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pearing in.Proper Person

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

ALEXANDER M FALCONI, an individual; %
. Petitioner, 3 Case #59554  PIRCi-amiva ~2RSO!
e ; {":i:‘ /ZNTERED
SECRETARY OF STATE OF THE STATE 3 | NOV 282011
OF NEVADA, %
Respondent. ;

NOTICE OF RESPONDENT’S NON-OPPOSITION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on November 2", 2011, Respondent was personally served
a true and correct copy of Petitioner’s Motion for Expedited Review. In accordance with NRCP
6, Respondent’s response was due on November 18", 2011. Pursuant to DCR 13.3, “Failure of |
the opposing party to serve and file his written opposition may be construed as an admission that

the motion is meritorious and a consent to granting the same.”
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AFFIRMATION: This document does not contain the social security number of any person.

DATED this 21 day of November, 2011.

i Alexander M. Falconi
Pro Se
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'CERTIFICATE OF NRCP 5 SERVICE

I, Alexander M. Falconi, do hereby solemnly swear under penalty of perjury that I am over the
age of 18 and a party to this action and that I placed a true and correct copy of this Notice into a
sealed envelope, and mailed it, postage prepaid, to the following person:

C. Wayne Howell

SERVED THIS 23 day of November, 2011.

/ /L/(
Alexander M. Falconi
Pro Se

22 [ s

23
24
25
26
27

28




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

ALEXANDER M FALCONI, an individual;
Petitioner, Case #59554
VS.

SECRETARY OF STATE OF THE STATE
OF NEVADA,

Nt s’ s st st st st st st st et e’

Respondent.

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO EXPEDITE APPEAL

On November 2™, 2011, Petitioner filed and Respondent was personally served with Motion for
Expedited Review. To date, Respondent has not filed a response. Pursuant to DCR 13.3, “Failure
of the opposing party to serve and file his written opposition may be construed as an admission
that the motion is meritorious and a consent to granting the same.” Having reviewed the motion,
we grant it. We will expedite our resolution of this matter to the extent that this court’s docket
permits.

It is so ORDERED.

cc: Alexander Falconi
Wayne Howell




