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Yes, oral motion for OR  
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Yes see below    

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:


	Sheet2

	Reviewer: David Schieck
	Date: January 6, 2025
	County: Nye County
	Court: District Court Department 2
	Judge: Lane
	Defense Attorney: Nathan Gent
	Prosecutors: Keith Brower
	Number of Clients: 3 Cooley, Herrick, Rossi
	Hearing Types: Arraignment/Entry of plea in all three cases
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continue on reverse: Ashlie Herrick - in custody client entered a guilty plea to Category C felony of attempted domestic battery.  Oral motion for OR release after entry of plea was granted.
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continued: Tyler Rossi - out of custody, entered no contest plea to Attempt Possession of Child Pornography a category C felony.  Joint recommendation for probation if he obtains an psycho-sexual evaluation showing unlikely to reoffend.  If completes probation then will be reduced to a a non sexual gross misdemeanor.

Joshua Cooley - 17 year old in custody defendant entered a guilty plea to one count of attempted lewdness with a child under the age of 14, a category B felony (2 to 20 years).  Due to his age Cooley had to be brought to court separate from the other in custody defendants.   A recess was taken before his case was called and Gent met with Cooley in the back holding area and discussed the GPA.  Nothing out of the ordinary happened during the plea canvas.  Gent made an oral motion for an OR after entry of the plea which was denied by the Court after opposition by the State, during which the DA indicated his intention to be seeking prison for Cooley.

There were a number of spectators that had remained for the case to be called.  It was the last case called during the calendar.   One person was asked to leave the courtroom during the plea canvass, and several spectators were visibly upset by the proceedings.  On the way out I spoke with an elderly distraught man who identified himself as Cooley's grandfather.  The conversation was joined by the grandmother and uncle.   They all expressed dissatisfaction with the plea, indicating that it had only been presented to Cooley that morning and they had no idea that he was pleading to up to 20 years in prison.   They had only limited contact with Joshua due to his incarceration and had no contact with his attorney.   They expressed a number of factual claims about the validity of the charges, including that the alleged victim was 15 not 14 at the time of the incident.

I provided by business card and told them they could call me with their concerns but that I had no knowledge of the underlying facts or strengths or weaknesses of the State's case.   Mary Cooley, the grandmother, called me the next morning and asked what they could do to set aside the plea.   I advised her to have a consultation with an attorney in order to get advice and direction, and that a Motion to Withdraw Plea should be filed before sentencing, as after sentencing such motions were routinely denied.

My concern is that a 17 year old entered a guilty plea to a Category B felony without the ability to discuss and consult with his family and perhaps not enough time to review discovery and defenses with his attorney before entry of plea.  Judge Lane's plea canvass is not substantial, and certainly not as probing as Judge Wanker's canvass.   If Cooley was only presented with the GPA just before Court and only discussed same during the break I question whether the pleas was knowingly entered under existing case law.   I did not disclose this opinion to the Cooleys but rather directed them to consult counsel.  Expect further reports on this case as I obtain additional information.

 
	How was the Attorneyclient communication: Unknown
	The Attorneys courtroom advocacy skills were: Good
	How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases: Appeared to be very knowledgeable 
	How prepared did the Attorney appear: Well prepared


