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I. ARGUMENT 

A. Petitioner’s request for relief is now moot. 

Subsequent to Mr. Helfrich’s writ petition, on July 11, 2023, Judge Gamble 

entered an order granting Helfrich’s Motion To Withdraw Counsel. See 

Respondent State of Nevada’s Appendix pp. 1-2. Therefore, the issue is moot. 

This Court has long recognized that cases presenting live controversies at the 

time of their inception may become moot by the occurrence of subsequent events. 

Univ. & Cmty. Coll. Sys. Of Nev. V. Nevadans for Sound Gov’t 120 Nev. 712, 720,  
 
100 P.3d, 179, 186 (2004).  

II. CONCLUSION 

Petitioner’s argument is now moot. Therefore, the State respectfully requests 

that this Court deny the Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus/Prohibition.  

DATED this 23rd day of August 2023. 

      BRIAN T. KUNZI 
      NYE COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
      P. O. Box 39 
      Pahrump, NV  89041 
      Attorney for Respondents 
 
      By _/s/ Bradley Richardson_________ 
            BRADLEY RICHARDSON 
            Chief Deputy District Attorney 
            Nevada Bar No. 1159 
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reference to the page and volume number, if any, of the transcript or appendix where 

the matter relied on is to be found.  I understand that I may be subject to sanctions 

in the event that the accompanying brief is not in conformity with the requirements 

of the Nevada Rules of Appellate Procedure. 
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      P. O. Box 39 
      Pahrump, NV  89041 
      Attorney for Respondents 
 
      By _/s/ Bradley Richardson_________ 
            BRADLEY RICHARDSON 
            Chief Deputy District Attorney 
            Nevada Bar No. 1159 
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