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IN THE MATTER OF THE REVIEW OF 
ISSUES CONCERNING 
REPRESENTATION OF INDIGENT 
DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL AND 
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY CASES. 

s  cop DEPUTY CLERK 

ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTATION FOR THE OBJECTION AND MOTION-TO 
SET ASIDE ORDER 

COMES NOW, HUMBOLDT COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of 

Nevada, by and through the Humboldt County District Attorney, Russell D. Smith, and does 

hereby submit additional documentation to supplement the Objection and Motion to Set 

Aside Order filed on the 21 st  day of February, 2008. 

Dated this 17th  day of March, 2008. 

Russell D. Smith 
Humboldt County District Attorney 
Nevada Bar No. 8891 
Humboldt County District Attorney's Office 
P.O. Box 909 
Winnemucca, Nevada 89446 
(775)623-6363 
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RESOLUTION OPPOSING SUPREME COURT ORDER DATED JANUARY 4, 
2008, AND THE NOVEMBER 20, 2007 STUDY WHICH RESULTED IN THE 
ORDER. 
RESOLUTION ALSO REQUESTING THE SUPREME COURT TO RESCIND - 
THE ORDER AND RECONSIDER THE REPORT 

RESOLUTION NO.  03 -/D-ocla 

WHEREAS, on or about April 26, 2007, the Nevada Supreme Court (herein "The 
Court") established a committee known as the Indigent Defense Commission 
(herein "The Commission"), and 

WHEREAS, The Nevada Supreme Court directed the Commission to conduct 
hearings to "study the issues and concerns with respect to the selection, 
appointment, compensation, and qualifications of counsel assigned to represent 
indigent defendants in criminal and juvenile delinquency cases throughout 
Nevada.", and 

WHEREAS, The Supreme Court also directed the Commission to "recommend 
appropriate changes for the Court's consideration", and 

WHEREAS, on November 20, 2007, the Commission filed its "Final Report 
and Recommendations of Supreme Court Indigent Defense Commission" 
(herein the "Report"), attached hereto as Exhibit A, and 

WHEREAS, on January 4, 2008, this Court issued an Order (herein "Order"), 
attached hereto as Exhibit B, in the above-entitled matter, implementing several of 
the recommendations from the Report including "Indigent Criminal Defense 
Performance Standards" (herein "Performance Standards), and 

WHEREAS, the Humboldt County Board of Commissioners (the "Board") agrees 
with the Court that appointment of counsel for indigent people is essential to the 
system of justice that we have, and 

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners has taken steps in the past to take care 
of the appointment of counsel for the indigent in criminal and juvenile cases, as 
well as in Guardianships and Child Protection cases, and 

WHEREAS, the Report has numerous inaccuracies regarding the services offered 
in Humboldt County to indigent persons, including, but not limited to, the following: 

a. The Report indicates that Pershing County has contracted with 
a private law firm to provide indigent defense. See Report pg. 18 ("While 
Pershing County was utilizing the State Public Defender, the relationship was 
severed effective June 30, 2007. A contract has since been awarded to a law 
office."  (Emphasis added). This is entirely inaccurate. The Report also 
incorrectly states that Humboldt County is currently utilizing the State Public 
Defender's Office. In accordance with NRS 260.010, the Board established 
pursuant to ordinance 4-23-07, Chapter 2.44 of the Humboldt County Code, the 
Office of County Public Defender. Additionally pursuant to NRS 260.010, 
Humboldt and Pershing Counties have entered into a joint agreement, entitled 
"Interlocal Agreement Creating the Joint Office of the Humboldt/Pershing Public 
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Defender." Furthermore, the local courts have a list of fully qualified Conflict 
Public Defenders. Even when the Board contracted with the State Public 
Defender, the services of a contract "Conflict Public Defender" were used. 

