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fully as they might. Repair the Vote PAC is unrestrained by constitutional concerns and can 

provide this Court with the full range of potential factual and legal defects in the Complaint. 

Specifically, Repair the Vote PAC has reviewed the pleadings filed by the Parties. It is 

clear that Defendant will undoubtedly not make all the PAC's arguments; Nor is she capable and 

willing to make such arguments. 

B. IN THE ALTERNATIVE, THE COURT SHOULD GRANT PERMISSIVE 
INTERVENTION 

If the Court nonetheless determines that Repair the Vote PAC is not entitled to intervene 

as of right, it should grant permissive intervention. Nev. R. Civ P. 24(b). Rule 24(b) authorizes 

the Court to grant permissive intervention to anyone who has a claim or defense that shares with 

the main action a common question of law or fact. A district Court has broad discretion to permit 

intervention. Griffith v Univ Hosp. LLC, 249 F.3d 658, 662 (7th Cir. 2001). The Court must 

determine whether a proposed intervenor's claims and the main action share a common question 

of fact or law and then whether the intervention will unduly delay the litigation or prejudice the 

original parties. Freedom.from Religion Found., Inc. v. Geithner, 644 F.3d 836, 843 (9th Cir. 

2011). Donnelly v. Glickman, 159 F. 3d 405, 412 (9th Cir. 1998). 

Intervenor's proposed Answer includes defenses and legal arguments that rely on the 

same facts and legal claims set forth in the Complaint, permissive intervention is appropriate 

here. NRCP 24(b) permits intervention as follows: 

(b) Permissive intervention. Upon timely application anyone may be permitted to 

intervene in an action: (l) when a statute confers a conditional right to intervene; or (2) when an 

applicant's claim or defense and the main action have a question oflaw or fact in common. In 

exercising its discretion the court shall consider whether the intervention will unduly delay or 
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prejudice the adjudication of the rights of the original parties. Although provision Rule 24(b )(1) 

does not apply here, the remaining provisions of the rule support permissive intervention. 

A. Timeless and Delay 

In considering the timeliness of the intervention, the Court should consider the totality of 

circumstances. NAACP v New York, -113 US. 345, 366 (1973), including the length oftime since 

the movant knew of its interest in the case, prejudice to the existing parties caused by any delay 

in intervening (but not delay caused by the intervention itself) prejudiced to the proposed 

intervenor, and the existence of any unusual circumstances, United Nuclear Corp. v Cannon, 69 

F.2d 141, 143 (F' Cir. 1982) 

As is stated above, Intervenor is filing this motion as soon as possible following the filing 

of the Complaint. Intervenor submits that any additional issues he intends to raise and litigate 

will cause no delay in this litigation. 

The movant is not required to asset a separate or additional claim or defense in order to 

show commonality. Instead, permissive intervention is appropriate where the proposed 

"intervenor's defense raises the same legal questions as the defense of the named Defendants." 

MillervSilbermann, 832F. Supp. 663, 673(S.D.N.Y 1993). Similarly,RepairtheVotePAChas 

a special interest in the resolution of this matter favoring Defendant. While, Cegavske's and the 

PAC's interests are different and distinct the legal issue is the same. 
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Ill 
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CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, the Court should grant David Gibbs and Repair the Vote 

PAC's Motion to Intervene as of right, or in the alternative, pennissively. 

