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Petitioners Steven Ward and Levi Mendyk (Petitioners) hereby respectfully 

submit this Answer Brief opposing the title, ballot title, and submission clause (the 

“Title”) set by the Title Board for Proposed Initiative 2021-2022 #102 (“Proposed 

Initiative”). 

ARGUMENT 

I. The Petitioners sufficiently described their objection in their motion 

for rehearing.  

The Petitioners motion for rehearing sufficiently set forth with particularity 

the grounds for rehearing as required by § 1-40-107(1)(b), C.R.S. “[S]ubstantial 

compliance is the appropriate standard to apply in the context of the right to 

initiative and referendum. Armstrong v. O'Toole (In re Title, Ballot Title & 

Submission Clause, & Summary for the Proposed Initiated Constitutional 

Amendment "1996-3"), 917 P.2d 1274, 1276 (Colo. 1996) (citations and footnote 

omitted).  

The Petitioner’s did not identify specific language in the Title being 

challenged, because the objection was made regarding language missing from the 

Title, specifically, that the title failed to include a “description of any operational 

changes that also apply to fermented malt beverage licenses.” Therefore, the Title 
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does not fairly, accurately, and completely describe the central features of the 

Proposed Initiative, and is insufficient and misleading. 

CONCLUSION 

For these reasons and the reasons presented in Petitioner’s Opening Brief, 

Petitioners respectfully request that the Court should vacate the titles and remand 

with instructions to correct the deficient titles. 

 

Dated: May 16, 2022  Respectfully submitted, 

s/Suzanne Taheri  
Suzanne Taheri (#23411) 
MAVEN LAW GROUP, LLP 
 
Attorney for Petitioners 
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