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Heyazh V- Busemen PC omd Buseman

QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

) was +ne Appellate Commissiones Cosrect in determining +hat
Petihoner needed fo have Secved Respondents as ‘adverse pacties’
Yo dhe oppeal undertying Hais petihin, wiereas the respand-
Enks had  neithel appeaced or. been served, noc in any  man-
nec taken poct iy any lowee Cireuit court Proceedings ~ the
Suit underlyimg the appeal having been dismissed for
wont of prosecutin, for lack of seice vpon Respoadents™?

2) Was it justified fr Hng Oregon Supreme Court o howe
fefused o feview +he appedlate Cowt decisisn o deem
Resppndents a5 ‘adwesse’ poches = whereas Rtitener Contend -
ed Hut p\aspmmi's Were th DPPOSing nen- aduerse
delendants v +he appeal (without any obligahen o have
been erme,lfj secred with a notee of appwl)?

* Dotitones 'howir‘tg made JHhig explicitly cleac in their

Qxled notce o-€ appeal- +Haat neither &S.Pmd,m{- WRS an
Aduelse  posty-
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Hejazi V. Buseman PC amd Buse man

LIST OF PARTIES

[v{ All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ 1 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:

RELATED CASES

Hejazi v Busemam PC amd Buseman
No. 20cv20202, Lane Cowndy Cicenit Court (Dregon),
clugmm endeced Seple,mw 29, 2020.

H{jazi\ V- Busetvuen PC oand Busenan,

No, AlRUT 86, Pregon Coust of Appeals .
deﬁw entered {-\e\omml,j q, 202,
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Heyazi V- Buseman PC and Buseman

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES PAGE NUMBER

Groves V. Ghippy, 215 Dre. bib, L
300 P.24 B4z, 1956 pre.
Lexis 214 (or. 1456)

STATUTES AND RULES

Oreqon Revised statwies (0RS)

19.2%0 (2)(a) 3,1

19,240 (2)(a) 3,

1g,250 (1)(e)(d) 3 Y

14.500 3, H

O(‘eﬁo«i Reutsed Appell ste Peoceedunres (ORAP)
2.05 (‘0)(0,) 3:“'
OTHER

3,4

A??etlme. law doctefine and P\na?\e?
Yoot an ‘advecse ?oﬁb' % e pAvesse o

Gwn a\:?eimw% (of appeatﬁ.
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Heyazh V. Busewman PL and Buseman

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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
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 ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[V{For cases from state courts:

The opinion pf the highest state court to review the merits appears at |
Appendix _é__ to the petition and is

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

The opinion of the Oreqon s»o? eme Covst court
appears at Appendix B ~to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; Oor,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ is unpublished.
Page, b of I | |



Yepazt V-

guseman PC and Buseman

JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

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

[ 1 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

[ ] 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).

H( For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Mau 20, 2021
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix __ B .

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

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).

2.
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\-\ejsaz'\ Vi BuSerman PC avnd Buseman

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Each of Otegon Rouwsed Statwdes (0Rs) 19.230 (2)(a),
12.240(2)(2), \4.250 (1) () (d), V4.500, amd Ocegon Kevised
Appelate  Proceeduces (0RAP) 2.05 (i0)(a), oM stating
. o nohce Cservice sa alt pacties wno have  appeased
o the athen, surt, o0 proceeding [oc .. who have
appeoced in e Nial Louct "1 —setting Lrth Hhe important
wd  exckensimely held  appettate o doctecine and Minaple *
dnat an ‘advesse pocty' Is one adwsse do an appellant

(o0 ap\oe;a\).
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Wejazr V- Buseman PC and BusSeman

