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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



Remarks/Recommendations/Notes, continued:
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	Reviewer: David Schieck
	Date: November 21, 2024
	County: Nye County
	Court: Nye County District Court Dept 1
	Judge: Wanker
	Defense Attorney: Chris Harrison
	Prosecutors: Jason Gunnell
	Number of Clients: 1  Manuel Benitez-Garcia
	Hearing Types: Arraignment/Plea
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continue on reverse: Manuel Benetiz-Garcia - This case was on calendar for entry of a guilty plea.  An interpreter was present although the client was able to answer all questions without the interpreter.
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continued: There is a noticeable animosity between Judge Wanker and Chris Harrison that relates back to other cases.   I have only been told of several prior incidents and observed one contentious hearing concerning a competency referral of an out of custody defendant.

The Court insisted that the right to waive the reading of the charges belonged to the defendant and not the attorney and then had the clerk read aloud the charging document.  This is highly unusual.   Harrison had not had the client initial the bottom of each page of the guilty plea agreement, which should have been known as a requirement.  The Court then made a number of comments about protecting everyone from any later questions about the validity of the plea.

Harrison seemed to take the literal meaning of every question the Court asked when counseling the client as to the meaning if the client did not immediately understand.   For instance the Court inquired as to the factual basis of the plea by asking vaguely what happened to get the client to this hearing, prompting Harrison to allude to a lot of things happened to get the case into court today.

The plea eventually was concluded and a sentencing date set.   The negotiation was favorable to the client and the client was satisfied with his representation.   The ongoing issues between the Court and Chris Harrison will be further evaluated in additional reporting. 
	How was the Attorneyclient communication: Appeared good.  An interpreter was present to assist if the client had questions.
	The Attorneys courtroom advocacy skills were: Good, although several testy exchanges with the court were not necessary.  See comments
	How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases: Very knowledgeable
	How prepared did the Attorney appear: Sufficiently prepared for entry of plea