b. The Report indicates that other than Elko, VVashoe and Clark 
Counties that have county public defender's offices, the rural counties should be 
under the State Public Defender's Office. See Report pg 11, 12 and 69. 
Humboldt County has a county public defender's office. Furthermore, the Board 
believes that local control is superior to State control. While the Board would 
support full State funding of indigent defense, the Board would prefer a block grant 
allowing the Board to spend the money locally. The problem with State Agencies 
is notorious in the smaller communities. When costs have to be cut, the smaller 
rural counties always suffer disproportionately. While rising costs was a problem 
with the State Public Defender that lead to the formation of an Office of the County 
Public Defender, a larger and superceding problem was ensuring quality 
representation by a State Agency over which the State Public Defender in Carson 
had little supervisory capability. In 2005, the Humboldt and Pershing Counties had 
considered going with a County Public Defender's Office but failed to have 
sufficient time to implement such a determination. 

c. Humboldt County has set forth a definition of indigent as 
follows: "Means any person (or in a Juvenile Matter, a child's parent or guardian), 
who is not able, financially, to secure the services of legal counsel by means of his 
present or reasonably-anticipated resources, considering the seriousness, need, 
and urgency of the matter, the difficulties or intricacies of the issues involved, and 
the financial circumstances of the applicant." Humboldt County considers both 
income and assets and confers with the Federal Poverty Guidelines ("FPG") as a 
baseline. Using the FPG, the courts may appoint counsel even when the 
applicant makes more than 300 percent of the FPG provided that they are 
assessed a reasonable fee for counsel's services, and 

WHEREAS, the order directing the District to implement changes which remove 
the judges from the decision making process is not necessary and constitutes an 
un-funded mandate. The report seems to indicate that a commission would be 
necessary consisting of a three-person panel with diverse backgrounds in the 
community. Because the appointment process would have to be ready to provide 
a decision on a daily basis, such an appointment would require, at the minimum 
three full-time persons. The cost of hiring three full-time people has not been 
budgeted and would cause Humboldt County to violate procedures for budgeting 
for the fiscal year, and 

WHEREAS, based upon numbers provided by the Humboldt County Clerk, one 
hundred fourteen (114) indigent defendants were provided services during FY 07. 
Seventy-five percent of those cases were handled by the county public defender's 
office while the remaining twenty-five percent were handled by conflict public 
defenders paid on an hourly at $100 an hour per NRS 7.125 and, 

WHEREAS, a case was defined consistent with NRS 7.125 as a criminal 
complaint or juvenile petition, even if more than one count was alleged in the 
complaint, and 

WHEREAS, the Order directing the District to exclude trial judges/justices of the 
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Humboldt Count District Attorne 's Office New Case Filin s 

2006= 117 

2007 = 350 

Bad Check cases = 406 



ea 

0 	 22 28 	 12 	 6  
0 	 4 	 5 	 0 	 1  
0 	 65 	 24 	 3 	 2 

0 	 8 	 2 	 3 	 1  
0 	 0 	 0 	 • 0 	 1  
0 	 33 	 8 	 1 	 1 

II. Justice/Municipal Court Dispositions 
Dismissed (before prelim.) 
Guilty Plea with Sentence (before prelim.) 
Waiver of Preliminary Hearing 
Preliminary Hearing 

Dismissed (during prelim.) 
Guilty Pleas with Sentence (during prelim.) 
Bound Over to District Court 

Misdemeanor & Traffic Dispositions 
Bail Forfeiture 
Transferred (before/during trial) 

Dismissed (after diversion) 
Dismissed (before trial) 
Guilty Pleas with Sentence (before trial) 
Non-Jury (bench) Trial 

Dismissed (during trial) 

Acquittal 
Guilty Pleas with Sentence (during trial) 

Conviction 
Jury Trial 

Dismissed (during trial) 

Acquittal 
Guilty Pleas with Sentence (during trial) 
Conviction 

212 	8680 	63  
0 	 0 	 0  
0 	 0 	 0  

170 	1004 	 6  
256 	 595 	 2 

4 	 7 	 0  
2 	 9 	 0  
4 	 2 	 0  
10 	 35 	 0 

o 	o 	o  
o 	o 	o  
o 	o 	o  
o 	o 	o 

Nevada AOC - Planning and Analysis division Form PA-101B 
Rev 2.2 

Nevada Trial Courts 	 Criminal Statistics Reporting Worksheet 
Page 2 of 3 

Court ID: J060804 

Date: 06/30/2006 to 07/01/2007 

Court: UNION TOWNSHIP JUSTICE COURT 

Felonies 'Gross Misdemeanors Misdemeanors .1 

Criminal Case Types (con't)  
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I. Defendants Charged 
Charges 

