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Ped H loner , Marviez V. _H\exendgu#( HJﬂxgndefJ In: _P:Qp er o

ﬂi?prson respﬁ&fu“gcyﬁubmi’r& this_ Mokion For. Evidentiory. Hearing pocssant

to_fule 8 of dhe Rules_Gomerning. Seckion a3sd Cases tn the Unifed

|Stodes. District Coorts .. .

Th:slmduoan made._ond. based apen- 4be oHcched pmm‘s“cnd B

_Louthoriies , exhibits _and. all_pleadings. and popers_on.. {ile_ in. the above- __

mbitled modber. e e
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Macviez V. Alexander ® 4yg39

Petitianer In -?roPg Persan

Porars_Aup PotHorTTIes

It 36 well estoblished Sopeere Court_low thot a habeas cocpus

tpetibioner 15 entitled 4s Gll__ELV_‘ldﬁﬂ_'HQ%_bQQﬂlrj__\‘F_hg cen. Show Yol s

() tre merits of the factoal d'::s:‘m-le were oot cesslved in

the__state hecr'mg:, {2\ he stote foctuel determinction 1s not

-fo'u-hﬁ SuPPaHeo\ by The_recors os_o sheled (3) dhe fact -

ﬁnd\ng procedore gmplnﬂad_bs__{he sate coort was oot ade -

asuﬁe fo_afSeed o Sull_ond fair hmr'mc%:} (1) there is @

sobstanticl cl!ago’f‘ion of m"“‘hi discovered evidence 3 (8) the

ratoricl §ads_me£&,.mi_odﬂiud§&\§_.d,evﬂlap_id_ai_.ﬁh&_sjg*e -

court hpcrinS; or (&) for 0Ny £easen it OppEOrs oot _the

stote dcier of foct did ot affard the habeas Q\PP\'\mn\ a

Loll_snd_feir heoring.

Earp_v. Ornoskl, 431 F.3d 1158, 16T (9th Cir. aces)s cifing,

Townsend_v._Boin, 373_U.5. 293, 313, 83 .04, 45 (13 L), If o habeas

CMPus,ﬁ_ﬁe:[“j&ﬂa]“JQn__ﬁS‘}lej.&h_,aﬂﬂ._QDE.,_GU}R_G.b.owfﬁdﬂiﬁ¢gﬁ+gm%,,W,____

then the stale concl’s decision. was_based_on an unteasonable deter -

minatien_of the_facds ond the ie_d_er,al,,,;pu.d__mmind&pm_cLar)ilﬂ__reng_wﬁih‘e.___‘ﬁ_

merits of thet decision. by c_enducﬂns__an__‘.gy,,'ud.exﬁkggjnemjﬂﬁ,_l‘_g&_ﬂﬁj__..,H_

F.3d ot 117, See clso Taylor v. Moddox, 3Gk £3d.992, ieol (Sth Cie. ..

112004 holding that 2. "IF + .. a stofe. court mokes evideotian Hindings
9 ™ g




without h_bj_d_inﬁ__them‘_.ms_._“Gndvmgj_\*j.ﬂﬁ__,,P_(’,.'h}_‘\ﬁﬂl’,t,.,Qflﬁﬂpilaﬂ‘_tlnaﬁ._ﬁ_.'"_o._..wﬁ_..__k_w

* " 0 4 3
presect_evidence, soch_Findings_clearly resolt in oo unreasenable

detecmination of the focks . ) o

Accordingly where_ o _petitioner _estoblishes o coloroble claim foc.
velicf _and_hos_gever betn__ﬂ§£o.cda¢nﬁidg_&ﬂ£dmn\_hmﬂnshgn“\:i\s_____,,_

cloien, 4he_moih_.L's.f_cui}_,wﬁ_\l__r_amandﬂ_gnr__orx_e,_v.'\de&ja%_hem_'\ﬂsn.w;q:._.,.________ﬁ

Earp., 431 _E3d of 1161, c%’rinS,_Ian%iengmagrv_,Jﬂg@g , 403 F.3d

s, 670_(9th Cir. 2005)5 Stankewits v. Woodford, 3bS F.3d 706, 70%

tath_Cir. 0043 Phillips .v. Woodford, 467 F.3d Gble, 973 (% Cir ao0D.

