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- Article 32 Hearing Greatly Differs From Civilian Premeditated Murder Trial
What:
On November 5, 2009, Major Nidal Hasan opened fire at Ft. Hood, killing twelve armed
servicemembers and one civilian. Major Hasan now faces thirteen counts of premeditated
murder and thirty-two counts of attempted murder. His Article 32 Hearing under the Uniform
Code of Military Justice (UCMJ) is expected to begin next month.Trial under distinctive
characteristics from civilian trials, including case proceedings, defense council’s ability to
mount an insanity defense, the military’s procedure for capital punishment, as well as the
problem of undue command influence arising when a subordinate servicemember receives
pressure from a higher-ranking official in a way that interferes with their independent
judgment.Who:
Attorney and former Army Judge Advocate General (JAG) Greg T. Rinckey, Esq., is available
for analysis and commentary on Article 32 proceedings, the unique process and procedures
of a trial under the Uniform Code of Military Justice, as well as the burden of proof military
prosecutors need to meet. Mr. Rinckey has dedicated his life to the practice of military law
and prosecuted and defended military personnel in over one hundred felony cases, including
murder charges. He recently authored a National Law Journal article on military proceedings
expected in the Hasan trial, including differences between the military and civilian court
systems.When:
Mr. Rinckey is available for legal commentary via phone, satellite, or in person at your earliest
convenience.
“Great Customer Service” – C.R.
"Great customer service, thoroughly explained all aspects of my case. Thank you." - C.R.

“Cannot Thank You Enough” – R.S. and C.S.
"I cannot thank you enough for all that you did for us." - R.S. and C.S.

&#8220;Great Service&#8221; &#8211; E.S.
I want to thank you all for the great service rendered [to] myself and family. - E.S. on Client
Relations Attorney Derrick Hogan

Legal Disclaimer
The results of all client matters depend on a variety of factors unique to each matter. past
successes do not predict or guarantee future successes.
“High Regard” – R.E.M.
“Your firm held my best interests with high regard... I thank you for your efforts.” - R.E.M.

“Prompt and Efficient” – K.B.
“Prompt and efficient in processing claim, all correspondence handled in prompt and efficient
manner.” – K.B.

“Impressed” – W.W.
“As a retired heavy user of attorneys, I’m impressed with your concerns and your efforts to stay in
touch with your clients. Its damned good management aligned with top notch expertise.” – W.W.

“Excellent Service” – J.R.
“Excellent service, very professional, and understanding and considerate of clients needs. Attorney
was very approachable and there was a very good comfort level.” – J.R.

“Professional & Informative” – J.H.
“Professional & informative... I was pleased with the handling of the case. I was treated as a
person, and kept abreast of all aspects of the case. Thank you all.” – J.H.

“Thanks So Much” – J.D.
“Without your Firm, I would not have known of my claim. Thanks so much!” – J.D.

“Gets Results” – F.P.
“Most certainly – The firm gets results!” – F.P.

“Quite Satisfied” – R.W.
“I am quite satisfied with the services your office has provided.” – R.W.

“Exceptional Legal Services” – A.S.
“Your firm, Tully Rinckey, has provided and continues to provide me with prompt, keen, exceptional
legal services. After the initial consult, I felt relieved that I had the representation from Tully
Rinckey... I have found a new found hope with Tully Rinckey...” – A.S.

“Absolute Best” – R.H.
“My attorney was the absolute best I could ever have hoped for. A pure professional in every
sense of the word. She was very mindful of my financial expenditure and still was able to represent
me very well in my court case.”– R.H.

“Outstanding Service” – A.R.
“Outstanding service, true professional.” – A.R.

“Top Notch” – V.W.
“My attorney was top notch. Very pleasant and helpful.” – V.W.

“Ideal Choice” – D.H.
“My attorney knew exactly the approach to take and was the ideal choice. She was extremely
responsive. She was clear, balanced, and open to our views and feelings. She made it clear she
was there for us and ready to answer questions.” – D.H.

“Very Satisfield” – D.D.
“I was very satisfied with the services provided which were completed in a very timely and
professional manner.” – D.D.

“Excellent” – B.M.
“Your Firm provides excellent & free service to federal workers and NG/USAR members.” – B.M.

