DIDS Attorney Observation Report Reviewer David Schieck
Date January 6, 2025 County Nye County
Court District Court Department 2 Judge Lane
Defense Attorney Karl Shelton Prosecutor(s) Corey Juelke
Attorney Present PresentVirtual Number of Clients 6
Defendants Present Present, exept 1 at Stein Custodial Status Mixed
Hearing Types 4 Sentencings, one status, one motion to Quash Bench Warrant

Attorney's Preparedness
Did the Attorney appear for court? Yes
Did the Attorney have the file? Yes
Did the Attorney appear to have had a substantive, confidential meeting with Yes
each client before court?
Did the Attorney appear prepared to handle their clients' cases? Yes

How prepared did the Attorney appear?

\Well prepared for the sentencings, however questions about communication with clients

How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases?

Fairly knowledgeable

The Attorney's courtroom advocacy skills were:

Sufficient but room for improvement

How was the Attorney/client communication?

Appeared good in some cases but lacking in others.

Case Stage-Specific Issues

Did the Attorney argue for pretrial release/OR, or for reasonable bail? N/A

Did the Attorney counsel each client to refrain from waiving trial rights until the N/A
attorney completed investigation of the case?

Did the Attorney appear to have counseled clients to refrain from waiving any N/A
rights at arraignment?

Did the Attorney appear to adequately advise clients of the consequences of N/A

accepting a plea or going to trial, including any collateral consequences?

Did the Attorney present mitigating evidence and provide argument at
sentencing?

Argument not mitigation

Did the Attorney address the Presentence Investigation Report (PSI) and/or

. . . No
Psychosexual Evaluation/Risk Assessment appropriately?
Did the court require defendant(s) to reimburse the entity for representation? No
Overall Assessments
Does the Attorney appear to have a sustainable workload? No
Overall, does the Attorney appear to be providing effective representation to Yes

their clients?

Remarks/Recommendations/Notes (continue on reverse):

-Condors-Little. In custody sentencing. Client had FTA'd at previous sentencing and was
picked up on bench warrant. The agreement was jointly recommend 12-48 months and the
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Remarks/Recommendations/Notes, continued:

Court increased the amount to 28-70 months with credit for 363 days. No mention was made
of reviewing the PSI with the client or of mitigating factors for the court to follow the
recommendation of the parties.

-Dandre Gray. Out of custody sentencing. Client did not appear. Shelton had no
representations to make as to why she was not present or concerning efforts to inform her of
date or meet with her to prepare for sentencing. Bench Warrant issued.

-Robert Reeves. Out of custody sentencing. No mention of discussing PSI with client or any
changes to the report. Did not argue facts or background or history of client regarding work
or family etc. Received 24-60 sentence, suspended and placed on probation with referral for
drug treatment deemed appropriate by P and P. However the Court then sentenced the
client to 30 flat time in the Pahrump jail and the client was placed in custody. | inquired later,
and this seems to be a common thing for Judge Lane to place a defendant in jail for 30 days
before starting probation.

-Robert Steinberg. Out of custody sentencing. This case was negotiated to two Category C
felonies with stipulation to maximum consecutive sentences of 24 to 60 months and a
probation and drug court. The Court imposed the agreed sentence and then again took the
client into custody for 30 days flat time in the Pahrump jail. There was no mention of the PSI
or any corrections thereto and whether the client had reviewed same. No argument was
made concerning mitigation or reasons not to impose the 30 days in jail.

-Kenneth Osborne. Motion to Quash Bench Warrant. Client had come to court previously
and thought the case was on at 2:30 and not 9:00 so warrant issued. The warrant was
guashed and trial was to be reset, but Shelton argued for the quashing based on his failure to
keep client advised of court dates.

-Justin Scholtes. Status check on treatment. Client still at Stein trying to become competent.
Passed to March for further status.
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