¥o._the_instont cesed,_ﬁlﬁmadgf__.a!_l%adwks_ix_(_GLclaimswo{_c;mi’r_{ipﬂo_ml_w

ormtw,ug.nd__._allgﬁedAlfn;{s,,.___m}ﬁ;hﬁ,,u_i:I" _proven.,_weald entille him do velief

vader_the “ Seurlora)_Defect” standard enuncicled in Meder v, U.S.,

531 U,ﬁL,L,J_,"JJE_ﬁ..,C{.__(.SAJ__CLs?ﬁﬁ,l.;_ Arizona v, Folminante, 499 WS,

319, 309.= L0, I S.0t, 1346 (1991) 5 Edwards v. Balisok, 530 US. &40, ..

(Hb - Y7, N7 8.0 158y (199N ond, Sulliveo v, lLouisicna, Sof US.d7S,

asi- 83, 113 8.4 ._a.gl.%mC,li?j)J__H.\l.,.,oij.e_fn.c}.a__s:}a%ed__-me_ne_b_asad,u.up.an_____.__ o

e, oHoched RS dc.uiis.__s.uam.é,fads._._m.MCelangd_in__Q.\excndgs:‘;__lcﬁhdﬁm e

Iy ilings in. the. Stete Courds. See aHached Exhibi "6 » .

Despite.Alexander’s. diligence in telaying these focks, e did not

receive. o EukL.&nd_.._’?_c's_t:____,.QPPar}mni\B __to_devel op dhase focts. Willigms v

WoodSord, 384_K.3d Sb1, §%6 (ath Cic. acoq). Hence, Alexcnder is

entitled_4o_on. evidentlony bearing to_ develop melericl_facts, to _reselve .

| Koctuel_Qispufes_and. fo.. receive. or preduce evidence. which will soppork
ks entiHement b relief. Townsend, 373 LS. ot 313, 83 8.k S,

N S R



T both the Slade Coud and now the Federal Coort, Alexander

alleged that the Disciplinasy Hmring officer folsified the confidenticl
information_sechion and_mﬁam_ss:dig_m of the Summary of D ;giphmq. _

Hearung Forra 1. (Exhibit. ‘A 8. # 38 ond a9}, Yel, the Stale Coort
neclected Yo esc?'lom e se. foc’rs,j des'm'-}e the fact dhat the Qespondan{‘é

refused 1o Pmcluce Jhe D‘rs;-i{s\inam, I-learins Tmnscri@’n and the reminindc.

recofd could nok repel Hhese. ol\er):crHon\.

Plexander olsa e\\pgpd ot be was dented nohice of or an T

4uni’r5 fo cevlew %huy_ﬁdmuga\nﬁjﬁmiundk.pukd)g_gn&ppnan.i%

Jo deSend nimself with selected mﬁmssvs and exidence (undfsmﬁed)’

et the Dmcm\mom Heﬁriﬂc Qfficer Was \[\m’-\‘\c;\ o bicsed (dlomﬁed\a

thot_the ncM\ungr_tgm_tﬁnlm%ed_QSQmL_Cumthe%_d)_,_andﬂ_{dehm____

confiderticl informatisn tamy not adpc‘;ua-}ekj dedermined do_be relioble

nursuan-\ h_dhe rpcuiremm’r.s o8 ’fhg Uu.s Supmme‘ Conet. See Exnibit

"ﬂ DS Fin-18 5 “A% p. T, * 26 aod 813 A% p. 6, " aa thru 995

“a", 0 3-4, Zi-13, omﬂ#alﬁp_bLiMLujl._ﬂﬁgin, the_ Stefe

Court nf'giedrd o P,atplore these ‘;c.d&.‘ dpsPHe the foct thed Yhe. ResPandeans

refused to_produce the D’lsciphngg_ﬂecu’nﬁ_’fmmmpiL_ond_«‘hmegiﬂing ,
oemm_muid__md_r:e\;ﬂ_{\w se_ollegetions.

Therefore ., based on the_above cnd Pumggn\j.q the au%hori’rus sed

focth in_Townsend, Karp ond Joulor, Alexonder ts_eotitled - cs a

Motter of Yow_ = t6_ on e\:'ld,enﬁg%‘_Jjecr'mc:J Y dwe\alb focty for

Hnemcbone.;ﬁi‘[c‘iadjmiuﬁ\ﬂql.\f\s)o’r_i_om,.




