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Apnt 30, 2003
Senaie Juciciary Commitiee
Re: Asserably Bail 103 .

Dear Membess of the Commiiice :

I am opposed 0 tus bill just as T was in 1955 lo AB 78 which i3 thus bill resurrected.
This bill is ot well thought out and is directly in response to my demands to the
Depactment of Corrections to compiy with NRS 176.335(4) 10 1999 and again in 2003, This
is why the request for a bill INDOC) was not made before the 2001 session, as I did not
baag this lo NDOCs ailenion beiween 1999 and 2001. [ demanded my judgment of
Conviction (hercinafrer JOO) to be endorsed and filed pursuznt to NRS 176.335(4) in 1999,
Yei my JOC was ol processed unul the very day 1 lestified in opposition o AB 78 oo Feb.
18, 1999. Sec Exhibut A atrached. Yet the NDOC would not follow this statute for othets. In
fact NDOC testified that they have not obeyed this slatute for decades. I appareny am the
only one in Clark County who ever received their JOC per 176.335(4).

My conviction 1s stll beang challenged in [ederal coust Tn thai case, two court cases were
ated by the federal judge that demonstrates one of the problems that fadure to follow
176.335(4) can cause. In Jackson v Siale, 115 New 21,23, 973 P2d 241, 242 (New. 1959) ibe
district couct was acknowledged to bave made a finding of fact, crucial to the resolution of
the cuse, that “Jackson” bad completed serving his sentences on March 10, 1982, This
finding of fact was necessary because NRS 176.335(4) was not complied with. Otherwise
;ihe Courls would have known exacily when Jackson had completed his seniences. Also, in
Washington v Seate, 112 New. 1054, 1059 n. 4 921 P2d 1253, 1256 0.4 (Nev: 1996) the court
bad 0 presume “Washington” had compleied his sentence, because NRS 176.335(4) was nos
complied with. This same presumption was also required io Arterburn v State, 111 New
1121 (1995).

On¢ very important fact that poiats directly to bad motivation for this legisalton is NRS
176.335(i). See Exailat B attached. This statute requires toplicate certificd cupies of the
JOC to be sent o NDOC Should this legislatuce decides to pass AB 103 then NDOC
would then bave an uanecessary copy of the JOO aud the dezk would be making one
unnecessacy certified copy of the JOC. This is a flat waste of resources Therefore NDOC
flaly does not care one otz gbout redundancy or waste. These arc seifish, uathinking
motves for requesnng this legislanon.,

I have in fact sued to enforee compliznce with NRS 176.335(4). This suit is pending in
federal court NDOC and director Crawford s in fact committing thousands of felonies
and/or misdemeznors by not compigng with NRS 176.335(4). See NRS 197. 200 and
197.220 and NRS 239.310 and 239.320. The attocacy general, both the outgoing Del Papa
and the curreni Saudoval refuse Lo investugale these viclatous and is counseling NDOC 1o
in fact connnue o violate this Jaw,

Swce the NDGC bas admiiled in wstinony before this body thal they refuse (o comply
with the law, this body should deny this legislaton on this ground alone as the NDOC
cowmes belore this body with “unclezn hands”. NDOC’s posiion is apparenlly, ¢ We have
violated the Jaw for decades please change it to conform to our practice, bowever if you
refuse o change it we will not obey the law usyway”!! This &3 government by men aot law.
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I have much in the way of support for why this is bad legistation should you wish to see
1t. T look forward to testifying and to your questions on March 17th.

The ubove text wus busicdly u copy of the ketter to the Assemnbly Judictury Committee
prior to the amendment out of that committee. The amendment still does not cure the
problem. There 1s 1o requirement for the county clerk to in ury wuy fike the dischurges in the
individual criminal cases. If this bill is amended it is an absolute necessity that their be a
recont recorded i the clerk’s office.  Also the amendment does ot cover those that have
died in prison as the old 176.335(4) did. Additionally, NRS 176.335(1) is not being amended.
Therefore 4 wasted copy iy being sert tv NDOC this o bluturt waste the taxpayers should
not have to pay for.

BEver with tdre' amerrdients suggested T anr opposed to this bill. Glenr Whorton of
NDOC has come before the Assembly committee and lied to it. Saying that they cannot
comply with NRS 176.335(4) and drat-tirey-would trave to add persoutrel if* they were to
comply with 176.335(4). T wrote a letter to NDOC advising them that they were committing
thousatds of felomies by -withhrolding dre JOCS purswant to 176.3354) und detmarded
certain records. In response I received Exhibit C attached. As you can see with Exhibit C,
NDOC carrcomply with NRS 176.:335(4) ard Iras-dotre 30 jost-this hast-myosth.

This points to one serious reason that NRS 176.335(4) should be left just the way it is.
NDOC hay blatmrtly disubeyed the law-for devades: This ehavior-should: i no way - bre
rewarded by changing the law at their request!!

‘Ourbrotirers ard-sisters; rusbusds -ard wives-ard-sons and-daughters-have-jost-losttheie
lives overseas fighting for freedom. Part of that freedom is the freedom to demand that civil
servants obey the law that binds their actions. To change this taw s tantamount to spitting
on their graves.

AB 103 should -and must be rejected. In -the -altenative 176.335(4) must at least be
amended so that we the people can have access to those records and can obtain copies of

-thuse recoxds.

Stcerely-
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Kirn Blanding
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