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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

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: Chris Harrison
	Prosecutors: Dan Young
	Number of Clients: 1 David Slotterback
	Hearing Types: Arraignment/Plea
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continue on reverse: - David Slotterback.  This was a guilty plea to a Category B felony for prohibited person in possession of a firearm with a maximum sentence of 28 to 72 months.  The range of 
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continued: punishment for this charge was 12 to 72 months.   The client seemed not to understand the difference between the range of punishment and the maximum punishment.   The Court has no patience for Harrison and once there was confusion kept making things more difficult and confusing.  When Harrison gets anxious with the Court he tends to speak very quickly and the Court then uses the opportunity to chastise him to speak slowly and clearly.  There is a history of animosity between them.   Ultimately the Court passed the case for two weeks for Harrison to go over the plea agreement with the client.  This plea should have been accomplished and not delayed for two weeks.   The client is out of custody and the case could have just been put to later in the calendar to allow further discussion.   
	How was the Attorneyclient communication: Did not seem to be on the same page
	The Attorneys courtroom advocacy skills were: Not sufficiently communicative with the Court and client
	How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases: Very knowledgable
	How prepared did the Attorney appear: Fairly well prepared but the client seemed perplexed by some of the Court's questions