At exonde.r__pmgs_}hia___Qw:’r_._c.gmu_d__an_mi;\m}imﬂ_kbmrjns and._
and_allow. him to_marshall _the fnds_jn_Su‘m?aﬁ of hiv Seclosl al\e:gcr}f

167180 Therefom,l,wﬂlo.xgndm_.._pr;a%_he,mis,_gran\m e relies to_whidh he .

ts _entitled.

Rps{l)ec’r?u\\::} submitted this |5} douj of Koverber , 2010,

By ?/k - >

Morviez V. Alexander B ug3g

Petitioner In - Proper Person

Ceprrrrtare Or Matizie

L,-_W,Lim_vj.ezw_\[,__.ﬂlamnd_er_.,wdo___bﬁmbﬂ_ﬁeﬁjfﬂ_{bdwl_ﬂmledﬂo\____m

-}rue.___aad__co_.cr_ed,__cnpgfg{._ihc,,fgneg_aiaﬁ,ﬁoﬂgn_w&f‘__évjdmti.cxg’__f:legnfrg__o_o_“ﬁ%___

the lst doy.of Kievember .,,W,a,g!g,___mbﬂwpiagmsJhe..__someijnio_ihfbmdg_mof. I

__._m_ww_..__-mmA___é_pnim.n__efﬁciq[Liorwma{.lin\cj_.af____Elﬂ,\,_S_-ta#z__mEcbnnﬁ__p,a,s%aﬁe___pmPaid and_pre-
i Uaddressed o dhe following § e
o y ~ Jolme. T Resch - . ,
— | Dgp;u}n-‘_ﬂﬂgmeg_(;mm\ e
N 1 ~ 55S__East _Lg)_asﬁngfm Ave, Ste.3%0

R § B oo by Vegas, Nevada 89101 . S

I | By ;7/(' — o

D .,,,ﬁl,,,...__..___mﬂ,atv_i_e.z__yhﬂ,fﬁ;ﬁ..caﬂdﬁﬁf.!:lﬂz39_________ .

L Pedilioner .Inh.-,Pro\:cr_ Person.

, -S_‘



Exhibit A



)
STATE OF NEVADA
)

WHITE PINE COUNTY

T, WLorvier V. ﬂlemmigg_fﬁﬂi&i,_ficmlm@muadﬂ_
the oeneHu of perjory and pursuant o MRS 53,045, MRS DOk, 1Ld e}

Iseq.., andi&_uﬁ_cqjﬁjn,__mL{bz_{nlmmS_m_huund_mmc\ :

1, on June 30, R00G, ai o{aproxima“dﬁ 8:30 p.m., my cell-
mate Nathantel I@igmmmgmﬁkjsmﬂmndw #
10l51587 We

re_escorted do the H.D.S.D medicol depariment where dney

Jlwere _examiced ond caoas*'mned hl_j Ssiw\ald:'

3. A thot time, St E\mm?\a\inal&gd_{bgm_{hm}_h_\xﬂ_tudﬂd__

m__amngmus_\sﬁe_{nhngjb&r_mmu’m Blexander ® «4¥39 (ASEiaot)

kquﬁXDﬂJ]aAﬁf:ﬂul’ceLibpM . Bodh iomctes denied dhat anu Sexac)
fssoult " accnrred .

3. ot agprox\mo’rel_g 10200 p.n. on June 3d, dowq, the officot

Las escorked to HD.8.P2.'s medical depm%men’c wherein he wos

examined 0nd guestioned by Sgt. L), Rlotmfield in regards do the Sexoal

Assautt QIL&SQ‘H_QQS, Bt that :{img, the officnl denied the Qﬂ.e.sﬁﬂnﬂé____
land _the ediccl dapcr‘\men'\' concorred 5

4. Upon r:omPleHm of the medical evaloction 4Hp ot fiomt Loy sent

da 4he OPefcr\"mm: Ho\d'mg Cells_tahere e won P\oce.d uwnder Admin -




lisdrodive Segregcd‘\on;

