfﬁdxﬁni Filed ex parte Correspondence and pro se motion tp the Chief
Judge 10 arrest the Case and falke Jurlsdiction, all fo po avail, &n Dec
(6,201l @ Stickland Hearing was condvcted befpre Judge, Barker, to
Challenge retained trial a Home\/\Pwrs, some 30 plus TAC errors and

omissions at lower level,as well as cgn SﬂUcﬂ‘ugL}/ hu‘acic.jq? the

Petitioners first-direct appeal of right. At said hearing, DDAS, 6.0, 8nd
C.B.retrieved the unfiled Declaration sf Warrant/Sommens from
Det, ACy file and Faxed the docoment sver to defense counsel,
Rochelle Nguyen, now a Nevada State Senator, who witnessed DDA,
CB.parade the bpgus document 3rovnd the Courtroom, apsent +he
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(Y. (Con't): C@urTPhyglcau}/ fngpecﬁngﬂ‘he bogus arrest warrant
docvoment, Clalml'ng that the Unfiled Declaration of Warrant/ Summons
was a valid arrest Warrant, to overcome the failvre of Justice
Couvrt To Conduct @ Probable Cavse Gernstein H&arinﬁ Withina 18 hovrs
of the vnwarranted drrest on Dec. 12,2005.The covrt addifionally falled
to physically inspect States bo gus TCR document with the forged a ffixed
Signatvre of Magistrate Kp U, onto the document, and equally egregiov s,
re Flective of the courts Fafally Flawed and erronecvs Order of Apnl,
[ ZOIZ)hDIéing fhaTaHarney\ P Ws, r@meﬁen’[aﬂ&n atthe lower level
was both tactical and strategic in not violahing Strickisnd Standards,
Notwithstanding the fact, that judge Barker continved to protect
both, aflorney, PW. and the Clark County District Aftorneys OFfice,the
Courts Constitutional Structural errorin creating a clear confliet
of interest 1o force an Lnwanted fired / legally discharged trial
lawyer back onto the case to prosecute the Petitioners First-
direct appeal of right renders this a caseof first-impression 3nd

constitutiznally nulland Veid, and renders the Nevada Supreme Courts
Affirmance and Remittitur as nutland void, which equally altaches to

all subsequent p@ﬁ‘rc:@nvfc Flon appeals,

15, Eighth Judicial District Court Judge Willlam Kephart, another
ex-grosecutor Judge, went sutside the Scope of hie officizl ofFice, to deny
petihion for Wit of Habeas Corpus in a post- Conviction appeal,as again,
all subsequent appealsare Constitutisnaily null and Void, yet the court
Used the only available defénea,foprmgd the State, when there |5 no
defeneelllnapplfcabm AEDPAProu'zaionS as procedoral default,
which again, Consirivtional Structural errors can bypass the gateway of
AEDPA pravi%ions and Couvrt failed 10 Comply with the Controlling
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I5.(Cont); 5tandards of the U.g, Svpreme Couvrl i LnRa Wwinshy

and Ch!caga thmg to First Cerfufy the quesTfarl as o subject-
matter Jurisdiction before addres s mg the merits and m,\zakmg

P

l“~2‘PPHcaIDI\2 AEDPA provisions fo bar @ Jurisdictional Feview, or
the constitutional Structuoral error of Judgcpl bias by Judge Barker,
Creanna 3 conflict of Interest 1o render the first- direct appeal of

rlghfae nuil and Vo1 d Which equall Y aflaches to all subsequent
Orders by 8th Judicial District Court Judges,

16, E{ghth Judicial District Court, Judge, Susan Johnson who |ike
all of the Bth Judicial District Court Judges failed to first certify the
question @sTo Subject- maﬁerJur15ALc+Lmn fo protect the Clark
Cou:ﬂ‘x/ District Attorney s oFfI lce, in dec| arma The Case as 2 veild
JUAGmenJr The court 2lso Invoked mappucab e AFDPA pmwsmns
as Claim Preclusien, to den\/ the haheas Pf’.ﬁ“Lﬁﬁﬂ and put LN place
the only defense available to a4 covrt when there 1s np other defese

n PQ@JE convichipn appeals m&})plwabf_e ACDPA 1p J?Zirjurljélc%wn review,

7. EI@h‘f’h Judicial District Covrt Judge Monica Trugillo, went far
ovtside of the scope of the courts official Capacity to allpw DDA,

Jacob Villani, to avther the courts Order denying the Petitioner 5 Writ

6f Habeas Corpvs invoking Inapplicable AEDPA provisions as Procedural
Defavlt and €ngaging in more judiclal activism to grant a mo ton
Flled by the State Aﬁornay Generals Office, Fepresenting the Clark Co.
Dist. Ahys OFfice To Redact/Seal the record 1o hide the troth @s the
Clerk of Court does not possess a valid arrest warrant of 2005 for