Dated this 24th day of February, 2022 
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State q[Nevada-Initiative Petition - ConstituJionaLAmendment 

The People of the State of Nevada. do enact as follows: 

FULL TEXT Of THE PROPOSED MEASURE 
Article 2 of the Nevada Constitution is hereby amended by adding thereto new sections to be designated as Section 1B 
and Section l C, to read as follows: 
Sec LB. Photo ldentlficatiou. Each voter in Nevada shall present photo identification to verify their identity when 
voting in person at a polling place during early voting or on election day before being provided 11 ballot. To be 
considered valid, the photo identification must be current or expired for no more than four years. If the voter is 70 years 
old or more, the identification can be expired for any length of time, so long as it is otherwise valid. Acceptable fonns 
of identification include: 

I. Nevada driver's license. 
2. Identification card issued by 1he State of Nevada, any other State, or the US Government. 
3. Employee photo identification card issued by the US government, Nevada government. or any county, municipality, 
board, aulhority, or other Nevada government entity. 
4. US passport. 
S. US military identification card. 
6. Student photo identification card issued by a Nevada public college, university, or technical school. 
7. Tribal photo id ntilication. 
8. Nevada concealed fireanns penn it. 
9. Other form of government-issued photo identification that the Legislature may approve. 

Sec IC. Voter Verification. Each voter in Nevada who votes by mail-in ballot shall enter one of the following in the 
block provided next to the voter's signature for election officials rouse in verifying the voter's idcndty: 

I. The last four digits of their Nevada driver's license number. 
2. If the voter does not possess a Nevada driver's license, the last four digiiS oft.heir S«ial Security number. 
3. If the voter has neither a Nevad driver's license or a Social Security number, the number provided by the county 
clerk when the voter regi tcred to vote. 

The remainder of this paae intentionally left blank, 

Page~of..;::4 ____ _ 
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DECLARATION OF DAVID G. GIBBS 

I, DAVID G. GIBBS, declare as follows: 

1. I am a submitting this Declaration in Support of Motion to Intervene, 

individually and on behalf of Repair the Vote PAC. 

2. On January 28, 2022, I signed and filed a Notice of Intent to Circulate 

Statewide Initiative or Referendum Petitions on behalf of Repair the Vote PAC. 

3. This Notice was filed in reference to two matters, to wit: 1) Constitutional 

Amendment, Article 2 of the Nevada Constitution re: Voter Identification; end 2) Referendum 

to approve/disapprove selected provisions of Assembly Bill 321. 

4. This Motion to Intervene on behalf of Defendants is filed for the purposes of 

participating in the litigation of these cases, as Repair the Vote PAC was omitted from this 

litigation. 

5. Repair the Vote PAC claims an interest relating to this litigation that is the 

subject of the action. and is so situated that disposing of the action may as a practical matter 

impairs or impede the PAC's ability to protect its interest., unless existing parties adequately 

represent that interest. 

6. Defendant Cegasvke in her capacity as Nevada Secretary of State has no vested 

interest in protecting the initiatives that are the subject of this litigation and it is likely that the 

PAC's interests will not be adequately represented accordingly. 

7. This Motion was filed in a timely manner as the pending Complaint was filed 

on February 18, 2022. 

8. Neither parties will suffer any prejudicial effect of the PAC's intervention in 

this action 
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9. Further Affiant sayeth naught. 

2 Dated this 25th day of February, 2022 
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3 CHA TT AH LAW GROUP 

5875 S. Rainbow Blvd #204 
4 Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 

Tel: (702) 360-6200 
5 Fax: (702) 643-6292 

Chattahlaw@gmail.com 
6 Attorney for Proposed Intervenor 

David Gibbs Et Al 
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OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR CARSON CITY 

EMILY PERSAUD-ZAMORA, an 
individual, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

BARBARA CEGA VSKE, in her official 
capacity as NEVADA SECRETARY OF 
STATE, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) Case No:22DC00022-B 
) Dept No.: I 
) 
) [PROPOSED ANSWER] 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

_______________ ) 

INTERVENORS' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 

COME NOW, Defendant/Intervenor DAVID G. GIBBS individually and on behalf of 

REP AIR THE VOTE PAC by and through the undersigned attorney of record, SI GAL 

CHATTAH, ESQ., ofCHATTAHLAW GROUP who hereby answer Plaintiffs as intervenor 

follows: 

1. Defendants admit paragraphs 1, 2 and 4 -6, 10 of Plaintiffs' Complaint. 

-1-
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2. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the 

truth or falsity of the allegations contained in Paragraphs 3, of the Plaintiffs' Complaint and 

therefore denies same. 