S. On July S, 4009, Hm_gﬁigﬂ}_teml_\md_qn-_QQQC_th{;llmg____

Form I (o1c 292979) charginﬁ him with vicleHons of the WDOC, Cada

of Penal Discipline , to wit: one (1) coont of Sexval fssanht (MI-19)

endone (D coont of Posséssion of Cortraband (MI-36) 3

.-cllmed!u sexuollu assaulted nmate ﬂlemhdaf. Devan, umsx‘,_”za_uqn-

nmetes Blexander, D, and Tuhnleon- Mathaniel * 95384, jana1h of Qpprax =

MMMMMEMM@MLML_

Both lomodes claimed thet no sevoal assaoll ok Placp. Tamote  Alexander

way_loter escorted to the infirmc.rﬁ for medical evolooMen ond released

fo Operations Ho\dinfj Colls where he wad P\ocad under  Administralive
N,

SectecetioNene . b
3 4

7. The B.0.C lisded the ((anngmnm kite ond officer's rc?oﬁ" Qs

evidmwww%mm_%a&%

707..3(3), which sto¥es, “ The cepart sholl _conbcin specific detoils of

the Uiolaton, including the following i Evidence , if callected, and

Joscdion,_and, “the exact dispositian of ooy evidence inwolved.”

3. Also, oo July S, 2009, the cffiant ceceived the NMDOC

Nsmn\mcm Form TL, Under the Salemenk of &&ndhm_ﬁmd,—

]_'m aet cuilhu.” The Preliminany. Heacine Officer, Sei. Alan Copper
o ) 7 / J 1




Kailed +o li&i_{be_afﬁgnﬂs_mrtuzsiad_uﬁimssgs;

§. On ﬂogu&-‘ T, 3009, he oSfiant adended bis Disciplinarg

Heacing. A} that time, dhe officot recuested numerons witnesses, yek

-~H')e msciﬁs\inor‘g \-\eminS Officer, L4, Conrad Schoff, did not allow

any o the nfficnt’s miﬁp‘um_j_o_QPng.g ac _he %,mﬁigngd o fg,gégh:gd
hu

uhec AR, 767, 3 (BRI (N(a), which stales, “If the jomate

-
R 4] 2] 5
plend.\. Ot auil:lg., {bgg shall_be S‘Eygg a igghf;gd QPPDdSmBH {a_colt

kotnesses oo theic hoholf.” 3

R 4 . !': -
. The heating officer nover o} or considered any destimony feom

bhe officmt's winesses and based his ecdire coenclosion_on the officer’s

mnof’r wheeen # stated, “Doth iamades cloimed thot no sexval assoult

MMMMMMMM

Hhe. cho.rce.s ”

I, On RAugust 19, Joos, the affiant, inmole Smhn[g&n and_dhe

alleged vietim, inmote Alexander * i0lsisy, were celeased from Admin-

ishrative .thrp‘cjcxl'ion., however, the officet wos_ told _he weuld net be
allowed 4o return 4o work and woeld be dronsferrad ta onother wedium

institution 5

3. on August Al, 2008, the offiant sent o Kobee of Tntenl 4o

Sue 4o the Inspector General s Office hcms_d_upm_{be freafmont he wios

Lﬂcm;}ns as a resolt of the sexoal assaoit Qlieﬁc&hns -

Lo M)

13._Upon_reclept of my netice, ond opproximalely tuelve (13 days |




[lahe_sentiog the_ockiee, oo iniestigator (1. Busk) feam dhe Tospate

Gpnmdlg_@}jm_hud_ihg_gfﬁmm_{n_ﬁdmmjﬁmﬁﬂ_sesngsﬁim o

ictim , from dhe same charges thet hod been

previ 005\3 dismissed J

1, Blthough: writden an Sepiv.mbgr_.i,_aﬂ_oﬁ_,_:‘be_fomﬂL_dld_L—

inet _receive the new remf'\ uotil_October 7. J009 3

15, On Oclober 7, 2009, the offiant reccived on MDOC Disciphnary

Form T (OTc 296S540) chors‘mg him with a single vialation of tha MDoc,

Code of Penal Discipline, to i 3 ane () court of Sexval Bsscolt (MT-19) 5

fh._ng_Re‘p_pr* 8+c+ed. ”0n 7-1-8009 a_natice of chame,s stotement

mm_mﬂen_cegandms_mionmﬁﬁm_mhmd_imm_mcehgble Sonres

sio}me that  Rerviez ﬂ\engJ%ﬁSLJﬂMMML____

{|alexander, D ta SOMLMWMW

llo_compufer errar cwhich bhas since boen fepalred. The joforealon..