MCMahon, which again goes fo the graveman of the case rendering the
instantcase as a Vold judgment,
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|8, EighTh Judicial District Court Judge, Micheile Leavitt, First
failed to Cerﬂf}/ the queshbn,aﬂo 5ubjecf—maﬁerJ‘urigd[mbn,
and (Ike the aforementioned §th Judicial District Court Judges,
‘precTed the Clark Counfy District Aflorney’s office, From eﬂgagmg
in fravd vpon the court, Insvbsrdina Honr OFperJur}/ while SPODDDHHﬁ’ and
Sancﬂ()mnj [awlessness ;and Fa((mg fo Comply with the Comfro!imj
Sfafumry Aws dné Contrel !m\ﬁ laws of the cise sF the Ney, 6, Ct 85 well
The controll m@ standards pf the . Svpreme Couvrt n pravmﬁ Tite 3
Jurisdiction by Phymta”y Fir.’lﬁp€cﬁ;uﬁ the reguisite evidence Vpid dodgment,

[9. Nevada Department of Corrections Northern Nevada Correctional
Center Warden ,Perry Russell, rgtaifafeaa ainst the Petitioner when
SUbSequent To the Petitioner Prevalhnﬁ agamsf the Warden, efal in
a Writ of Mandamus in the First Judicral District Coort, before the
Honsrabie Judge, James T, Russell, Warden JPerey Russell, again ot busted
For iymg in docoments and the Petitioner was Prepaning a 1483 ¢lass action
[awsuit. The Petitioner was housed at NNce For 14 years with no recerd
Fo warrant retaliation ortrans fer, and was medicall ly assigned to NNCC
\/ medical Physlcmn Dro Kareq Gel ney, 35 NINCC fs the anly Flat Vard

facility tn the NDoC, Warden, Perry Russeil, retaliated against
the pefit oner,declarnng the petitioner as lmgwus and placed himon
“Diesel Therapy” fransferring the peh'h'@ner to Warm Springs theato Lec,
A clear 8th amendment \iolation 45 fo cruel and vnusoal pf)nlshment,

20. Nevad a Department of Cmrreaﬂans_ Directo r,James PDrezendra,
fatled to correct the overtretaliation of Warden, Perry Russell, of

Petitioner,to be transFerred back fo NNce, Wherefore, the Directnr Sponsored

3nd Sanctioned the retaliation wnsmuﬁhﬁ Cruel and unpsuva| pUm"shmem.

.._le_



2. Nevada Department of Corrections Lpyelock Correctional Center,
Warden Nethanfah Breitenbach, failed 10 Transfer Petitioner back fo
NNCC, based Lpon the retaliation of Warden  Perry Russell f‘ngagmg
in retaliation to Transfer the Petitioner To LCC.

2, Er‘ghrh Judicial D.'-STHQ:T! Clerk of the Court, Steven Grler son,
€ngageé (n collusion and coyruption in Tf'ansférrmg the instant
Case To Dept. 3 Judge, Montea Trujilio,
Steven Wolfson, Clark Covnty District Attoroeys Office, tp manipulate
the Clerks office to l\m‘anh'ortally place cases in departments,that are
Fauorable to the Clark Covaty Dustrict Aftorneys office, mainly the
X prosecuforjudgm are engaging in obstrochon oFjvshie to
pm%@cl‘ the DAs oFfice and these Rlcy ACT Violatipns gre bel ing
mve_mhg ted by 0.5 Allorney Geperal for State of Nevada, Sigal Chatlah,

u,omkthg in Concert with DA,

CONCLOUSION

Based on the Foracomg the Petitioner respectfully requests

Petitioner’s Motion 1o Amend Disclosvre List of State Respondents
fo Pendmﬂ- Petition for Writ of Mandamvs be granted,

Dated: |18 day of February, 2026,
RESpecTFUHy submitted,
NI<¥ 12 2 —
ohamy E. McMahon
Fro se,



VERIFICATION/AFFIRMATION NRS 239B.036

| Mr. McMahon declares under parwézfyafpérj'ury that the following
and foregping sfatements, evidence and pleading 16 True ané accorate
to the best of his abiiif)/ and Possesses first-hand Knowledse ofthe
fruth and dccvracy of the events and that no docoments contain the
Social secvrity number of anyone,
Dated: 16 day of February, 202¢.

£ ¥
Johnny E. MEMahor

CERTIFICATE OF SERV|CE

Mr. MtMahon declares Fhat a troe and correct Copyof Petitioners
F\EP]\/ to State’s prsfh‘pn to Petitioners Motion to Amend Disclospre List
of State Respondents to Pending Petition For Wit of Mandamus and
Hé@r[ng Requested, was placed in the D.S. Mai posiage pre-peid on |9
day of Febrvary, 2026t0;

Clark Coun by Distriet Atlorneys OFfice
5teven B. Wolfson
200 Lewis Ave.
Lds Vegas, NV 8910]
| & M
Ju}mnf F.McMahpn
Pro se
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