
  
  
Appellants must complete this docketing statement in compliance with NRAP 14(a).  The 
purpose of the docketing statement is to assist the Supreme Court in screening jurisdiction, 
identifying issues on appeal, assessing presumptive assignment to the Court of Appeals under 
NRAP 17, scheduling cases for oral argument and settlement conferences, classifying cases for 
expedited treatment and assignment to the Court of Appeals, and compiling statistical 
information. 
  
          WARNING  
  
This statement must be completed fully, accurately and on time.  NRAP 14(c).  The Supreme 
Court may impose sanctions on counsel or appellant if it appears that the information provided 
is incomplete or inaccurate.  Id. Failure to fill out the statement completely or to file it in a 
timely manner constitutes grounds for the imposition of sanctions, including a fine and/or 
dismissal of the appeal.   
  
A complete list of the documents that must be attached appears as Question 27 on this docketing 
statement.  Failure to attach all required documents will result in the delay of your appeal and 
may result in the imposition of sanctions. 
  
This court has noted that when attorneys do not take seriously their obligations under NRAP 14 
to complete the docketing statement properly and conscientiously, they waste the valuable 
judicial resources of this court, making the imposition of sanctions appropriate.  See KDI Sylvan 
Pools v. Workman, 107 Nev. 340, 344, 810 P.2d 1217, 1220 (1991).  Please use tab dividers to 
separate any attached documents. 
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1. Judicial District Department

County Judge

District Ct. Case No.

2. Attorney filing this docketing statement:

Attorney Telephone

Firm
Address

Client(s)

If this is a joint statement by multiple appellants, add the names and addresses of other counsel and 
the names of their clients on an additional sheet accompanied by a certification that they concur in the 
filing of this statement.

3. Attorney(s) representing respondents(s):

Client(s)

Address
Firm

TelephoneAttorney

Client(s)

Address
Firm

TelephoneAttorney

(List additional counsel on separate sheet if necessary)

     First      2

    Carson City     James E. Wilson, Jr.

    21 OC 00182 1B

    Wayne Klomp     (775) 770-0386

    Great Basin Law

1783 Trek Trail
Reno, Nevada  89521

Barbara Cegavske, in her official capacity as Nevada Secretary of State

SEE ATTACHMENT 1 FOR FULL LIST - Robert Hollowood, Kenneth Belknap, etc.

3773 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Ste. 590 South
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169

Wolf, Rifkin, Shapiro, Schulman & Rabkin, LLP

(702) 341-5200Bradley Schrager

Nevada Resort Association, Vegas Chamber

3993 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Ste. 600
Las Vegas, Nevada  89169-5996

Lewis Roca Rothgerber Christie LLP

(702) 949-8200Joel D. Henriod



4. Nature of disposition below (check all that apply):
Judgment after bench trial

Other disposition (specify):

ModificationOriginal
Divorce Decree:

Review of agency determination
Grant/Denial of declaratory relief
Grant/Denial of injunction
Grant/Denial of NRCP 60(b) relief
Default judgment
Summary judgment
Judgment after jury verdict

Other (specify):
Failure to prosecute
Failure to state a claim
Lack of jurisdiction

Dismissal:

5. Does this appeal raise issues concerning any of the following?

Child Custody
Venue
Termination of parental rights

6. Pending and prior proceedings in this court.  List the case name and docket number  
of all appeals or original proceedings presently or previously pending before this court which 
are related to this appeal:

7. Pending and prior proceedings in other courts.  List the case name, number and  
court of all pending and prior proceedings in other courts which are related to this appeal  
(e.g., bankruptcy, consolidated or bifurcated proceedings) and their dates of disposition:

Writs issued

Not applicable.

Not applicable.