O 	 172 	 79 	 24 	 14 	 724 	9316 	64  
0 	 293 	 166 	 50 	 32 	 977 	11339 	75 



0 3 
44 114 
49 192 
13 358 
0 119 
72 0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

III. Additional Criminal Proceedings 
Extraordinary Writs 
Search Warrants 
Probable Cause Findings/Hearings 
Extradition Hearings 
Coroners Inquest Hearings 
Preliminary Hearings 
Grand Jury Proceedings 
Post-Adjudication Case Activity 

Modification of Sentence 
Revocation Hearing 
Post Conviction Relief 

IV. Additional Caseload Statistics 
Remanded Cases 
Domestic Violence Charges 
DUI Charges 
Drug-Related Charges 
Bench Trials 
Jury Trials 

Approved by: 

Page 1 of 3 
Page 2 of 3 
Page 3 of 3 

Worksheets included: Prepared by: 

Chief Judge 

Nevada AOC - Planning and Analysis division Form PA-101C 

Rev 2.2 

Nevada Trial Courts 	 Criminal Statistics Reporting Worksheet 
Page 3 of 3 

Court ID: J060804 

Date: 06/30/2006 to 07/01/2007 

Court: UNION TOWNSHIP JUSTICE COURT 
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183 

150 

37 

187 

HUMBOLDT-PERSH1NG PUBLIC DEFENDER 
2007 TOTALS  

HUMBOLDT COUNTY 

Adult Felonies 	 188  
Adult Gross Misdemeanors 	 38  
Adult Misdemeanors 	 196  
Adult Probation Violations 	 53  
Direct Appeals 	 8  
Justice Court Appeals 	 2  
Other 	 6  
TOTAL 

Juv Felonies 	 55  - 
Juv Gross Misdemeanors 	 12  - 
Juv Misdemeanors 	 47  
Juv Probation Violations 	 48  - 
Juv Direct Appeals 	 3  
Juv Other H'2-B 	 18  
TOTAL 

TOTAL FOR HUMBOLDT COUNTY 	 674  

PERSHING COUNTY 

Adult Felonies 	 71  
Adult Gross Misdemeanors 	 14  
Adult Misdemeanors 	 52  
Adult Probation Violations 	 10  
Direct Appeals 	 3  
Justice Court Appeals 	 0  
Other 	 0  
TOTAL 

Juv Felonies 	 15  
Juv Gross Misdemeanors 	 2  
Juv Misdemeanors 	 14  
Juv Probation Violations 	 1  
Juv Direct Appeals 	 0  
Juv Other 1/3z g 	 5  
TOTAL 

TOTAL FOR PERSHING COUNTY 
TOTAL FOR HUMBOLDT-PERSHING OFFICE 861 
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OPEN HUMBOLDT 4328 CASES 

GARDNER 	JV-3121 
HARRINGTON 	JV-3371 
HART 	 JV-3148 
HIGBEE 	JV-3190 
JEFFRIES 	JV-3359 
LEACH 	 JV-3281 
LEEPER 	JV-3351 
MARLEY 	JV-3301 
MARROQUIN 	JV-3368 
MICKLESEN 	JV-3219-1 
MOYES 	JV-3386 
NAZE 	 JV-3347 
ROY 	 JV-3278-1 
SANCHEZ 	JV-3325 
STANFORD 	JV-3327 
STILWELL 	JV-3364 
WOOLERY 	N- 

OPEN PERSHING 432B CASES 

BONEY-PEREZ 	JV-1280 
BOURNE 	JV-1279 
COLE 	 JV-1235 
HUNT, Atyia 	JV-1179 
MCNALLY 	JV-1265 
PRATT 	 JV-1184 
REITZ 	 JV-1285 
SIMPSON 	JV-1223 
SMITH 	 JV-1212 
WRIGHT 	JV-1259 

UPDATED 2/19/08 
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:. Jody  Clark 
Deputy .  
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Deputy 

Anita Paquette 
Indigent Coordinator 

. Administrative Office of the Courts 

	

Pages: 	7, including this cover sheet 

	

, Date: 	July 20, 2007 

Here is Humboldt County's survey: Again I apologize for the delay: There were items I could not 

answer, particularly With .regards to expenditures. The way the line items are Set up there are a 

.number of charges that go through Other than appointment of cOunsel:cOsts; so i .would he -Very 

time consuming to break out each billing for the appointed counsel : Please note, as I indicated in 

my e-mail,, the County has changed from the State Public Defender's Office to a County Publics. 

