
In the Arkansas Supreme Court 

Bill Paschall, individually and on 
behalf of Arkansans for Patient Access, 
a ballot question committee Petitioner 

v.                                      No. CV-24-652 

John Thurston, Arkansas Secretary of State  Respondent 

Protect Arkansas Kids, a Ballot-Question 
Committee; and Jim Bell,  
individually and on behalf of 
Protect Arkansas Kids Intervenors 

Protect Arkansas Kids and Jim Bell’s Motion to Intervene 
with Memorandum of Authorities and 

Request to Expedite Consideration 

Protect Arkansas Kids and Jim Bell, individually and on behalf 

of Protect Arkansas Kids (collectively, Intervenors), for their motion 

to intervene with memorandum of authorities and request to expe-

dite consideration, state: 

1. Protect Arkansas Kids is an Arkansas ballot-question com-

mittee created to “oppose the Arkansas Medical Marijuana Amend-

ment of 2024.” See Exh. 1 (statement of organization). 
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2. Jim Bell is a resident and registered voter of the State of 

Arkansas and is the treasurer and a member of Protect Arkansas 

Kids. See id. 

3. Intervenors seek to intervene to protect their interests and 

the interests of like-minded Arkansans who oppose the further legal-

ization of marijuana. 

4. This matter involves a challenge to the Secretary of State’s 

decision finding the petition for the amendment insufficient.  

5. Intervenors seek intervention of right. 

6. Alternatively,  they  seek permissive intervention by leave of 

the Court to protect the interests and rights of Arkansans who op-

pose the further legalization of marijuana. 

7. Intervenors timely move to intervene and will not delay res-

olution of the matter, as they will be able to meet the briefing sched-

ule. 

Memorandum of Authorities 

8. Protect Arkansas Kids (an Arkansas ballot-question commit-

tee) and Bell (a member and officer of Protect Arkansas Kids) are en-

titled to intervene as of right. ARCP 24(a)(2). In addition to timeli-
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ness, Rule 24(a) establishes three requirements to intervene of right: 

(1) the intervenor has a recognized interest in the subject matter, (2) 

that interest might be impaired by the disposition of the suit, and (3) 

existing parties do not adequately represent that interest. Bayer 

Cropscience, LP v. Hooks, 2022 Ark. 29, at 7, 638 S.W.3d 274, 279. 

9. The request to intervene is timely. The Court considers 

three criteria when determining timeliness: (1) how far the proceed-

ings have progressed, (2) whether the delay prejudices any parties, 

and (3) the reason for the delay. Id., 638 S.W.3d at 279. First, the 

proceedings have barely progressed. Petitioners filed their complaint 

today, and the Court has yet to issue a scheduling order. Second, al-

lowing intervention will prejudice no one. Petitioners will have a 

chance to brief the ballot-title and popular-name issues that Interve-

nors will raise. And third, there has been no delay: Intervenors could 

not have sought relief from this Court before the Secretary made a 

sufficiency determination. Ark. Const. art. 5, § 1; Reynolds v. 

Thurston, 2024 Ark. 97, at 9, 689 S.W3d 48,53. 
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10. Next, Intervenors have a recognized interest in the 

subject matter. On July 2, 2024, Protect Arkansas Kids was creat-

ed to “oppose the Arkansas Medical Marijuana Amendment of 2024.” 

See Exh. 1. Moreover, Bell is an Arkansas resident and voter. See id. 

This Court regularly allows ballot-question committees and individ-

uals to intervene in original actions such as this one. See, e.g., Arm-

strong v. Thurston, 2022 Ark. 167, at 3–4, 652 S.W.3d 167, 172. 

11. Next, the complaint threatens to impair Intervenors’ 

interest. Protect Arkansas Kids was created to “oppose the Arkan-

sas Medical Marijuana Amendment of 2024.” See Exh. 1. Thus, Pro-

tect Arkansas Kids and its officers have an interest in defeating the 

ballot measure that it the subject of this proceeding. Similarly, Bell, 

as an Arkansas resident and voter, has an interest in whether or not 

marijuana is further legalized. 

12. Finally, Intervenors’ interest is not adequately pro-

tected by the existing parties. The burden of showing adequacy of 

representation is on the party opposing intervention. Cherokee Na-

tion Bus., LLC v. Gulfside Casino P’ship, 2021 Ark. 17, at 6, 614 

S.W.3d 811, 815. Petitioners cannot carry that burden. For represen-
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tation by an existing party to be adequate, the interests of the party 

and the intervenor must be “identical” or “not significantly different.” 

Id. at 9, 614 S.W.3d at 817. The interests of Protect Arkansas Kids 

and Jim Bell are not adequately protected by the Secretary. See, e.g., 

id., 2021 Ark. 17, at 9, 614 S.W.3d at 817 (permitting private party 

to intervene even though public agencies were “vigorously defending” 

the challenged action). The Secretary has not objected to the popular 

name and ballot title. Intervenors, however, would show that defects 

in the popular name and ballot title are an independent and suffi-

cient ground to support the Secretary’s refusal to certify the petition 

and to deny Petitioners’ requested relief. 

13. For the foregoing reasons, Intervenors are entitled to inter-

vene as of right. 

14. Alternatively, Intervenors should be allowed permissive in-

tervention. ARCP 24(b). 

