
DIDS Attorney Observation Report Reviewer
Date County
Court Judge
Defense Attorney Prosecutor(s)
Attorney Present  Virtual Number of Clients
Defendants Present  In person Custodial Status  OOC  
Hearing Types

Via Zoom    
Yes    

No, spoke by phone/zoom      

Yes    

Yes  

 Yes  

  Yes  

Yes    

 N/A   

 N/A  

N/A  

No   

Yes    

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: March 4, 2025
	County: Nye County - Tonopah
	Court: Nye County District Court
	Judge: Wanker
	Defense Attorney: Karl Shelton
	Prosecutors: Keith Brower
	Number of Clients: 1 Christian Passarelli
	Hearing Types: Arraignment
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continue on reverse: What was supposed to be a simple arraignment while plea negotiations were ongoing, turned into a difficult situation.   Mr. Passarelli first refused to take the drug test required by Judge
	RemarksRecommendationsNotes continued: Wanker until he could talk to Mr. Shelton.   The two spoke by phone and the client tested and came back positive for Meth, Ecstasy and THC.  He had driven to court that morning and the Court made clear that he was not going to be allowed to drive away and instead wanted to put him into custody, have a drug evaluation done and put him either into drug court or in-patient sober living facility.

The Court allowed a break and cleared the courtroom so Shelton could have a confidential conversation with the client.   The client declined to accept drug court or a treatment facility and Shelton argued for a short sobering incarceration and release.   The client ended up with 96 hours in custody and then a release with no additional bond.

The client was aware that he was required stay free of controlled substances while on an OR release but did not understand that he would be tested when he came to court.  To some extent he could have been directly warned to be drug free before his court appearances, but it appeared that the warning would have likely been ignored based on the statements and attitude of the client during the proceedings. 
	How was the Attorneyclient communication: Adequate, but strained under the client created circumstances
	The Attorneys courtroom advocacy skills were: Good
	How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases: Knowledgeable with ongoing plea discussions
	How prepared did the Attorney appear: Well prepared until client appeared under the influence of a number of drugs


