UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS 
[RDC OR SDC LETTERHEAD]
MARINE CORPS DEFENSE SERVICES ORGANIZATION (JAD)
[RDC OR SDC LETTERHEAD]

Subj:	NOTICE OF CHANGE OF COUNSEL FOR GOOD CAUSE IN THE CASE OF UNITED STATES v. NAME AND RANK OF CLIENT

IN REPLY REFER TO
			5817
					Office
					DD Mmm YY

From:				DETAILING AUTHORITY 
To:	Distribution List

Subj:	FINDING OF NO GOOD CAUSE TO SEVER THE ATTORNEY-CLIENT RELATIONSHIP IN THE CASE OF UNITED STATES v. RANK NAME OF CLIENT

Ref:	(a) CDC Policy Memo 7-11
(b) MCO P5800.16A
(c) JAGINST 5013.1C

Encl: 	(1) Conflict-Free Counsel Advice Form
	(2) Other enclosures if appropriate
     
1. In reference (a), I was delegated the authority to detail counsel.  Detailing authority includes “the authority to remove a counsel from a case for good cause.”  Para 2006.1 of ref (b).  This removal authority is derived from RULE FOR COURTS-MARTIAL 505(d)(d)(B)(iii) which empowers “an authority competent to detail counsel” the ability to remove a counsel from a case for good cause independent of a military judge’s authority to remove a counsel under R.C.M. 506(c).  See United States v. Hutchins, 69 M.J. 282, 289 (C.A.A.F. 2011).  

2.  After reviewing the enclosures and the references I do not find good cause, under R.C.M. 505(d)(2) (B)(iii), to sever the attorney-client relationship between Captain Counsel and Client X, despite there being an apparent conflict of interest.  

3.  Set forth the conflict and explain in detail why, despite the conflict of interest, there is no good cause to sever the attorney-client relationship. 

4.  The military judge will make the final determination regarding whether or not there is good cause to sever the attorney-client relationship on the record at a subsequent session of court.   
	


R. D. COUNSEL

Copy to:
Detailed Counsel
Any co-counsel
Accused
RDC
CDC
SJA
TC
Military Judge
File
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