8. Nature of the action.  Briefly describe the nature of the action and the result below:

9. Issues on appeal.  State concisely the principal issue(s) in this appeal (attach separate  
sheets as necessary):

10. Pending proceedings in this court raising the same or similar issues.  If you are  
aware of any proceedings presently pending before this court which raises the same or  
similar issues raised in this appeal, list the case name and docket numbers and identify the 
same or similar issue raised:  

Petitioners are sponsors of two initiative petitions for which signatures were collected and 
verified.  Following verification, the Secretary of State submitted the verified petitions to 
the Nevada Legislature at the beginning of the 2021 Session.  The Legislature failed to act 
on the petitions, but made a bargain including an agreement by the petition sponsors to 
withdraw the initiative petitions pursuant to NRS 295.026.  However, the Secretary did not 
recognize the withdrawal because Nev. Const. art. 19, sec. 2(3) states that the Secretary 
shall place the verified petitions on the ballot in the next general election.  Petitioners filed 
a Petition for Writs of Mandamus and Prohibition to prevent the Secretary from placing the 
two initiative petitions on the November 2022 general election ballot and to compel the 
Secretary of State to recognize the withdrawal submitted by the petitions' sponsors.  The 
District Court issued the requested writs, and this appeal followed.

This appeal will determine the scope of the power "the people reserve to themselves . . . to 
enact or reject" initiative petitions at the polls.  Nev. Const. art. 19, sec. 2(1).  Specifically, 
this appeal will determine: (1) the scope of the Legislature's authority to "facilitate" the 
initiative process, and whether that authority extends to permit the Legislature to enact a 
statute (NRS 295.026) allowing a petition sponsor to withdraw an initiative petition which 
has been verified and submitted to the Legislature; and (2) whether the Constitutional 
mandate that "the secretary of State shall submit the question of approval or disapproval of 
such [initiative petitions] to a vote of the voters at the next succeeding general election" is 
mandatory or permissive.  Nev. Const. art. 19, sec 2(3).  Ultimately, this appeal will 
determine whether two intitiative petitions will be placed on the November 2022 ballot.   

Undersigned counsel is unaware of any current proceedings which raise the same or similar 
issues raised in this appeal.



11. Constitutional issues.  If this appeal challenges the constitutionality of a statute, and  
the state, any state agency, or any officer or employee thereof is not a party to this appeal,  
have you notified the clerk of this court and the attorney general in accordance with NRAP 44 
and NRS 30.130?

N/A

No
Yes

If not, explain:

12. Other issues.  Does this appeal involve any of the following issues?

Reversal of well-settled Nevada precedent (identify the case(s))
An issue arising under the United States and/or Nevada Constitutions 
A substantial issue of first impression
An issue of public policy
An issue where en banc consideration is necessary to maintain uniformity of this 
court's decisions
A ballot question
If so, explain: This appeal will determine whether questions presented in two initiative 

petitions that were submitted to the Nevada Legislature in the 2021 
Legislative Session will be placed on the ballot for the November 2022 
general election.



15. Judicial Disqualification.  Do you intend to file a motion to disqualify or have a 
justice recuse him/herself from participation in this appeal?  If so, which Justice?  

Was it a bench or jury trial?

14. Trial.  If this action proceeded to trial, how many days did the trial last?

13. Assignment to the Court of Appeals or retention in the Supreme Court. Briefly 
set forth whether the matter is presumptively retained by the Supreme Court or assigned to 
the Court of Appeals under NRAP 17, and cite the subparagraph(s) of the Rule under which 
the matter falls. If appellant believes that the Supreme Court should retain the case despite 
its presumptive assignment to the Court of Appeals, identify the specific issue(s) or circum-
stance(s) that warrant retaining the case, and include an explanation of their importance or 
significance:

Not applicable.

Not applicable.

Pursuant to NRAP 17(a)(2), this matter is presumptively retained by the Supreme Court 
because it involves a ballot question.  Additionally, this appeal involves matters of first 
impression pursuant to NRAP 17(a)(11) concerning the constitutionality of NRS 295.026, 
the scope of the powers reserved to the people under the Nevada Constitution, article 19, 
section 2(1), the mandatory obligations of the Secretary of State under article 19, sec. 2(3) 
of the Constitution, and the scope of the Nevada Legislature's power to "facilitate" the 
initiative petition process under article 19, section 5 of the Constitution.



TIMELINESS OF NOTICE OF APPEAL

16. Date of entry of written judgment or order appealed from

If no written judgment or order was filed in the district court, explain the basis for  
seeking appellate review:

17. Date written notice of entry of judgment or order was served
Was service by:

Delivery
Mail/electronic/fax

18. If the time for filing the notice of appeal was tolled by a post-judgment motion
(NRCP 50(b), 52(b), or 59) 
  
 (a) Specify the type of motion, the date and method of service of the motion, and 
      the date of filing.

