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NRAP 26.1 DISCLOSURE

The undersigned counsel of record certifies that the following are persons and
entities as described in NRAP 26.1(a) and must be disclosed. These representations
are made in order that the judges of this Court may evaluate possible disqualification
or recusal.

Respondent Nevadans for Financial Choice is a Nevada Political Action
Committee. Respondent Christina Bauer is an individual. Pisanelli Bice PLLC is the
only law firm whose attorneys are expected to appear for Respondents Nevadans for
Financial Choice and Christina Bauer on appeal. Pisanelli Bice PLLC was also the
only law firm who appeared for Respondents Nevadans for Financial Choice and
Christina Bauer below.

DATED this 25th day of April, 2024.

PISANELLI BICE PLLC

By: _ /s/ Todd L. Bice
Todd L. Bice, Esq., #4534
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., #12097
Daniel R. Brady, Esq., #15508

400 South 7th Street. Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Respondents Nevadans for
Financial Choice and Christina Bauer



l. INTRODUCTION

Appellants' motion seeks two outcomes. Initially, it seeks summary
adjudication of the appeal without appellate briefing. Alternatively, it seeks
expedited briefing and consideration of this appeal. While Respondents Nevadans
for Financial Choice and Christina Bauer do not oppose an expedited briefing
schedule that allows a reasonable time for all parties to complete the necessary
appellate briefing, Appellants' request for summary adjudication absent consent of
all parties to the appeal fails as a matter of law. This Court should deny the request
for summary adjudication and direct a reasonable briefing schedule that allows all
parties an appropriate amount of time to prepare the fulsome briefing that
pre-election ballot-initiative challenges require.
Il. ARGUMENT

Appellants functionally seek summary adjudication of this appeal based on
the briefing below. Mot. at 7. But in ballot initiative cases, this Court only submits
appeals for summary adjudication on the district court briefing where the parties
agree to do so. Compare Prevent Sanctuary Cities v. Haley, No. 74966,
2018 WL 2272955, at *1 (Nev. 2018) (considering full briefing and oral argument
to resolve a ballot initiative challenge appeal), with Educ. Initiative v. Comm. to
Protect Nev. Jobs, 129 Nev. 35, 39 n.2, 293 P.3d 874, 877 n.2 (2013) (resolving an

appeal regarding a ballot initiative challenge without appellate briefing where the



parties "agreed to not file appellate briefs™). Indeed, in this past election cycle, this
Court denied a motion for summary adjudication without appellate briefing, Helton
v. Nev. Voters First Pac, No. 84110, at *1 (Order Denying Motion for Summary
Adjudication Jan. 28, 2022), and set the matter for resolution after full briefing,
Helton, No. 84110, at *1 (Order Granting Motion to Expedite Feb. 17, 2022).
Ballot challenges are technical cases that deserve fulsome briefing and a
detailed review by this Court. And, such fulsome briefing is even more important
here as this Court published a controlling opinion on a similar pre-election challenge
to a ballot initiative during the time between the district court's order and Appellants'
Notice of Appeal. See Nevs. for Reprod. Freedom v. Washington, 140 Nev.,
Adv.Op. 28,  P.3d ___, 2024 WL 168803 (2024). Thus, while Respondents
Nevadans for Financial Choice and Christina Bauer do not oppose a prompt briefing
schedule, the schedule should nonetheless permit adequate time to fully brief the

pertinent legal issues here.!

1 As Appellants noted, on April 15, 2024, the district court denied Respondents'
challenge to S-03-2024, Appellants' companion ballot measure that is substantively
identical to S-01-2024 - the ballot measure at issue in this appeal. Mot. at 5.
Respondents' notice of appeal is due May 15, 2024. As such, this Court may wish to
wait for Respondents to file their notices of appeal of S-03-2024 and consolidate
those matters for judicial efficiency.



I11. CONCLUSION

This Court should deny the request to summarily adjudicate this appeal on the

district court briefing and set a reasonable schedule for full briefing and oral

argument, if necessary.
DATED this 25th day of April, 2024.

PISANELLI BICE PLLC

By: _ /s/ Todd L. Bice
Todd L. Bice, Esq., #4534
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., #12097
Daniel R. Brady, Esq., #15508
400 South 7th Street. Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Respondents Nevadans for
Financial Choice and Christina Bauer



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
| HEREBY CERTIFY that | am an employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC, and

that on this 25th day of April, 2024, | caused to be served through the Court's CM/

ECF website true and correct

RESPONDENTS NEVADANS

CHRISTINA BAUER'S RESPONSE

FOR EXPEDITED

registered for service, as follows:
Bradley S. Schrager, Esq.

Daniel Bravo, Esq.

BRAVO SCHRAGER LLP

6675 South Tenaya Way, Suite 200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113

Attorneys for Appellants

Laena St-Jules, Esq.,

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY
GENERAL

100 N. Carson Street

Carson City, Nevada 89701

Attorney for Respondent Francisco V.

Aguilar

J. Malcolm DeVoy, Esq.
Matthew Morris, Esq.
HOLLAND & HART LLP
5441 Kietzke Lane

Reno, Nevada 89511

Attorneys for Respondent
DailyPay, Inc.

copies of the above and foregoing

FINANCIAL CHOICE AND

TO  APPELLANTS' MOTION

CONSIDERATION OF APPEAL to all parties

Joshua H. Reisman, Esq.

Elizabeth M. Sorokac, Esq.
Michael R. Kalish, Esq.
REISMAN SOROKAC

8965 South Eastern Ave, Suite 382
Las Vegas, Nevada 89123

Attorneys for Respondents Preferred
Capital Funding Nevada, LLC, and
Alliance for Responsible Consumer
Legal Funding

Severin A. Carlson, Esq.
Sihomara L. Graves, Esq.
KAEMPFER CROWELL

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 1100
Reno, Nevada 89501

Attorneys for Respondents
Activehours, Inc. and Stacy Press

/s/ Kimberly Peets

An employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC
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