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STEVEN ANTHONY HAAG,
Petitioner,
CASENO: CRO3P1520
VS. :
DEPT.NO.: 4
STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent,

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

/

in this matter, a true and correct copy of which is attached to this notice.

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, mall on July 24, 2006.

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on July 12, 2006 the Court entered a decision or Order

You may appeal to the Supreme Court from the decision or order of the Court.
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RONAL G, JR, CLERK
By:
DEFUTY

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA,

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

* %
STEVEN ANTHONY HAAG,
" Petitioner,

V. _ | Case No. CR03P1520
CRAIG FARWELL, WARDEN, Dept. No. 4'
LOVELOCK CORRECTIONAL CENTER,

Respondent.
/

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW -
AND JUDGMENT

On October 7, 2003, the parties, by and through their respective counsel, Joseph R. Plater, for the
State of Nevada, and Thomas Qualls, for the petitioner, appeared before the court for an evidentiary |
hearing on Haég’s petition for writ of habeas corpus (post-conviction). After having heard and
considered the evidence and testirﬁony, the court makes the following ﬁndings of fact and conclusions of

law:

FINDINGS OF FACTS

1. On July 22, 2003, by way of information, the State charged petitioner with four counts of sexual
assault with a child under the age of 14 years. Jennifer Lunt of the Washoe County Public Defender’s

Officer represented petitioner.
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2. On August 26, 2003, petitioner pleaded guilty to one count of sexual assault with a child under the
age of 14 years and two counts of lewdness with a child under the age of 14 years. The court sentenced
petitioner to life in prison with eligibility for parole after 20 years on the sexuai assault conviction and
life in prison with eligibility for parole after ten years on the lewdness convictions.

3. On November 19, 2004, petitioner filed a post-conviction petition for writ of habeas corpus. The
court dismissed the second and third claims of the petition, and held a hearing on the first claim of the
petition.

4. In the first claim, petitioner alleges his counsel was ineffective for failing to investigate certain
defenses to the charges. The court denies this claim. |

5. Petitioner first asserts his former wife, who was a complaining witness, was incompetent. Petitioner
failed to demonstrate how his former wife’s incompetence would provide a defense to the charges
against him. In addition, petitioner failed to present any evidence that his former wife was incompetent.
6. Petitioner further alleges there is evidence of his former wife’s “physical and verbal abuse” of the
child victim. But petitioner fails to demonstrate the specific relevance of this assertion in relation to a

possible defense. And petitioner failed to prove any specific abuse of the child. He only testified that

his former wife was rough with the victim.

7. Petitioner also alleges there is evidence of a “suspicious relationship which Louise had with another

man at the time of the allegations in this case[.]” The court finds that petitioner failed to show how this

fact would have led to a successful defense at trial.

8. Petitioner asserts there is evidence regarding his “attempt to take his daughter out of a dysfunctional
situation and the reaction of Louise[.]” Petitioner failed to show his counsel’s conduct was deficient or
that petitioner suffered any prejudice because his counsel failed to investigate such evidence.

9. Petitioner asserts there is “evidence that the allegations of sexual assault were motivated by a selfish
desire to take HAAG’s property and remove him from the picture.” Id. Petitioner failed to explain how
such evidence might have exculpated him.

10. Petitioner asserts “a defense was available which included exploring the fact that the DNA might
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have come from HAAG, via Louise, and not the alleged victim.” Petitioner faiied to present any
evidence at the evidentiary hearing that his counsel could have presented a defense based on his former
wife planting petitioner’s DNA on the victim.

11. Finally, petitioner asserts “there was an investigation by social services as to allegations of
inappropriate sexual conduct which were dismissed, yet these charges went forward in any case.”
Petitioner failed to present any evidence at the evidentiary hearing that his counsel could have presented
exculpatory evidence from a social services investigation that would have led petitioner to plead not
guilty and insist on going to trial.

12. In sum, petitioner failed to present any evidence that his trial counsel failed té recognize a viable
defense such that petitioner Would have insisted on going to trial.

13. In addition, petitioner signed a written plea memorandum in which he acknowledged that he had

discussed all possible defenses with his counsel. He further stated he was satisfied with his counsel, and

that he was entering his pleas voluntarily, intelligently, and knowing1y. He also admitted the State
possessed sufficient evidence to convict him of the charges.

14. The court’s canvass of petitioner also demonstrates that petitioner entered a voluntary plea.
Petitioner told this court he was entering his plea without promises or threats, that he was guilty, and that
he had had ample time to discuss his case with his counsel.

15. Jennifer Lunt testified that she advised petitioner to accept the plea bargain the State offered because
petitioner had prior felony convictions, the State possessed sufficient evidence to convict petitioner, and
petitioner had made certain admissions about the charges. Ms. Lunt testified she considered petitioner’s
former wife’s abuse of the victim and the social services investigation in making her recommendation.
The court finds Ms. Lunt’s conduct was objectively reasonable, given prevailing professional norms.

16. At the evidentiary hearing, petitioner testified that he pleaded guilty because he did not want to drag
the child victim through a trial.

17. Thus, the court finds that petitioner entered a valid plea, and that counsel was not deficient in any

manner. Petitioner also failed to proved that had his counsel done the things petitioner alleges he should
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have done, petitioner would not have pleaded guilty and would have insisted on going to trial. _

18. For the foregoing reasons, the court denies the petition for writ of habeas corpus (post-conviction).

Je
DATED this_{ __ dayof J:‘Q; 2006.

DISTRICT JUDGE
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Case No. CR0O3P1520

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

| certify that | am an employee of JUDGE CONNIE STEINHEIMER, and that on

the laﬂbday of July, 2006, | deposited in the county mailing system for postage and

mailing with the U.S. Postal Service in Reno, Nevada, a true copy of the Findings of Fact,

Conclusions of Law and Judgment, addressed to:

Joseph Plater, Esq.
Deputy District Attorney
Via Inter-Office Mail

Thomas Qualls, Esq.
Attorney at Law

216 E. Liberty Street
Reno, Nevada 89501

Steven A. Haag

Inmate no. 79268

Lovelock Correctional Center
P.O. Box 359

Lovelock, Nevada 89419

OABM o s

Marci L. Stone —
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

Pursuant to NRCP 5 (b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of The Second Judicial
District Court and that, on this date, I deposited for mailing through the U.S. Mail Service at Reno,
Washoe County, Nevada, postage prepaid, a true copy of the foregoing document, addressed to:

WASHOE COUNTY DISTRICT
ATTORNEY’S OFFICE
APPELLATE DIVISION
(Inter-office mail)

ATTORNEY GENERAL’S YOFFICE
100 N. CARSON STREET
CARSON CITY, NV 89701-4717

THOMAS L. QUALLS, ESQ
216 EAST LIBERTY STREET
RENO, NV 89501

STEVEN ANTHONY HAAG #79268
LOVELOCK CORRECTIONAL CENTER
P.0. BOX 359

LOVELOCK, NV 89419

\ —%

= FORIMATHEUS
CRIMINAL CLERK
July 24, 2006.
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NOTICE OF APPEAL

Notice is hereby given that Stenen Anthony Haag, hereby appeals
fidings of fact, conclusions of law, and judment denying his
petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus entered in this honorable
court on or about the 12th day of July,2006.

Dated this 3rd day of augqust,2006.
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