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EMERBENLY MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS,
PAPERS. PLLEADINGS AND TANGIBLE PROPERTY OF BEFENDAMNT

PLANTIEE MATTHEW TRAVIS Housven CUEARING REQUESTEDY

Date of Hearing:

Time of Hearing:

“ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED, @No o
COMES NOW, Defeadast, Plcinti8E, Marhew Traii» Rowston | proceeding in proper person,

hereby moves this Honorable Court for its ORDER for the production of all dgcuments, papers,
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., Dontel, -
pleadings and tangible property in the possession of: Stiert 1558 n/&
BEAASTOAN & PoibSed, LLP. Alse Bernard H. barmde,, Feeo Toch tomsen Barmk

This Motion is made and based upon all papers and pleadings on file with the Clerk of the Court
which are hereby incorporated by this reference, the Points and Authorties herein, and attached
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POINTS AND AUTHORI

The Nevada Revised Statute 7.055(1), which deals with the duty of a discharged attorney, states:

“An attorney who has been discharged by his client shall, upon demand and payment of the fee duc from

the clicnt , immediately deliver to the client all papers, documents, pleadings and items of tangible property

which belong to or were prepared for that client.”

) ' f?l ot fi‘ . i
As can be seen in this case, the defendant does not owe any fees, in fact, they, meaning counsel(s)
pleantils

of record, were appointed by ihe Court to represent the defendent, who was an indigent, in Case
Number, 257427 , in Department No. __ 1€ Javd olSe BB n Depto 19,

N.R.S. 7.055(2) gives this Court the power 1o Order the Attorney(s) of record to produce and
deliver to the defendant in his/her possession, which states:

“A client who, after demand thercfore and payment of the fee duc from him, does not receive from his

discharged attorney all papers, documents, pleadings and items of tangible personal property may, by

a motion filed after at least 5 davs’ notice to the attorney, obtain an order for the production of his papers,

Documents, plcadings and other property.”

1n numerous cases throughout this great land, the courts have held attorneys to a high degree of
professional responsibility and integrity. This carried from the time of hiring to and through the
attorney's termination of employment.

Supreme Court Rule 173 states quite clear that a withdrawn attorney owes his former client a -
“ . .prompt accounting of all his client’s. . . .property in his possession.” This is echoed in Canon 2
of the Code of Professional Responsibility of the American Bar Association, which states in pertinent
part EC 2-32: “A lawyer should protect the welfare of his client by . . . delivering to the client all
papers and property to which the client is entitled.” Again in Disciplinary Rule 2-110(A)(2) of the
ABA. this is brought out that a withdrawn attorney must deliver to the client all papers an comply
with applicable laws on the subject.

in the cases of In Re Yount, 93 Ariz. 322, 380 P.2d 780 (1963) and State v, Alyey, 215 Kan. 460,
524 P 2d 747 (1974), both of which dealt with a factual situation involving a withdrawn attormney
refusing to deliver to a former client his documents after being requested to do so by the client. The

court in Yount, supra, ordered the attorney disbarred while in Alvey, supra, the court had the

attorney censored.
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Twsmite st the intention of the Defendant in this case to have the attorney disbarreds these cases do

show a pattern in the court in considering the refusal to deliver to a former client all his documents
and property after being requested to do so, a serious infraction of the law and of professional ethics.
See, In Re Syllivan, 212 Kan. 233, 510 P.2d 1199 (1973). These siiern es drould bé Avsvarred?

In summary, this court has jurisdiction through NRS 7.035 to Order the attorney(s) to produce
Plaint it
and deliver to the Defendeat all documents and personal property in his/their possession belonging 1o
Flesat |+\ '{
him or prepared for him. The Befendant has fulfilled his obligations in trying to obtain the papers.

The attorney(s) is in discord with Cannon 2 of the Code of Professional responsibility and the Nevada

Supreme Court Rules 173, 176 and 203.
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