DIDS Attorney Observation Report Reviewer David Schieck
Date March 4, 2025 County Nye County
Court Nye County District Court - Tonopah Judge Wanker
Defense Attorney Kelly Ford Prosecutor(s) Keith Brower
Attorney Present Virtual Number of Clients 2 Uriarte-Soto and Medrano
Defendants Present NO Custodial Status 00CandIC
Hearing Types Calendar call and Status Check for Dismissal

Attorney's Preparedness
Did the Attorney appear for court? Via Zoom
Did the Attorney have the file? Yes
Did the Attorney appear to have had a substantive, confidential meeting with No
each client before court?
Did the Attorney appear prepared to handle their clients' cases? Yes

How prepared did the Attorney appear?
Adequately prepared

How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases?

Sufficiently knowledgeable

The Attorney's courtroom advocacy skills were:

Poor for Uriarte-Soto and good for Medrano

How was the Attorney/client communication?

As expressed by counsel not good with Uriarte-Soto and Medrano was not competent

Case Stage-Specific Issues

Did the Attorney argue for pretrial release/OR, or for reasonable bail? N/A
Did the Attorney counsel each client to refrain from waiving trial rights until the

, o N/A
attorney completed investigation of the case?
Did the Attorney appear to have counseled clients to refrain from waiving any N/A
rights at arraignment?
Did the Attorney appear to adequately advise clients of the consequences of Yes
accepting a plea or going to trial, including any collateral consequences?
Did the Attorney present mitigating evidence and provide argument at N/Ao
sentencing?
Did the Attorney address the Presentence Investigation Report (PSI) and/or N/A
Psychosexual Evaluation/Risk Assessment appropriately?
Did the court require defendant(s) to reimburse the entity for representation? N/A

Overall Assessments

Does the Attorney appear to have a sustainable workload? No
Overall, does the Attorney appear to be providing effective representation to Yes

their clients?

Remarks/Recommendations/Notes (continue on reverse):

Uriarte-Soto - case was set for calendar call and the client had invoked his right to a speedy
trial. His presence was waived for an unknown reason. Counsel when asked if she was
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Remarks/Recommendations/Notes, continued:

ready for trial engaged in a narrative of how uncooperative the client was in accepting a plea
negotiation and that if the case went to trial her only job would be to sit there and make sure
the client behaved himself. She informed the Court that she had no witnesses and no
defense and that it was a waste of resources for the case to proceed to trial. The client had
kept changing his mind about accepting negotiations, and counsel was suggesting to
continue the case for two weeks to allow further negotiations. These statements to the Court
were made on the record without the client being present. The State declared ready for trial
and disputed that there were any open plea offers. The Court recognizing that the client had
invoked his right to a speedy trial maintained the trial date of March 31 and indicated that the
jury draw would proceed. The case was then passed to the March 13, 2025 Pahrump law
and motion calendar for a status check.

Merdrano - the client was incompetent and deemed not likely to regain competence. Aas
she was only charged with a gross misdemeanor and had been in custody since June 2,
2024 it was determined that the State would dismiss the case. The Court found no reason
for the dismissal to be without prejudice and therefore dismissed the case with prejudice.
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