Defender, so costs and procedures Will change this year Should you have any questions please let 

me know. . 

SOW 5th Street- Rm 207 
Winnemucca, NV 89445 

From the desk of... 

•
- 	' 

Tami Rae SperO 
Humboldt County Clerk 
50 W. 5th  Street, #iO7 

Winnemucca, 	89.  445' Telephone: 775-623-6343 
Fax: 775-6234309 



INDIGENT DEFENSE COMMISSION 

Survey of Current Systems Providing 
Indigent Defense Services in Nevada 

(As of July 1, 2007) 

Name of person submitting information:  Ta  
Contact information: 	rnkicrfl-  C .

otextc i 	54Sf trims rywiCCa  
Geographic jurisdiction Served:  [-Lim  jaotzik- Coin 1--LkC 6 44^- 	frd 4- U nzon -ro uNSht:p)  
Courts or court levels served:  D i; 	 fice  

GENERAL  
1. In your county or jurisdiction, what systems are in place to provide indigent 

defense services? 
IR) Public Defender 
O Special or Alternate Public Defender 
O State Public Defender 
O Contract Attorney 
la Court Appointed Hourly 
0 Other (specify) 	  

2. Do written standards or guidelines exist pertaining to indigent defense in the 
following areas? (Check those that exist) N t> 

O Attorney qualifications 
O Caseload/workload 
O Conflict of interest 
O Training 
O Performance 
O Indigency screening 
O Compensation for court-appointed counsel 
O Administration of indigent defense services 
O Compensation or procedures for non-attorney services 

Indigent Defense Commission Survey 	 1 



10. When increased funding within a budget cycle is required, is it generally provided 
by the funding entity? 

Et Yes 
No 

11. When increased funding within a budget cycle is required, what is the process for 
obtaining it?  1464,5C.py" P-I(Orn CLODS-KEA—  b 	-e,m or-  P-uiivi 

wrolkelo ArPre  

12. For fiscal year 2007, what will be your jurisdiction's approximate total 
expenditure on indigent defense?  NsA- 	Sink. p,A14,t. 	F-87.D07-41v), 121, 

1 camoi- 	o_Ds4- 	 as 44....,_vi....c14ANL5 	fi o■kol ou5.05  (:nelk.xas_s 04--tur•-' 
13. What is the average cost per defendant in your jurisdiction for contract attorney 

cases? 

14. What is the average cost per defendant in your jurisdiction for court appointed 
hourly cases? 	  

COMPENSATION FOR COURT APPOINTED HOURLY ATTORNEYS  
15. What is the hourly rate paid to court appointed attorneys in your jurisdiction? 

DO — 

16. What is the average time from billing to payment?  \ebb Phan ) ryyb-r) 441  

17. What is your system for verifying the accuracy of the billings?  -The ai+cyrne_tA  
13 re_q.x4re_4 	irirlu_cle u. del() led OLCC.Dan nq ti.)L44-1  
pnal ati trn(11(.1 '.14inst,  a  ie- re ut-tWed h 414e_ ,j7the3e  
Ot%I:mec.  -to  HAP oitsc 

18. Who has the authority to approve bills? 
On_ LS CI c%Ve +n  

19. Is interim billing allowed for cases that have not reached a conclusion? 
tSil Yes 

No 
If yes, please explain under what circumstances this is permitted. 