19 i L) r ) N N
Pecawes)_bﬁ;[hg_l&ls_nﬁmu{ghd_jwemduad_hem_m_

wm&.&vmmmﬂ_agdms’r “Dovan's "

juill, The sexval octivity only stopped when ‘Deven’ hod Gained

enoush canﬂdens;e__md_emugb_gm_‘thi_ha no |on5cm felk
threatened 53 ‘Nerviez. and fold bim te s*op. ﬂddihonu\\g, i+ _should

bhe.__noted Hm& ‘DPuan‘. w-o.s 6 _LOP inmote and ot the time of dhe

ac%wf‘lu was 17 years old. "%




17. Under ihe evidence section ihe W.0.c. failed 4o "noM‘B"

[Hhe_offiact of any evidence in sopport pee AR 707, & (R)(3), Failed to

“notify” e affiant of dhe vse of o cenfidenticl informant per QR. 707,

;AL)L&L_Qm_{Qﬂgd__o_gm{am_my_ﬁdddmﬁnL_dmmmimg_mudeAn__

SUnner Ahereod P - AR, T07.2 (R)(3) (,e,)( 21

1%, Tn Sack, the body of the repord_misled the afficnt inka helieving

13hat this_ N.O.C was based erﬁ\mhj_up.nn_‘lhﬁ__ammjmﬂm_k&e" From 1he

HE test Nscun'hnn% gpm:’( lo1c aSESJS).,_Qnd_, .cmp]gin_@j. _fm_l.?.d._fg__nﬁf_%___..
Hhe officnt of a confidenilal informant in which to_defend aga inst §

9. Alse, en Octobar 7, 200G, the offiont ceceived the Disciplinory

:Form T. Under 4he  Stotemerd of Offender, the aﬁim\ﬂplgmgd 1o

the Preliminany Hmrins Obficer Sgh. EvereH Ercolani, that, “ This Gay

IZoveshigaled By The Medicol Stah At H.D.S.P. And By SCT. Bloombield

And In Ldhich T\'mj Roth (ﬁletendm__ﬁnﬁ_lqbniﬁgn) Told Them That Mo

Sexual Achivities Oecorred Qlso, The Drmmq\ MNOC Loy Dismised Bu

it Schads Bowed on The Tos¥\mw1muwﬁm——

MMWUMMMM%_Q»,_

lood_officer . Holmey, a. as winesses, and further explained fo St

Ercolani, thot, Devon Blexander was expedad +o *eﬁi@s et - et of

angef - he dold some inmates o slenderons romer n an aHemP’r o Se*

the_afficot hock ©p ., That he never expected i o moke it to the pollice.,

and_{bet he teshified 4o the tcoth in the fiest interviews;

A, The offiaal alse wre.c(:}v.mS‘h’.c:\5 the i&eruiem\n& NLLE. , the video




sUrvel f\cmmjhagmngmw_mupmjm%_{huﬁhnﬁ_c@m_

televart , gt Eccolant listed most of fhis infarmation on  dhe Disciplingry

Fac TL 45 Yo be, carried over to the Disc'\p\inqr& form 01 5

43, On Oclober 1S, 2009, of approsimafely &:ws pm., while

serving SM%MMM_MMM

dlis cussijmd_mﬁdﬁn\j&mﬁm_@hmﬁ\mm—

bot_in fach 3ol the oler ineacte hab be weold Find the offionk quithy s

ai__ﬂj_{hn&_ﬁm_,_Lt_mmd_S;hnﬁ_ﬁhn_mm 4 the oficats cell

J,_Ldmi_cm,sahai_g_sg%_h_lﬂﬂm}_\gn%_h—

entence, Yy o sS40 days and VX0 days shet lass!”

M. On Qctober V], 2009, af approximolely 9:30 pm., DHO" Conrad |

Schaft  conduckd the officots Discip\incrtj Hearin\s.. At dhct time the

lHo folled o produte any rews evidence § foiled to eflieit or preserk

Hestimony _from dhe confidenticl informant (A.R. 707, 2 (B)(3)(e) G

767, 2 (8)(2)_and 202.6 (X)) % foiled to disdlose 4hot he bhad or had oot

cansidered _evidence of o confidential nofore (14, AR 901)3 failed 40

disclose whether or not he oew he confidential infermant and considered

him relichle (A8 907, é(c)(a) and '707 q (E\(m 3 failed 4o Df‘psen" '\'eshﬂmng

from dhe \nves-hco:\me ofFicer as to the Jrru’rh?u\ne& o his rmar* (BP 7014

,mm ond 2019 (MJMMDM&&M%M—

n_aﬂnm_{hz._aibmijs_gmszﬂ_b\s_mﬁnmm (AR, 702,43

'I(E'§(3')(e)(‘ﬂ) his_evidence ar recuesﬂ disclosore of evidence that would

mwmhmuueﬁm&mmmm and 707.3 (8)

