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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: December 12, 2024
	County: Nye County
	Court: Nye County District Court Pahrump
	Judge: Wanker
	Defense Attorney: Alexis Duecker
	Prosecutors: Boskovich
	Number of Clients: 3  Dpctorello; Bennett; Henderson
	Hearing Types: Sentencing; Probation Revocation and Motion to Quash Warrant
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continue on reverse: -George Kahaluea-Doctorello.  Client had three cases on for consolidated hearing with sentencing on two cases and dismissal of the third case.  Client had been in custody for an
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continued: extended period of time and then was released after plea waiting for sentencing.   Client tested positive for meth, amphetamine and marijuana this morning.   Asking for referral to drug court to deal with addiction issues.  Court passed sentencing to January 23, 2025 with suggestion for inpatient treatment at Living Free or Westcare and drug court.   Counsel succeeded in keeping client out of jail and ability to obtain treatment.

-Ryan Henderson.  In custody client who tested positive for meth and amphetamine while on probation.   Had already served 299 days in custody and has history of psychotic incidents and mental health issue.  Counsel was able to convince court to grant dishonorable discharge with recommendation to seek further treatment as opposed to imposing the underlying prison sentence.

-Shane Bennett.   Motion to Quash Bench warrant for failure to appear.  Client failed to appear again today.   Motion therefore withdrawn subject to refiling.

The Bennett case is similar to other cases I have recently observed.   Extreme caseload affects the ability to maintain contact with clients and to counsel them on the need to appear and address pending matters.  To be effective with some clients, it is necessary to walk them through the process, which takes more time than can be allocated when case numbers are high.
	How was the Attorneyclient communication: Mostly good;  One client did not appear on a Motion to Quash
	The Attorneys courtroom advocacy skills were: Good
	How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases: Very
	How prepared did the Attorney appear: Well prepared