-1-h? alfernetts W1,1 in 1°1M-hill fry) 4-66 r  

Indigent Defense Commission Survey 



INDIGENCY DETERMINATION 
20. In your jurisdiction, is screening conducted to determine whether defendants are 

indigent? (Other than by public defender offices) 
Et Yes 
O No 

21. Who is responsible for the screening? 	durly,  

22. How is it determined that defendants seeking services are indigent? 
3\Vi CZNEM-1 and y114ktbni-N.  

23. Is a determination made whether defendants are financially able to contribute to 
their defenses? 

El Yes 
Et No 

24. Are defendants required to contribute financially to their defenses, if they are 
capable? 

Yes 	 
1C-  El No 
If yes, specify the process (including: formula for determining payment, 
responsibility for collection, amounts collected, and percentage of defendants who 
contribute to their defenses)  '''St 1,61/h 44 Rto c4tiskm 	we& 

Elam Athi I hp.a_ Is °To") 	ranne_tn OrleS dismaci-tion  

CONTRACT ATTORNEY SYSTEMS  
25. In your jurisdiction, what is the process for awarding contracts? 	 

lip l[rn (y-1/  d cr 	  

26. If contract attorneys are part of a panel, what is the system for eligibility or 
appointment to the panel? 	  

Indigent Defense Commission Survey 
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27. If standards have been established that attorneys must meet to be eligible for 

contracts, what are they? 	  

28. Who assigns contract attorneys to courts or cases? 	  

29. Can judges decline the assignment of certain contract attorneys to their 
courtrooms? 

O Yes 
O No 

30. Can attorneys decline appointment to certain judges or courtrooms? 
O Yes 
O No 

31. Are contract attorneys limited to a certain number of cases? 
O Yes 	 
O No 	 

If there is a limit, please explain 	  

32. Are contract attorneys also eligible for hourly appointments? 
O Yes 
O No 

33. Are contract attorneys given preference for hourly appointments? 
O Yes 
O No 

34. What categories of cases are assigned to contract attorneys in your jurisdiction? 
(Check appropriate categories) 

O Felony 
O Misdemeanor 
O Juvenile delinquency 
O Juvenile dependency 
O Appellate 
O Other (specify) 	  

Indigent Defense Commission Suryey, 



HOURLY APPOINTMENT SYSTEMS  
35. What is the system for appointment of attorneys to cases paid on an hourly basis? 

	

Cart k duct appbilyi- 	4nei 4 	l'sk 
au9,4-c ct 	cpkr-- 	0_o 	ct,e)(k_ 	 afi-briz ects 

1 	Ciare_es 4-r) -ki:ii o9  

36. Are appointments made from a pre-determined panel of attorneys? 
0 Yes 
51 No 

37. If attorneys are part of a panel, what is the s ystem for eligibility and appointment 
to the panel? (Other than Rule 250 requirements) 	  

38. If standards have been established that attorneys must meet to be eligible for 
hourly appointments, what are the y? (Other than Rule 250 requirements) 

39. Who appoints eli gible attorneys to specific cases? Me. dwiqf 	J1-1-"4c-Q 
b 	Fitt:KR.  

40. Are attorneys limited to a certain number of cases? 
El Yes 

No 
If there is a limit, please explain 	  

41. How are cases monitored to ensure timel y  resolution?  13.. etTart- 5frith 

Indigent Defense Commission Survey 
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411 	 • 
March 10, 2008 

Judge Iroze 

Law and Motion Calendar 

14 cases were presented by the Humboldt County District 
Attorney's Office. 

7 cases were represented by the Humboldt/Pershing County Public 
Defender. 

50% of the cases were represented by the Humboldt/Pershing 
County Public Defender. 

14 
7 

50% 



111.711,..1.kal I r-INJII■ 	 NJ .1. 

Case No. 
CR-0505028 

Time 
9:00 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 

Case No. 
CR-0805470 

Time 
9:15 

=a == —== 	 ,.1A.,a■■■=■■■■• ■ 	 ..1===== = 

Time 
9:30 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

I Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
I MACDONALD, MICHAEL 

11110/SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IIILDAR 	PAGE 	1 
MON 3/10/08 

HUMBOLDT COUNTY DEPT: 2 	HONORABLE JOHN M. IRO 	 PRESIDING 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, Plaintiff, 
V . 

Gustavo Munoz, 	Defendant. 