3. As to the General Allegations Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 

7 -9, 11-18 of the Plaintiffs Complaint. 

4. As to the First Cause of Action, Defendants deny the allegations contained in 
7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

Paragraph 19 through 31 of Plaintiffs Complaint. 

5. As to the Second Cause of Action, Defendants deny the allegations contained in 

Paragraph 32 through 37 of Plaintiffs Complaint. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff fails to state a claim against Defendants upon which relief can be granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff did not exercise ordinary care, caution or prudence for the protection of 

themselves and any damages complained of by the Defendants in their claim was directly or 

proximately caused or contributed to by the fault, failure to act, carelessness and negligence of 
18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Plaintiff's Complaint. 

Hands. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff's Complaint fails for insufficiency of service of process. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff's allegations as set forth in the Complaint are barred by Plaintiffs' unclean 

-2-
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FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFE SE 

Defendants at all times relevant to the allegations contained in Complaint, acted with due 

care and circumspection in the performance of any and all duties imposed on them. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendants allege that the Plaintiff failed to mitigate their damages. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFEN E 

That it has been necessary of the Defendants to employ the services of an attorney to 

defend the action and a reasonable sum should be allowed Defendants for attorney's fees, 

together with costs of suit incurred herein. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE D.EFENSE 

Rescission bars enforcement of any agreement between Plaintiff and Defendants. 

NINTH AFFlRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Pursuant to NRCP 11, as amended, all possible affirmative defenses may not have been 

alleged herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry upon the 

filing of Defendants' Answer, and therefore, Defendants reserve the right to amend this Answer 

to allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent investigation warrants. 

herein. 

TENTH AFFIRl'\1ATJVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff's allegations are barred by the doctrine of }aches. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff have waived the right to bring the Defendants herein and to assert the claims 

TWELFTH AFFl.RMA TIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff allegations are barred by the Statute of Frauds 

-3-
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THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff are estopped from bringing the claims and allegations in the Plaintiff Complaint. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

At all times mentioned there was, has been and continues to be a material failure of 

consideration on the part of Plaintiff herein, as a consequence of which failure this answering 

Defendants' duty of performance has been discharged. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

This answering Defendants are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Plaintiff 

herein lacks standing to bring said action against this answering Defendants. 

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

No justiciable controversy exists between Plaintiffs and Defendants. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs have released and discharged Defendant from any liability by virtue of 

Plaintiffs own acts or omissions. 

EIGHTEENTH AFF~IA TIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs allegations as set forth in the Complaint misstates the terms and conditions of 

an agreement between the parties. 

NINETEENTH AFFIRMATJVE UEFE SE 

Plaintiff has failed to cure procedural prerequisites prior to commencing this suit. 

TWENTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendants deny each and every allegation of Plaintiffs Complaint not specifically 

admitted or otherwise pleaded herein. 

-4-
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TWENTY FIRST AFF~lA TIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff's claims are barred by the Statute of Limitations and/or Statute of Repose. 

WHEREFORE, Defendants pray as follows: 

1. That Plaintiff takes nothing by way of the Complaint on file herein; 

2. For reasonable attorney's fees and costs of suit incurred herein; 

3. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper. 

Dated this 24th day of February, 2022. 
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SIGAL CHATTAH ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 8264 

2 CHA TT AH LAW GROUP 
5875 S. Rainbow Blvd #204 

3 Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 360-6200 

4 .Fax: (702) 643-6292 
Attorney for Proposed Intervenor 

5 David Gibbs Et Al 
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IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR CARSON CITY 

8 
EMILY PERSAUD-ZAMORA, an 

9 individual, 
) 
) 
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Plaintiff, 

vs. 

BARBARA CEGA VSKE, in her official 
capacity as NEVADA SECRETARY OF 
STATE, 

Defendants. 

