their clients?

DIDS Attorney Observation Report Reviewer David Schieck
Date March 27, 2025 County Nye County
Court Nye County District Court Judge Wanker
Defense Attorney Nate Gent Prosecutor(s) Wright
Attorney Present In person Number of Clients 3 Allen; Banning; Miller
Defendants Present In Person Custodial Status In custody
Hearing Types Plea on day set for preliminary hearing
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?
\Well prepared
How knowledgable was the Attorney about their cases?
Very knowledgeable
The Attorney's courtroom advocacy skills were:
|Good
How was the Attorney/client communication?
|Good
Case Stage-Specific Issues
Did the Attorney argue for pretrial release/OR, or for reasonable bail? Yes
Did the Attorney counsel each client to refrain from waiving trial rights until the
, o N/A
attorney completed investigation of the case?
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 Yes
accepting a plea or going to trial, including any collateral consequences?
Did the Attorney present mitigating evidence and provide argument at Yes
sentencing?
Did the Attorney address the Presentence Investigation Report (PSI) and/or N/A
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

Remarks/Recommendations/Notes (continue on reverse):

- Douglas Allen -Arraignment with Guilty Plea Agreement. Fictitious plea to one count of
burglary of a business rather than Robbery with Use and Burglary with Use. Client was
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Remarks/Recommendations/Notes, continued:

in custody after entry of plea an oral motion was made for an OR release pending sentencing.
Counsel was able to explain the nature of the underlying case to the court in arguing for the
OR. Court entertained and then denied the motion.

-Christopher Banning - In custody client for sentencing on grand larceny auto a Category C
felony. Favorable plea case as 15 months of incarceration on Justice Court cases were
removed. The Court was familiar with both the victim and the defendant as previous drug
court graduates. Client received probation, but an issue arose concerning the amount of
restitution and the case was continued for the presence of the victim to substantiate the
amount of restitution. Counsel was aware of the facts regarding restitution and challenged
on behalf of the client.

-James Miller - Bench warrant return for probation violation on a Category D felony for
attempt carrying concealed weapon. Violations for failure to report, failed drug court, picked
up new offenses. The new cases were in Justice Court and attorney Blatnik was assigned
and negotiated those cases for dismissal in exchange for agreeing to revocation in the
current case. This had not been communicated from Blatnik to Gent, who at first argued for
reinstatement until the DA advised of the negotiation in Justice Court. The lack of
communication on a common client is concerning, as is the assignment of new cases of an
existing client to a different attorney.
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