I Pits Attorney 	 I Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
I DISTRICT ATTORNEY I SWANSON, KYLE 

Purpose of Hearing: REVIEW HEARING 
= 	

1 

Time 	Case No. 
9:00 CR-0705408 

Name of Case: State Of Nevada, 	Plaintiff 
VS 

Adam Andrew COrnielle, Defendant. 

Purpose of Hearing: STATUS HEARING 
=77=7=7=7= -.• = 	  m, 

Time 
9:15 

Case NO. 
CR-070544S 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada 	Plaintiff, 
vs 

Colton Wale Jackson Defendant. 

Pits Attorney 	 Dfts Attorney Or 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

**. 	
PUBLIC DEFENDER 

Purpose of Hearing: SENTENCING 

earanoe 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Scott Kolton, 	Defendant. 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

I Purpose of Hearing: ARRAIGNMENT 

I Dfts Attorney Or ApErance 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 

1 

Time 	Case No. 	Name of Case: The state of Nevada, Plaintiff, 
9:30 CR-0805472 	 vs. 

Scott Kolton, 	Defendant. 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Purpose of Hearing: ARRAIGNMENT 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
PUBLIC DEFENDER ' 

1 

Case No. 	Name of Case: In the Matter of Minor Children. 
311-0003394 

Purpose of Hearing: 432B INITIAL HEARING 
M=M —== =■■=■■=■■= 



PAGE 	2 

PRESIDING 

Case No. 
CR-0705420 

Time 
11:00 

Case No. 
CR-0705288 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, 
vs. 

Lee Edward Guseman, 

Plaintiff, 

Defendant. 

Time 
11:00 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
BASL, EDWIN T 

Name of Cases The State of Nevada, 
vs. 

Ryan James Larue, 

I 

Plaintiff, 

Defendant. 

Case No. 
CR-0705444 

Time 
11:15 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Dfts Attorney Or Vearance 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 

= 

WMWM= =========== 

41110 IXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT AllikDAR MON 3/10/08 
HUMBOLDT COUNTY DEPT: 2 	HONORABLE JOHN M. IROZ 

Time 
9:30 

Plts Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 	

Dfts Attorney Or Apprance 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 

vlue Attorney 	 I Drts Attorney Ur 
I DISTRICT ATTORNEY 1 PUBLIC DEFENDER 

I Purpose of Hearing: CONTINUED SENTENCING 

Case No. 
CR-0805464 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, Plaintiff; 
vs. 

Scott Michael Smith, Defendant. 

==============M 

Time 	Case No. 
10:00 CR-0705342 

Name of Case: State Of Nevada, 	 Plaintiff 
vs 

Stephanie Murray Martsch, Defendant. 

Pits Attorney 	 Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY ARMSTRONG, C. LEE III 

1 Purpose of Hearing: CONT'D REVIEW HEARING 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada 	Plaintiff, 
vs 

Chad William Derrick Defendant. 

Plts Attorney 	 1 Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 1 BULLOCK, JACK T. II 

Purpose of Hearings PRE TRIAL CONFERENCE 

1 Purpose of Hearing: CONT'D SENTENCING 
     ==- = ====== 	= ============== • 

1 Purpose of Hearing: CHANGE OF PLEA 

1 

Time 	Case No. 
1:30 CR-070539S 

Name of Case: The State Of Nevada, 	Plaintiff, 
vs 

German Orlando Gonzalez, Defendant. 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
DOLAN, ROBERT E. 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

1 Purpose of Hearing: HEARING ON WRIT (1 HR. ALLOWED) 



Pits Attorney 
DOLAN, ROBERT E. 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
DOLAN, ROBERT E. 

Case No. 
CR-0705446 

Time 
4;00 

SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 4IIINDAR 	PAGE 3 
moN 2/10/08 

HUMBOLDT COUNTY DEPT: 2 	HONORABLE JOHN M. IROZ 	 PRESIDING 

Time 1 Case No. 
230 PR-0004014 

Name of Case: In the Matter of the Estate of 
William H Hartzler, Deceased. 

