


923 P.2d 1102, 1107 (1996). Both components of the inquiry must be 

shown. Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 697 (1984). 

First, appellant claimed that her counsel was ineffective for 

failing to inform the district court in writing regarding appellant's mental 

disabilities. Appellant failed to demonstrate either deficiency or prejudice 

for this claim. Counsel filed a lengthy sentencing memorandum detailing 

appellant's mental difficulties and difficult childhood. Appellant failed to 

demonstrate a reasonable probability of a different outcome had her 

counsel made further efforts to inform the trial court regarding appellant's 

mental difficulties. Therefore, the district court did not err in denying this 

claim. 

Second, appellant claimed that her counsel was ineffective for 

permitting appellant to be prosecuted despite her mental retardation. 

Appellant appeared to assert that counsel should have attempted a 

defense of diminished capacity. Appellant failed to demonstrate that her 

counsel's performance was deficient or that she was prejudiced. Nevada 

does not recognize diminished capacity as a legal defense. See Crawford v. 

State, 121 Nev. 744, 757, 121 P.3d 582, 590-91 (2005). To the extent that 

appellant asserted she was incompetent, appellant failed to demonstrate 

that she did not have the ability to consult with her attorney with a 

reasonable degree of rational understanding and that she did not have a 

rational and factual understanding of the proceedings against her. See 

Melchor-Gloria v. State, 99 Nev. 174, 179-80, 660 P.2d 109, 113 (1983) 

(citing Dusky v. United States, 362 U.S. 402 (1960)). To the extent 

appellant claimed that her counsel should have argued she was legally 

insane, appellant did not demonstrate that she was in a delusional state 

during the crime such that she could not know or understand the nature 
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and capacity of her acts or could not appreciate the wrongfulness of her 

acts. See Finger v. State, 117 Nev. 548, 576, 27 P.3d 66, 84-85 (2001). 

Therefore, the district court did not,err in denying this claim. Accordingly, 

we 

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED. 

, 	C.J. 
Gibbons 

Tao 

Silver 

cc: Hon. Elizabeth Goff Gonzalez, District Judge 
Amber J. Hall 
Attorney General/Carson City 
Clark County District Attorney 
Eighth District Court Clerk 
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