Jgg)(u)(lﬂ




Hhe. DHO_ cartioued 4he D'lsc'ul\\'mor_\j He.cc"ms .

as. After hommmg sow,r\\j feustrated ilh 4"&_05_?_\1@‘_:_&%7_23\5.,

]

¥

. Theo, on Navember 7, 2009, of approximetely 7:30 pm,

the DHO, 4 Schaff condocted o secand discip\'\narg hearing . Again,

Jthe Do foiled to peoduce any evidence other thon the officer’s no¥ice

Y ¢ 1. ¢ 2 2 failed 4o ir&rﬁduw

lar noﬁ%}he afhiant of the confidenticl nformant of canfidecticd

Jiavestigotive interview (AR 7073 (AMD3 Tev. & (BU3(e) (1)(M) aed

1107, 6 (X)) 3 Sailed to oflicit ar present Yestimany from the confidenticl

tinformant (1d. 0.8, 101} failed o disciose thot he bad or Yiad nok

A

lconsidered oviclen et ) 2 1) 2 ih

ldisclose whether or not he lenew dhe canfidenticl infarmant and censidered '

him_reliohle (0.8 707.6 (e)(D and '79‘1,%;)(15) 3Tailed %4 p[g;gn_{ -*gﬁ']mgnéa

-j'me the mueshc.cxhne officer o3 4o the ’tru&h{_qlnm_cf_h&;_r_&poﬁ (AR 707.G -

()2} and 3 7.9 {g)(tj) or even allowed :\he ;nueﬂém;{.)_,—_

failed do_condoct a smem’ta conj;\denl-ic\ informant hec.rmc (Q R, 101 a

(RMe) ) and T07.2 (B (3)(e _Jsgmjm_mmm%—

evidence +hat woeld have proven the confideohicl ofoemolion Yo be

ua - reliable (A.R. 707, a(B}(ﬂ(e\(H)(m 3—and, dicecly cefosed 4o

permid the offiant do preseot his witnesses (AR, 707.3 (BM3XNed(D)

his _evidence , or re%ue&\- disclasere of evidence dhet warld undermine

Lhe Infacmant's allpsaﬂons (AR 907, a (D) and 7072 (RI(3)(e)

(D) 3

3%._The. DHO dold the offiony te save wis taitresses and evidenxs

for his GP?’”‘\ and_woold net allew the officat o Pu’r on G Gefense




4hr003h Spgckgied witnesses or foctuel evidence 5

as. Then, in his propocation of the Summory of Discighoary
Hearing Form T, the _DHo folsified dhe confiderticl informoot aves

by S’l‘c.hns thet the \hUPS‘“SG\‘O(‘ testified . when he did ook thet theve

was cocroboraling ’tm"dmonu. when dhere woy none % dhat e hod fink

MMM&%MMMMMA@M
5 -cevi the_docoments _and_found them reliable,

when be never even reod fhem

; ” E ,] EIB ! n _] o . E l ” ! ,!

and bias by dpclm‘mﬁ thet dhe officat, “Was asked and does oot waek

witness , when _the offlant cleorly cequesied do present witness destimony §

3. The offiont was sanctiened o and has received 130 d035

Diseiplinary S%@WMM%&MM&M,

400_days shet losy, o tronsfer to_a_moximom cus%od:;} -?acﬂilb.? are (1)

| et losy of Po.\rcs\p:} Qﬂd.} restitodion 'a

Furdhec ueor offignt scﬂgih noucht
) ) ']

Pursuaat o Nevads Revised Stafules 53.045. Oeveda. Revised

Stotes Q0R. 165 et $86.,—and. 28 U.5. C. (746, I, Marviez V. Alexander

? 44839, do_hereby cleclore , undec 4he penally of pecjury, that the

foregoins Afficlouid 15 drue and correct Yo dbe best of my know\edge.

as 1o each _and every foct sicded herein., Bs 10 those metlers steted

on belie‘?., e offiant _believes them 4o be drue to the bedt of

1




I his knam\edgg .

Exected of Ely Stote Prison on the 2 dgg_m& o 2010,

L)o.rwe'z. V. Qlemr\def ‘-l"l%?ﬂ

Affiant

Subseribed and sworn Yo befote

Me. on 4he(‘7/2 [ﬁld/aj & October,, .

2010

C

_M e
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