15. Expedited consideration of this motion is warranted, as 

there will not be sufficient time for a full response time given the an-

ticipated forthcoming briefing schedule and the approaching election.  
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Wherefore, Intervenors ask the Court to grant them the relief 

they seek in this motion, to expedite consideration of the motion, to 

order the Clerk to file the answer attached hereto as Exhibit 2, and 

to allow them to intervene, and to grant all other relief they are enti-

tled to.  

   Respectfully submitted, 

PROTECT ARKANSAS KIDS, a ballot-question 
committee; and JIM BELL, individually and as 
treasurer of Protect Arkansas Kids 

 
   Brett D. Watson, Attorney at Law, PLLC 
   P.O. Box 707 
   Searcy, Arkansas 72145-0707 
   (501) 281-2468 
   watson@bdwpllc.com 
 
     By:    /s/ Brett D. Watson    
             Brett D. Watson 
         Bar No. 2002182 
 

Certificate of Service 
 

I certify that the foregoing was filed on October 1, 2024, and that 
the electronic-filing system will copy all counsel of record.  

 
         /s/ Brett D. Watson    

       Brett D. Watson 



Exhibit 1





In the Arkansas Supreme Court 

Bill Paschall, individually and on 
behalf of Arkansans for Patient Access, 
a ballot question committee Petitioners 

v.                                   No. CV-24-652 

John Thurston, Arkansas Secretary of State  Respondent 

Protect Arkansas Kids, a Ballot-Question 
Committee, and Jim Bell,  
individually and on behalf of 
Protect Arkansas Kids Intervenors 

Intervenors’ Answer to Original Action Complaint 

Intervenors, for their answer to Petitioners’ original action com-

plaint, state: 

1. They admit that Petitioners have filed this action against

the Secretary but deny the rest of the first sentence of Paragraph 1. 

The second sentence of Paragraph 1 is a statement of law and thus 

requires no response.  

2. They lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a be-

lief as to the truth of the allegations in Paragraphs 2 and 3. 

Exhibit 2
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3. They admit the allegations in Paragraphs 4 and 5. 

4. They lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a be-

lief as to the truth of the allegations in Paragraphs 6 and 7. 

5. They admit the allegations in Paragraphs 8 and 9. 

6. They lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a be-

lief as to the truth of the allegations in Paragraphs 10 through 31. 

7. They admit that, on September 30, 2024, the Secretary is-

sued the letter attached as Exhibit 11 to the complaint. They deny 

all allegations in Paragraph 32 that are inconsistent with or mis-

state the contents of that letter. 

8. They deny the allegations in Paragraph 33. 

9. They lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a be-

lief as to the truth of the allegations in Paragraphs 34 through 48. 

10. They deny that Petitioners are entitled to the relief request-

ed in Paragraphs 49 and 50. 

11. They agree that this matter should be expedited, as request-

ed in Paragraph 51. 
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12. They take no position on whether a special master should be 

appointed, as requested in Paragraph 52, but state that no special 

master is needed for the issues Intervenors raise. 

13. They deny that Petitioners are entitled to the relief request-

ed in Paragraph 53 and in the Wherefore Paragraph. 

14. They deny every allegation not specifically admitted herein. 

15. They reserve the right to amend this answer. 

Affirmative Defenses 

16. Pleading affirmatively, they state that the popular name 

and ballot title fail to convey an intelligible idea of the scope and im-

port of the proposed Amendment. They contain misleading and con-

fusing statements and omit material information essential for a fair 

understanding of the proposed Amendment: 

a. The ballot title fails to disclose that the proposed 

Amendment would remove legislative oversight of Amendment 98. 

See Exh. 5 to Compl., § 3(v). 

b. The popular name and ballot title mislead voters by 

assuring them that the proposed Amendment only concerns mariju-



 4 

ana for medical purposes; it would instead legalize marijuana for all 

purposes if marijuana becomes legal under federal law. See id, § 5. 

c. The popular name misleads voters by indicating that 

the proposed Amendment is only about “medical” marijuana when it 

would instead allow marijuana for nonmedical conditions. See id., § 

3(c). 

d. The popular name misleads voters because it omits 

that the proposed Amendment would neuter constitutional text that 

allows the General Assembly to amend or repeal initiated constitu-

tional amendments by a two-thirds vote of both houses. See id., § 6. 

17. Wherefore, they ask the Court to (i) deny Petitioners any of 

the relief they seek, (ii) declare that the ballot title or popular name 

or both are insufficient, (iii) enjoin Respondent from canvassing and 

certifying any ballots cast for the proposed Amendment at the gen-

eral election to be held November 5, 2024; and (iv) award Intervenors 

their costs and all other just and proper relief. 
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   Respectfully submitted, 

PROTECT ARKANSAS KIDS, a ballot-question 
committee; and JIM BELL, individually and as 
treasurer of Protect Arkansas Kids 

 
   Brett D. Watson, Attorney at Law, PLLC 
   P.O. Box 707 
   Searcy, Arkansas 72145-0707 
   (501) 281-2468 
   watson@bdwpllc.com 
 
     By:    /s/ Brett D. Watson    
             Brett D. Watson 
         Bar No. 2002182 
    

Certificate of Service 
 

I certify that the foregoing was filed on October 1, 2024, and that 
the electronic-filing system will copy all counsel of record.  

 
         /s/ Brett D. Watson    

       Brett D. Watson 
 




