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Indlgent Defense Order
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R To Whom It May Concern P EM\

_ The followmg is submltted by Kenneth V Ward Esqulre one of the three contract publlc
i defenders representmg md1gent criminal defendants in Lyon County Most of this Court s Order
S pertalns to issties prevalent in Clark- and Washoe Count1es The rural counties Whlch have W
contracted w1th prrvate attorneys to provrde mdlgent services do not share the dlfﬁcultles s ,
S expenenced by Clark® and Washoe Countres A br1ef hrstory of pr1vate attorney contracts may be of L
ass1stance_tothe Court R e e

¥ In 199() Lyon County expressed d1ssat1sfactron w1th both the quallty and cost of services T
B provrded by the State Public Defender and pursuant to. statute created the Office of the Lyon. County SR
= .Publlc Defender. Orrgmally, I was the soleattorney. under contract.. The orlgrnal contract requlred ;
e to prov1de one additional attorney to be available to. represent conﬂlct cases. ‘Cost to the Countyf[
o 'was. cons1derably less and representatron was better due to: the necessrty of havmg a local ofﬁce In..
the past.18 years, the contract for publlc defender services evolvedinto a coalrtron of three. separate
‘OfﬁCCS staffed by three mdependent attorneys Each attorney is ass1gned as ‘primary attorney to.
'fcertam geographlcal areas with the Temaining attorneys available to represent conﬂlct cases Under SN
: ;,,thls arrangement there is no. necess1ty to appoint outsrde counsel unless there are four or more
" ‘»mdlgent co- defendants in a case thus s1gmﬁcantly reducmg cost whlle mamtarmng competent

o Srmllar arrangements are currently in effect 1n most of the rural countles In footnote 6 of ‘
S thls Court s January 4, 2008, Order, the Nevada State Pubhc Defender was directed to brief the
L 1ssue of representmg 1nd1gent defendants in all countres except Clark Elko, and-Washoe; w1th the
" “obvious. 1mp11cat1on that contract public defenders in the rural. countles are somehow: deﬁc1ent
. Further investigation should provide evidence that these counties established contract pubhc
R defenders due to 1nadequate and more costly representatlon prov1ded by the State Publlc Defende

: Issues whlch are 1mmed1ately apparent and Wthh d1rectly nnpaet the rural count1es .as a
.Lresult of th1s Court’s J anuary 4 20()8 Order can be summarlzed as follows ~

attomeys are. not subject to the standards It would appear that each o
s regardless of h1s or her economrc standards should be entltled to the same ‘
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standards of performance e

R '2{ A 'Comparmg publ1c attomeys to attomeys in' pnvate practlce on contract to prov1de
-~ . “public defender services is-inappropriate. anate attorneys- often work well in. excess'
of forty (40) hours per week and willingly do so." ‘Public attorneys employed by the L
4 state or county are d1scouraged from workmg over forty (40) hours per week due to !
R state and county regulations.. Larger law firms: routlnely require Junlor assoc1ates to
b i,\blll 2000'to 2200.hours per year.-Any attorney who bills 2000 hours per year wﬂl s
'llkely spend more than 60 hours per week in the ofﬁce 1f not more e

L The varlous systems in place in rural countles where contract attorneys are used can Sl
- be tallored to the specific demographlcs and geographlc criteria of the county For
‘ ;f'example, n Lyon County there are: three Justlce Courts all of wh1ch are. at least 30
-+ miles apart. Withan ‘office in each township: 1nd1gent defendants can be seen by ROt
R their. Court-appomted attorney in the place in ‘which they reside. Most rural- countles P R
. donot have all- court facilities centrally located as'Washoe and Clark Count1es and S
"jtherefore do not have to lOngthal issues present in. the rural countres S

i -_J{Rural count1es and the Jud1c1ary in, these count1es have for the most part been o
- satisfied with the representation of indigent defendants by contract attorneys If the S
o “representatlon is sub- standard the: county can revoke the contract fail to renew the : ’

" contract, and con51der other apphcants to get quallﬁed attorneys The. countles
CRRR would s1mply have to take what they get under the State Public Defender and have
‘.. no ab111ty to review attomeys experrence or competence much less requlre the State 7},_ EOA
Soto prov1de other counsel R R . R,

_,Cost 1ssues are extremely nnportant to rural countles Seek1ng State Leglslatlve
- ;._budget concess1ons to.fund Statewide Public Defender Serv1ces is hlghly o
L problematlc The State Pubhc Defender adv1sed Lyon County would requlre :
e 'f;',$750 000 per year to. prov1de these services in" 2007 Lyon-County pays three
e attorneys a combined cost of $330; 000 to not only provide public. defender serv1ces
<" butto prov1de two conﬂlct attorneys as well. If the State Public Defender were to:
. ;-"prov1de these: services, the county would be requlred to prov1de conﬂrct attorneys for
- anycase 1nvolv1ng co-defendants at a srgmﬁcant cost. Total costs to the people of
o ‘, the State of Nevada would in all lrkelrhood exceed $l OOO OOO e VOO

o | In summary Litis urged that the rural count1es be allowed to dec1de for themselves the - e
o _.-.manner in wh1ch to prov1de publlc defender serv1ces SE TRt