) Case No:22OC00022-B 
) Dept No.: I 
) 
) INITIAL APPEARANCE FEE 
) DISCLOSURE 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Pursuant to NRS Chapter 19, as amended by Senate Bill 106, filing fees are submitted fo 

parties appearing in the above entitled action as indicated below: 

DAVID G GIBBS 

TOT AL REMITTED: 
/ 

Dated this'117day of February, 2022 

-1-

Defendant $218.00 

$218.00 

CHATT AH LAW GROUP 

7 
ESQ. 
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GROUP 
5875 Blvd #204 
Las ada 89118 
Attorney for Defendant 
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DECLARATION OF DAVID G. GIBBS 

I, DAVID G. GIBBS, declare as follows: 

l. I am a submitting this Declaration in Support of Motion to Intervene, 

individually and on behalf of Repair the Vote PAC. 

2. On January 28, 2022, I signed and filed a Notice of Intent to Circulate 

Statewide Initiative or Referendum Petitions on behalf of Repair the Vote PAC. 

3. This Notice was filed in reference to two matters, to wit:1) Constitutional 

Amendment, Article 2 of the Nevada Constitution re: Voter Identification; and 2) Referendum 

to approve/disapprove selecte.d provisions of Assembly Bill 321. 

4. This Motion to Intervene on behalf of Defendants is filed for the purposes of 

participating in the litigation of these cases, as Repair the Vote PAC was omitted from this 

litigation. 

5. Repair the Vote PAC claims an interest relating to this litigation that is the 

subject of the action, and is so situated that disposing of the action may as a practical matter 

impairs or impede the PA C's ability to protect its interest, unless existing parties adequately 

represent that interest. 

6. Defendant Cegasvke in her capacity as Nevada Secretary of State has no vested 

interest in protecting the initiatives that are the subject of this litigation and it is likely that the 

PAC's interests will not be adequately represented accordingly. 

7. This Motion was filed in a timely manner as the pending Complaint was filed 

on February 18, 2022. 

8. Neither parties will suffer any prejudicial effect of the PAC's intervention in 

this action 
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3 CHA TT AH LAW GROUP 

5875 S. Rainbow Blvd #204 
4 Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 

Tel: (702) 360-6200 
5 Fax: (702) 643-6292 

Chattahlaw@gmail.com 
6 Attorney for Proposed Intervenor 

David Gibbs Et Al 
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IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
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OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR CARSON CITY 

EMILY PERSAUD-ZAMORA, an 
individual, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

BARBARA CEGA VSKE, in her official 
capacity as NEVADA SECRETARY OF 
STATE, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) Case No:22DC00022-B 
) Dept No.: I 
) 
) [PROPOSED ANSWER] 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) _______________ ) 

INTER\ EN ORS' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 

COME NOW, Defendant/Intervenor DAVID G. GIBBS individually and on behalf of 

REPAIR THE VOTE PAC by and through the undersigned attorney of record, SIGAL 

CHATTAH, ESQ., ofCHATTAHLAW GROUP who hereby answer Plaintiffs as intervenor 

follows: 

1. Defendants admit paragraphs 1, 2 and 4 -6, 10 of Plaintiffs' Complaint. 

-1-
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2. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the 

truth or falsity of the allegations contained in Paragraphs 3, of the Plaintiffs' Complaint and 

therefore denies same. 

3. As to the General Allegations Defendants deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 
5 

7 -9, 11-18 of the Plaintiff's Complaint. 
6 

4. As to the First Cause of Action, Defendants deny the allegations contained in 
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Paragraph 19 through 31 of Plaintiff's Complaint. 