NRCP 50(b)

NRCP 52(b)

NRCP 59

Date of filing

Date of filing

Date of filing

NOTE: Motions made pursuant to NRCP 60 or motions for rehearing or reconsideration may toll the
             time for filing a notice of appeal.  See AA Primo Builders v. Washington, 126 Nev. ____, 245  
 P.3d 1190 (2010).

 (b) Date of entry of written order resolving tolling motion

 (c) Date written notice of entry of order resolving tolling motion was served
Was service by:

Delivery
Mail

March 9, 2022.

March 10, 2022.



19. Date notice of appeal filed
If more than one party has appealed from the judgment or order, list the date each 
notice of appeal was filed and identify by name the party filing the notice of appeal:

20. Specify statute or rule governing the time limit for filing the notice of appeal, 
e.g., NRAP 4(a) or other

SUBSTANTIVE APPEALABILITY

21. Specify the statute or other authority granting this court jurisdiction to review 
the judgment or order appealed from:
(a)

NRAP 3A(b)(1)
NRAP 3A(b)(2)
NRAP 3A(b)(3)
Other (specify)

NRS 38.205
NRS 233B.150
NRS 703.376

(b) Explain how each authority provides a basis for appeal from the judgment or order:

March 18, 2022.

NRAP 4(a)

NRS 34.310

NRAP 3A(b)(1) provides that an appeal may be taken from "final judgment entered in an 
action or proceeding commenced in the court in which the judgment is rendered."  In the 
District Court, the Order determining that a writ of mandamus and writ of prohibition 
should issue, together with the writs themselves, resolve all issues and constitute final 
judgment in that Court.

Further, NRS 34.310 provides that an appeal from the district court's decision on a writ of 
mandamus is governed by the Nevada Rules of Appellate Procedure and the Nevada Rules 
of Civil Procedure.



22. List all parties involved in the action or consolidated actions in the district court: 
      (a) Parties:

      (b) If all parties in the district court are not parties to this appeal, explain in detail why 
 those parties are not involved in this appeal, e.g., formally dismissed, not served, or 
 other:

23. Give a brief description (3 to 5 words) of each party's separate claims, 
counterclaims, cross-claims, or third-party claims and the date of formal 
disposition of each claim.

24. Did the judgment or order appealed from adjudicate ALL the claims alleged 
below and the rights and liabilities of ALL the parties to the action or consolidated 
actions below?

Yes
No

25. If you answered "No" to question 24, complete the following:
(a) Specify the claims remaining pending below:

Robert Hollowood, Kenneth Belknap, Nevadans for Fair Gaming Taxes PAC, 
Fund Our Schools PAC - Original Petitioners.
Nevada Resort Association, Vegas Chamber - Intervenors-Petitioners.

Barbara Cegavske, in her official capacity, Nevada Secretary of State, Respondent

All parties below are parties to this appeal.

Original Petitioners' and the Intervenor-Petitioners' Claims --
(1) Issuance of writ of mandamus - Writ of Madate Issued March 9, 2022.
(2) Issuance of writ of prohibition - Writ of Prohibition Issued March 9, 2022.

Not applicable.



(b) Specify the parties remaining below:

(c) Did the district court certify the judgment or order appealed from as a final judgment 
pursuant to NRCP 54(b)?

Yes
No

(d) Did the district court make an express determination, pursuant to NRCP 54(b), that 
there is no just reason for delay and an express direction for the entry of judgment?

No
Yes

26. If you answered "No" to any part of question 25, explain the basis for seeking 
appellate review (e.g., order is independently appealable under NRAP 3A(b)):

27. Attach file-stamped copies of the following documents: 
l The latest-filed complaint, counterclaims, cross-claims, and third-party claims 
l Any tolling motion(s) and order(s) resolving tolling motion(s) 
l Orders of NRCP 41(a) dismissals formally resolving each claim, counterclaims, cross- 
      claims and/or third-party claims asserted in the action or consolidated action below, 
      even if not at issue on appeal 
l Any other order challenged on appeal 
l Notices of entry for each attached order

Not applicable.



