No.

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Donice. Noelle Smith  — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.

Christine Kotek — RESPONDENT(S)

PROOF OF SERVICE

‘ . .

I8 D onic< /UEJ ¢/, / € —Sf?”] I %A , do swear or declare that on this date,
f Q octobei , 20:2(, as required by Supreme Court Rule 29 1 have
served the enclosed MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS
and PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI on each party to the above proceeding
or that party’s counsel, and on every other person required to be served, by depositing
an envelope containing the above documents in the United States mail properly addressed
to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or by delivery to a third-party
commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days.

The names and addresses of those served are as fp]lows:
gy - “ A l‘,‘t iy l";;_"'.

} s o~ . 2 M \ - r+= I\

f ; N ’ 7 ; | A~ ' LT 20
Y /1 ) { | ) T

f |

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on / Q 0 (-76 g = Q y 20_2__6'—

(Signature)




No.

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Donice Neelle Smith  — pETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.

— RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

( 4

'y
CRVAT

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

i
|

(Your Name)

(Address)

(City, State, ZipJCode)

i f,) fy =& THY
! J

(Phone Number)




QUESTIONS PRESENTED

l. Did the Cregea Sdpremt Court err in denying
the f;‘r’,ﬁﬂc,—\ for quc LJL,’L\r‘r“am'fu?







LIST OF PARTIES

[)Q All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

e \
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The opinion of the JELIE rary ytate clections [y court
appears at Appendix - to the petition and is
[ 1 reported at ; or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[4] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including {(date) on (date)
in Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U, S. C. § 1254(1).

[¥] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _/.

[ ] A timely Pepigiq_n for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
1. , and 2 copy of the order denying rehearing

Jaly G

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No, __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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