3=== 
Purpose of Hearing: HEARING ON PETITION FOR SUMMARY ADMINISTRATION 

Time 
2:45 

Case No. 
JV-0003388 

Name of Case: In the Matter of Minor Children 

I Plts Attorney 	 I Dftis Attorney Or Appearance 
I DISTRICT ATTORNEY 	)1,7.- 	 MACDONALD, MICHAEL 

! Purpose of Hearing: CONT'D HEARING ON 4322 CASE 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada 	Plaintiff, 
vs 

Elliott Emmanuel Bailey Defendant. 

I 
 Plts Attorney 	 Dfts Attorney Or Alrrance 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY PUBLIC DEFENDER 

1  

Purpose of Hearing: HEARING ON WRIT 
SO MMO=MXIMMan============= 



45% 

• 
March 17, 2008 

Judge Wagner 

Law and Motion Calendar 

20 cases were presented by the Humboldt County District 
Attorney's Office. 

9 were represented by the Humboldt/Pershing County Public 
Defender. 

45% of the cases were represented by the Humboldt/Pershing 
County Public Defender. 

20 
7 



Case No. 
CR-0705361 

Time 
8:45 

Case No. 
CR-0705379 

Time 
9:00 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
ALLISON, DAVID 

Pits Attorney 
DOLAN, ROBERT E. 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 

Case No. 
CR-0705441 

Time 
9:30 

Case No. 
PR-0003969 

= 	

Name of Case: IN THE MATTER OF THE ESTATE OF 
JAMES L. DELANEY, 	DECEASED. 

==_=. 

Time 
9:45 

	==== 	 22••••••=="-.  = 

Pits Attorney 
PLIMPTON, TODD 

1 Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
1 PLIMPTON, TODD 
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Name of Case: The State of Nevada, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Tracy Lynn Collins, Defendant. 

Pits Attorney 	 Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 	 DOLAN, ROBERT E. 

Purpose of Hearing: STATUS HEARING 
	 = 	 ============================• -,_.... . 	. 	. 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, Plaintiff, 
VS. 

Donna Mickey Day, 	Defendant. 

Purpose of Hearing: CONTINUED SENTENCING 
2 	= 	== 	= 	 =2222=========== 

Time 
9:15 

Case No. 1 Name of Case: Robert E Dolan, et al, Plaintiffs, 
CV-0017569i 	 vs. 

	

John Does 1-10, 	Defendants. 

Purpose of Hearing: QUITE TITLE ACTION 
2============================== 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada 	Plaintiff, 
VS 

William Bruce Daubenschmidt Jr 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY -* 

1 Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
1 PUBLIC DEFENDER 

Purpose of Hearing: MOTION HEARING 

I Purpose of Hearing: 1ST & FINAL ACCOUNTING 
	==============c========= 	 22 == 

1 

Time 	Case No- 
10:00 CR-0805459 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, 	Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Thomas Everett Thompson, Defendant. 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY )A.: 

Dfts Attorney Or Varance 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 

1 Purpose of Hearing: HEARING ON REQUEST FOR BAIL 



PAGE 	2 

PRESIDING 

Case No. 
CR-0705413 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Time 
10:15 

Case No. 
CR-0705451 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, 
vs. 

Carl Hopper, 

Plaintiff, 

Defendant, 

Time 
10:45 

Case No. 
CR-0605235 

Time 
11:15 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
PICKER, MARC 

Case No. 
CR-0805473 

Time 
11:30 

Time 
11:45 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Dfte Attorney Or Appgarance 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 

=■■= 	 -=-====-,== 
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Melissa Jon, Defendant, 

Pits Attorney 	 I Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 4. 	 I PUBLIC DEFENDER 

Purpose of Hearing: PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE 

1 

Time 	Case NO. Name of Case: The State of Nevada 	Plaintiff, 
10:30 CR-0705439 	 vs 

Paul Ohlmeier 	 Defendant. 

Pits Attorney 	 1 Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 4; 	 PUBLIC DEFENDER 

Purpose of Hearing: SENTENCING PROCEEDINGS 
	 ==■■■■= 	

Pits Attorney 	 I Dfts Attorney Or Trance 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 	 I PUBLIC DEFENDER 

Purpose of Hearing: SENTENCING PROCEEDINGS 
================ 

Name of Case: STATE OF NEVADA, 	PLAINTIFF 
VS. 

