DIDS Attorney Observation Report Reviewer David Schieck
Date December 12, 2024 County Nye County
Court Nye County District Court Pahrump Judge Wanker
Defense Attorney Nathan Gent Prosecutor(s) Boskovich
Attorney Present In person Number of Clients 3 Banning; Franz; Kukes
Defendants Present present and absent Custodial Status mixed
Hearing Types Sentencing; sentencing; arraignmnet
Attorney's Preparedness
Did the Attorney appear for court? Yes
Did the Attorney have the file? Yes

Did the Attorney appear to have had a substantive, confidential meeting with

. Yes
each client before court?

Did the Attorney appear prepared to handle their clients' cases? Yes

How prepared did the Attorney appear?
Sufficiently prepared for these cases.

How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases?

\Very

The Attorney's courtroom advocacy skills were:

|Good

How was the Attorney/client communication?

Two cases appeared adequate, third case resulted in a bench warrant for failure to appear

Case Stage-Specific Issues

Did the Attorney argue for pretrial release/OR, or for reasonable bail? N/A

Did the Attorney counsel each client to refrain from waiving trial rights until the

attorney completed investigation of the case? N/A
Did the Attorney appear to have counseled clients to refrain from waiving any N/A
rights at arraignment?

Did the Attorney appear to adequately advise clients of the consequences of N/A

accepting a plea or going to trial, including any collateral consequences?

Did the Attorney present mitigating evidence and provide argument at

. Argument only
sentencing?

Did the Attorney address the Presentence Investigation Report (PSI) and/or

. . . Yes
Psychosexual Evaluation/Risk Assessment appropriately?

Did the court require defendant(s) to reimburse the entity for representation? No

Overall Assessments

Does the Attorney appear to have a sustainable workload? No

Overall, does the Attorney appear to be providing effective representation to

. Yes
their clients?

Remarks/Recommendations/Notes (continue on reverse):

-Christopher Banning. Sentencing was delayed as the victim was not available to speak. Client
was out of custody and no prejudice from delay of sentencing to January 30, 2025, however
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Remarks/Recommendations/Notes, continued:

there seemed to be no reason to continue the case until the end of January, except for the
Court's calendar. See comment below.

-Deborah Franz. Date set for sentencing and client tested positive for methamphetamine and
amphetamine, a violation of her OR release. Sentencing was put off to January 30, 2025
and the the client taken into custody with referral to apply for drug court.

-Charles Kukes - Client not present and had missed the last court date also. Counsel had
talked to client after the last court appearance and gave him the time and date for today's
appearance. While one phone call on the day of the last appearance should have been
enough to alert the client, better practices would dictate a written notice to the client after
confirming his residence address and a follow up call a day or two before the new court date.

Comment: There is a recurring pattern of cases dragging to multiple court dates over
months. Part of the problem is the antiquated process of calendaring and inefficiency in
processing of cases. The number of court appearances for each attorney then impacts such
things as staying in touch with clients to remind them to come to court and not test positive on
the court date.

| was informed of in custody defendants being bound over from Justice Court and receiving a
District Court arraignment date 8 weeks later from the justice court clerk who is provided the
date from the District Court. Speedy trial within 60 days of District Court arraignment means
very little when there is a 56 day wait for the arraignment. This is an issue that will most
likely draw some litigation in the near future. However, litigating such an issue takes time
and caseloads are such that time is scarce and therefore cases keep grinding along.
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