
DIDS Attorney Observation Report Reviewer
Date County
Court Judge
Defense Attorney Prosecutor(s)
Attorney Present  Earnest covering for Fritz Number of Clients
Defendants Present  In personl Custodial Status  In Custody  
Hearing Types

No, Earnest covered    
No    

Yes    

Yes    

Yes. Release pending sntcng  

 N/A  

  N/A  

Yes    

 N/A   

 N/A  

N/A 

See comments below   

Yes    

Remarks/Recommendations/Notes (continue on reverse):

Attorney's Preparedness

Overall Assessments

Did the Attorney appear for court?
Did the Attorney have the file?

Did the Attorney appear prepared to handle their clients' cases?

Did the Attorney present mitigating evidence and provide argument at 
sentencing?
Did the Attorney address the Presentence Investigation Report (PSI) and/or 
Psychosexual Evaluation/Risk Assessment appropriately?

Did the Attorney counsel each client to refrain from waiving trial rights until the 
attorney completed investigation of the case?
Did the Attorney appear to have counseled clients to refrain from waiving any 
rights at arraignment?
Did the Attorney appear to adequately advise clients of the consequences of 
accepting a plea or going to trial, including any collateral consequences?

Did the court require defendant(s) to reimburse the entity for representation?

Overall, does the Attorney appear to be providing effective representation to 
their clients?

Does the Attorney appear to have a sustainable workload?

Did the Attorney appear to have had a substantive, confidential meeting with 
each client before court?

     How was the Attorney/client communication?

     The Attorney's courtroom advocacy skills were:

     How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases?

     How prepared did the Attorney appear?

Did the Attorney argue for pretrial release/OR, or for reasonable bail?
Case Stage-Specific Issues

dmsla
Cross-Out



Remarks/Recommendations/Notes, continued:
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	Reviewer: David Schieck
	Date: January 6, 2025
	County: Nye County
	Court: District Court Department 2
	Judge: Lane
	Defense Attorney: Fritz/Earnest
	Prosecutors: Corey Juelke
	Number of Clients: 1 Michael Gonzales
	Hearing Types: Arraignment/Guilty Plea
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continue on reverse: In this case Andrew Fritz was attorney of record but was not present due to appearances or proceedings in Elko.   He had made arrangements for Jason Earnest to cover the case.
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continued: A record was made that Fritz had gone over the plea agreement with the client and the plea proceeded smoothly.  After entry of plea Earnest made an oral motion for OR release pending sentencing.  These were two Category E felonies involving stealing gas from a car and the State did not oppose the OR release which was granted.

The concern is that Fritz has spread himself throughout the State and is regularly not appearing in person on cases, often appearing via Zoom.   Best practices require presence for entry of plea and may be why Earnest was asked to stand in for Fritz.  I am sure there was a good reason why Fritz did not appear in Pahrump on this date, but it should not become a common practice.

I am aware that Fritz has cases in Elko, Lincoln and Nye Counties and court dates often conflict.  This causes concern about client contact when the clients are so spread out.

There were no problems with the instant case, however it is a situation that needs to be monitored, and applies to a number of appointed attorneys and not just to Fritz.
	How was the Attorneyclient communication: It wappeared that communication was good between Fritz and his client
	The Attorneys courtroom advocacy skills were: Not applicable
	How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases: Earnest was not familiar with case, Fritz had prepared the client for the plea.  See Below
	How prepared did the Attorney appear: Earnest covered appearance for Fritz and was well briefed on the status of the case and client