DOUGLAS WAYNE SHAFFER, DEFENDANT 

Purpose of Hearing: SENTENCING PROCEEDINGS 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

Fausto Arturo Valdez, Defendant. 

==== 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Purpose of Hearing: ARRAIGNMENT 
=■■= 	

I Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
ALLISON, DAVID 

Case No. 
CR-0705407 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, 	Plaintiff, 
vs 

Racheal Michelle Naze 	Defendant. 

Purpose of Hearing: SENTENCING PROCEEDINGS 



Case No. 
CR-0805455 

Time 
1:00 

	======= ===== 

Time 
1:45 

Time 
2:00 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

1 Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
1 FOGEL,TioLYSSA  , 	. 	 , 

========25== 	== 

Time 
2:30 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

1 Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
1 SWANSON, KYLE 

Case No. 
CV-0017543 

Name of Case: In The Matter of Rdi Arechiga Magana 
Petitioner 

Time 
2:45 
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Name of Case: The State of Nevada, 	 Plaintiff 
vs. 

Juan Carlos Rodriguez-Lorenzo, Defendant 

I Pits Attorney.; 	Attorney Or Trance 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 	 PUBLIC DEFENDER 

Purpose of Hearing: CONT. ARRAIGNMENT 

1 

Time 	Case No. 
1:30 CR-0805469 

Name of Case: The State of Nevada, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

SoOtt Kolton, 	Defendant. 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Purpose of Hearing: ARRhIGNEMENT 

Dfts Attorney Or Aprrance 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 

====== ========== 	=====—====—=—=—='.•======—== ======*============== 

Case No. 	Name of Case: The State of Nevada, Plaintiff, 
cR-0805472 	 vs. 

Scott Kolton, 	Defendant. 
■••■■ 	$00,k..,===is  

Pits Attorney 	 Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 	 PUBLIC DEFENDER 

1 Purpose of Hearing: ARRAIGNMENT 

Case No. 
CR-0605249 

Name of Case: THE STATE OF NEVADA, 	PLAINTIFF, 
VS. 

JACKIE RAY RICHARDSON, DEFENDANT. 

Purpose of Hearing: CONTINUED PROBATION VIOLATION HEARING (1/2 HR.) 

Case No. 
CR-070544S 

	

Name of Case: The State of Nevada 	Plaintiff, 
vs 

	

Trenise Marie Cross 	Defendant. 

Purpose of Hearing: CONTINUED ARRAIGNMENT & PLEA = 	 =X= 

Pits Attorney 	 I Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
SWANSON, KYLE 

Purpose of Hearing: HEARING ON NAME CHANGE 
2C  	 == 	= 



Case No. 
JV-0003377 

Name of Case: In the Matter of a Minor Child Time 
3:00 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
MACDONALD, MICHAEL 

=mm=======M=AM= 

Case No. 
JV-0003327 

Name of Case: IN THE MATTER OF A MINOR CHILD. Time 
3:15 

	==.■ 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
MACDONALD, MICHAEL 

Case No. 
JV-0003371 

Name of Case: In the Matter of a Minor Child Time 
4:00 

Pits Attorney 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
MACDONALD, MICHAEL 
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Purpose of Hearing: REVIEW HEARING 

I Pits Attorney 	 I Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
I DISTRICT ATTORNEY MACDONALD, MICHAEL 

I Purpose of Hearing: PERMANENCY REVIEW HEARING 

Time 1 Case No. 
3:30 JV-0003359 

Name of Cage: In The Matter Of 
Minor Children 

Purpose of Hearing: SEMI-ANNUAL REVIEW HEARING 
====== 

Time 
3:45 

Case No. 
JV-0003339 

Name of Case: IN THE MATTER OF A MINOR CHILD 

Pits Attorney 1 Dfts Attorney Or Appearance 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 	 1 MACDONALD, MICHAEL 

Purpose of Hearing: FINAL REVIEW HEARING 
	 == 	 M  == 

== 
Purpose of Hearing: CONT. ADJUDICATORY HEARING 

================= ========== 