VERIFICATION

I declare under penalty of perjury that I have read this docketing statement, that 
the information provided in this docketing statement is true and complete to the 
best of my knowledge, information and belief, and that I have attached all required
documents to this docketing statement.

Name of appellant

State and county where signed

Name of counsel of record

Signature of counsel of recordDate

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on the day of , , I served a copy of this
completed docketing statement upon all counsel of record:

By mailing it by first class mail with sufficient postage prepaid to the following 
address(es): (NOTE: If all names and addresses cannot fit below, please list names 
below and attach a separate sheet with the addresses.)

By personally serving it upon him/her; or

,day ofDated this

Signature

Barbara Cegavske, Secretary of State

Nevada, Washoe County

Wayne Klomp

/s/ Wayne Klomp28 March 2022

28th March 2022

By email upon the parties identified in the attached Certificate of Service.

2022March28th

/s/ Wayne Klomp



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this date, the foregoing Docketing Statement was 

served on the individuals registered to receive service pursuant to the Court’s 

electronic filing system.  For users not registered with the Court’s electronic filing 

system, service was completed via electronic mail pursuant to a stipulation of the 

parties, and completed on the following individuals at the email addresses shown: 
 

WOLF, RIFKIN, SHAPIRO, SCHULMAN & RABKIN, LLP 
Bradley S. Schrager, Esq.  
bschrager@wrslawyers.com 
Daniel Bravo, Esq.  
dbravo@wrslawyers.com 
John Samberg, Esq. 
jsamberg@wrslawyers.com 
Eric Levinrad, Esq. 
elevinrad@wrslawyers.com 
 

MCLETCHIE LAW 
Margaret A. McLetchie 
maggie@nvlitigation.com  
 
Attorneys for Respondents Robert Hollowood et al. 
 

LEWIS ROCA ROTHGERBER CHRISTIE LLP 
Joel D. Henriod, Esq. 
JHenriod@LewisRoca.com 
Daniel F. Polsenberg, Esq. 
DPolsenberg@LewisRoca.com 
Kory J. Koerperich 
KKoerperich@LewisRoca.com 
 
Attorneys Respondents Nevada Resort Association and Vegas Chamber 

 
Dated:  March 28th, 2022. 
          /s/ Wayne Klomp     
       Wayne Klomp  
  



Attachment 1 
 

Attorneys Representing Respondents 
 
 
 
  



RESPONDENTS AND THEIR COUNSEL 

 
Respondents:  

Robert Hollowood 
Kenneth Belknap 
Nevadans For Fair Gaming Taxes PAC 
Fund Our Schools PAC 

 
Counsel: Wolf, Rifkin, Shapiro, Schulman & Rabkin, LLP 

Bradley Schrager, Esq. 
 Daniel Bravo, Esq. 
 John Samberg, Esq. 
 Eric Levinrad, Esq. (pro hac vice requested) 
 3773 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Ste. 590 South 
 Las Vegas, Nevada  89169 
 Telephone:  (702) 341-5200 
 
McLetchie Law 
 Margaret A. McLetchie, Esq. 
 602 South Tenth St. 

Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
Telephone:  (702) 728-5300 

 
Respondents:  

Nevada Resort Association 
Greater Las Vegas Chamber of Commerce dba Vegas Chamber 

 
Counsel: Lewis Roca Rothgerber Christie LLP 

 Joel D. Henriod, Esq. 
 Daniel F. Polsenberg, Esq. 
 Kory J. Koerperich, Esq. 
 3993 Howard Hughes Pkwy., Ste. 600 
 Las Vegas, Nevada  89169-5996 
 Telephone:  (702) 949-8200 



Attachment 2 
 

Petition for Writs of Mandamus and Prohibition 
Order that Writs of Mandamus and Prohibition Issue 
Notice of Entry of Order 
Writ of Mandate 
Writ of Prohibition 
Notice of Service of Writ of Mandate and Writ of Prohibition1 
 
 
 
 

 
1 At the time of the filing of this Docketing Statement, a file-stamped copy of the Notice of 
Service had not yet been returned by the Clerk’s Office for the First Judicial District Court. 






























































