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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 16, 2025
	County: Nye County
	Court: District Court Department 1
	Judge: Wanker
	Defense Attorney: Jherna Shahani
	Prosecutors: Dan Young
	Number of Clients: 2  Hyatt; Copper
	Hearing Types: Arraignment/Plea; Probation revocation
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continue on reverse: -Jennifer Hyatt.   Co-defendant to Nicholas Hyatt who entered a guilty plea conditioned upon wife Jennifer also entering into her plea.   Shahani is second chair to Tom Gibson, who did 
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continued: not appear for court and representations made that he had not taken the GPA to discuss with the client due to timing.   Gent represents Nicholas and would have received the GPA at the same time as they were conditioned upon each other and had been able to prepare his client for entry of plea today.   Shahani was unable to proceed in the absence of Gibson and the case was continued to the next available court date for Judge Wanker of January 30, 2025.  (two week delay).   The client was visibly upset and when questioned by the Court asked why her co-defendant was being released that day and she had to wait until the 30th.   This would indicate that her deal included being released after entry of plea.   Three issues with this situation.   Wanker has a calendar on the 23rd but limits the number of cases causing an extra week in custody.  Gibson not appearing or meeting with the client is the cause of the client remaining in custody for two weeks.  Shahani needs to advance to the next level and be able to prepare a client for entry of a plea to one B felony and stop relying on other counsel.

-Kaylynn Copper - Probation Violation.  Client out of custody and had been reinstated four times to probation.   Counsel was very familiar with the client and the client's history on the case.  Parole and Probation wanted the client to have to go back and start Drug Court all over in Pahrump and the client simply wanted to have the case over and be able to move back to Tonopah and be with her child.   Counsel was able to convince the Court to enter a Dishonorable Discharge and close the case.
	How was the Attorneyclient communication: Not good with Hyatt; good with Copper
	The Attorneys courtroom advocacy skills were: Good
	How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases: Very
	How prepared did the Attorney appear: Hyatt not prepared (see comments); Copper well prepared