5. As to the Second Cause of Action, Defendants deny the allegations contained in 

Paragraph 32 through 37 of Plaintiffs Complaint. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff fails to state a claim against Defendants upon which relief can be granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff did not exercise ordinary care, caution or prudence fer the protection of 

themselves and any damages complained ofby the Defendants in their claim was directly or 

proximately caused or contributed to by the fault, failure to act, carelessness and negligence of 

Plaintiff's Complaint. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs Complaint fails for insufficiency of service of process. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs allegations as set forth in the Complaint are barred by Plaintiffs' unclean 

Hands. 

-2-
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FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendants at all times relevant to the allegations contained in Complaint, acted with due 

care and circumspection in the performance of any and all duties imposed on them. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendants allege that the Plaintiff failed to mitigate their damages. 

SEVENTH AFF~lA TNE DEFE SE 

That it has been necessary of the Defendants to employ the services of an attorney to 

defend the action and a reasonable sum should be allowed Defendants for attorney's fees, 

together with costs of suit incurred herein. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Rescission bars enforcement of any agreement between Plaintiff and Defendants. 

NINTH AFFIRMA TrvE DEFENSE 

Pursuant to NRCP 11, as amended, all possible affirmative defenses may not have been 

alleged herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry upon the 

filing of Defendants' Answer, and therefore, Defendants reserve the right to amend this Answer 

to allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent investigation warrants. 

TENTH AFFIRl\'lA TIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff's allegations are barred by the doctrine of laches. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff have waived the right to bring the Defendants herein and to assert the claims 

herein. 

TWELFTH AFF.IRMATNE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff allegations are barred by the Statute of Frauds 
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THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff are estopped from bringing the claims and allegations in the Plaintiff Complaint. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

At all times mentioned there was, has been and continues to be a material failure of 

consideration on the part of Plaintiff herein, as a consequence of which failure this answering 

Defendants' duty of performance has been discharged. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

This answering Defendants are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Plaintiff 

herein lacks standing to bring said action against this answering Defendants. 

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

No justiciable controversy exists between Plaintiffs and Defendants. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs have released and discharged Defendant from any liability by virtue of 

Plaintiffs own acts or omissions. 

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff's allegations as set forth in the Complaint misstates the terms and conditions of 

an agreement between the parties. 

NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff has failed to cure procedural prerequisites prior to commencing this suit. 

TWENTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFE E 

Defendants deny each and every allegation of Plaintiffs Complaint not specifically 

admitted or otherwise pleaded herein. 
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TWENTY FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff's claims are barred by the Statute of Limitations and/or Statute of Repose. 

WHEREFORE, Defendants pray as follows: 

1. That Plaintiff takes nothing by way of the Complaint on file herein; 

2. For reasonable attorney's fees and costs of suit incurred herein; 

3. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper. 

Dated this 24th day of February, 2022. 
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SIGAL CHATTAH ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 8264 

2 CHATT AH LAW GROUP 
5875 S. Rainbow Blvd #204 

3 Las Vegas, Nevada 89118 
Tel: (702) 360-6200 

4 Fax: (702) 643-6292 
Attorney for Proposed Intervenor 

5 David Gibbs Et Al 
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IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR CARSON CITY 

8 
EMILY PERSAUD-ZAMORA, an 

9 individual, 
) 
) 

11 
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17 

18 
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20 

21 
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Plaintiff, 

vs. 

BARBARA CEGA VSKE, in her official 
capacity as NEVADA SECRETARY OF 
STATE, 

Defendants. 

) Case No:22OC00022-B 
) Dept No.: I 
) 
) INITIAL APPEARANCE FEE 
) DISCLOSURE 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

_______________ ) 

Pursuant to NRS Chapter 19, as amended by Senate Bill I 06, filing fees are submitted fo 

parties appearing in the above entitled action as indicated below: 

DAVID G GIBBS Defendant $218.00 

TOT AL RE:MITTED: 

Dated this 117 day of February, 2022 

-1-

$218.00 

CHATT AH LAW GROUP 

,ESQ. 
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GROUP 
5875 Blvd #204 
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Attorney for Defendant 
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