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II. NEVADA RULE OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 26.1 DISCLOSURE 
 

 The undersigned counsel of record certifies that 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.   

 South Asian Bar Association of Las Vegas (“SABA-LV”), as amicus curiae, 

declares that it does not have a parent corporation and no publicly held company 

owns ten percent or more of its stock.   

 Veterans In Politics International, Inc. (“VIPI”), as amicus curiae, declares 

that it does not have a parent corporation and no publicly held company owns ten 

percent or more of its stock.   

 Jay Bloom, as amicus curiae, declares he is a natural person.   

 Undersigned counsel, Milan Chatterjee, Esq. is an associate of the law firm 

Clark Hill, PLC.  His firm is in no way connected with this appeal.  Instead, the 

undersigned is appearing in his individual capacity as counsel for SABA-LV, VIPI 

and Mr. Bloom.       

       /s/  Milan Chatterjee 
       _________________________ 
       MILAN CHATTERJEE, ESQ. 

 4030 South Jones Blvd., Unit 30370 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89173 
Tele: (702) 538-3749 
 
Dated: April 30, 2021 




