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Octobes 12, 2020 fotitenes filed an eppeal on a lower earwit
Cowrk deciswen the touct howing eoced in dtsmass&nﬂ Petihbrat’s syt
Cor \atk of Secuice, white Woving 0Wskucted said Service Lom
-&a\%iv\-q place -&:3 dwgiv\g HPetihonec's sherlf's Secvice {ee defeccal or
woivel Fon erconeous goounds wnecriting appeal (essential 4o
Rexihmnel gmen Hneir tncotcecated, peo se, Gmd tndigent Status )
— o ssue also appeated.
n Febauony 9, 2021 the Appeliate Commissiver dedermined,
b0 Theic owa, withowt Jugtificaten, ner the facks o substont-
oke Yhe &&me\aiwbn Hrat &s@w,m*-s were adverse. ?oﬁfes ‘
- ond So Weeded v kowe, veen éeNe,d w it Pe;kmws notce \
ol apen — HrIBOTREBkoRosiE DB AR Ak
MMMM—'%WS a\LSWU,SSWﬁ said wppeal Qoi lack of
JU»IL$A\C/‘{WJ5
CeXibanes ught & Cewsnsidarahan and lakee Ovegon Suprene
Coust feview (both dented) onthe grounds Hak Rospondents were
nok adverse, nol tould be, never having appeoced nec -been Sed
Nmmwmd n e Sm{— appeated, wnd Hat fetihoner had made
Hris perlecky cleor ' Hhelc notice of appeal; (g RS 19.270
(@), 14.240(2)(a), (9.250 (1)(c)(d), 14.500, gnd ORAP 2,05 (10)
(@), mcding amd Suppodiing Yhe appell ate dodww»e +hat an
aduecse POy \S 0ne pduerse o an a‘o\o.euwvv*' (pc appeal) dee
~ Granves N.Shippy, 215 Ore. blb, 300 f.2d 442, 1956 Ore, Lexis 219,
(Or. 1958), Vw(&lvg Huat only adnesse PNTiesS need be gecped,

*hw\\cw@n’ Page q of 1l



\'\ﬂjfm V- Buseman PC awnd Buseman

- REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

W tealty Pettchonst had explicitly made i+ chenr in Helt
rotice of appeal Ynok (0) Resgondents ware not aduerse, (b)
noutng Nevel appected wn, el been Seqved oy summoned
T Hee lowel Gl Coust tase wndatlying Perihenas's
cppeal, nef othecwise i any lower cirouit Cowl™ Ploceed -
gl (bf whith Ynece were none)-Hhe case hoving  been

dswmissed  for want o€ prosecunbn, for lack of Secvice b
e Q&QMAM'S, ¢ \ack o8 RL&F‘MAAM‘S’ appeosance (+he,
elrauit Coust erting n Q&sw:g ehesiffrs Serwiee fee delercnl
64 WALl ~ Plrmpting Letibonas's appeat)— PetihdnLr expressing
Yo come in Hhele Ceconsidecaren amd subsequent petitan oo
Ceview , Citing dhe 'M&MM ond gutheritative Jaws anmd

oppe ot iimlm.

'%wst?p&M-\e' %mmissvéur wes Plaimly W ercsl; an
ssue of mmwg , Capticious, anmd anpccnistic Jusisprudence
s paltal decision waking ™, whare fre Hhe Oregonian appell-
A CRWES Alstecied and msqwma Hre lawd; o s@m&'ﬁan-&-
ssue of \aw; wwerein a 9ood Paibh wecrtorions appeal is being
disallowed on Lompletely erroneous meamm LonsNuals
of whak Was foue or hecded 40 hane happened — o +he
brogdest puble Inderest amd mpack; lest Hhe twle o€ low be

*

ESM&M demsasiarted ‘bj +he EQC;!‘ Haot 0{\%0/\(5 O/PW‘IQ ooudts
oew muitiple appeals Where No ne- AdNLEL porhes ofe Served
With any nohice o€ appeal—emiowy 0 e coudt’s demends inthe
cose ok istue. | S. Page 10 of Il



Wejazi V- Buseman PC and Buseran

ob andoned
T™his " coust ghoutd 3(\64/»/\/"’ Wit so fo allicm dhe [w@oﬂ-anw
of faic due process in proceedings—do disallow appedate courts
Leom lmold\ﬂ and wengly making up (easens @IdQ/Mmini»ﬁ
o appead 4o be Impoopecty Aled —aul fer o good reassn
whatgoever; Oreqon hete making a mockery of Justice-

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

-~ -

P P
Hamid Mithael +lejazi
Date: /472/4(/037'/6, 2021

poﬁe N ol Il



