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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 
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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

M^For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to 
Appendix _o__ to the petition and is

review the merits appears at

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
\^/f is unpublished.

Supreme CfrvsV
to the petition and is

The opinion of the -..... 1
appears at Appendix _B

court

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[n/is unpublished.
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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
and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: ____________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including _ 
in Application No.

(date) on (date)
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 Mfltj 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix B

2.0, ZOZ\

[ ] 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 
Application No.

(date) on (date) in
A

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

2.
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

-&£ O^oa (U\a‘$cd ^oAvJes (o&s) iq.2.*o 

\«1.2M0fz)(,a)J \^.2.50 (OfO^Oj <^<v> fitted
A?pMAAe Pcoteecktccs (oKfr?) 2.0S (io)[a)J Ml

. a. Ap-Kce C Service! &n Ml pMfr&S ixW<? kdt/e, appeoatd 

-fWt f §uW-, M ^-reeeedit^ C^r T.. i^Wo
ctp^e^ced 'm -+w® -ktd'l tov^-f " !# — sitting ^r+h -tod fivwp&wMvf- 

sv/vd ex4MSIveUj Wei,A lAW !cobrln&, dvid principle ,
Wk*erse. pcMvj' 15 aa& Mlverse -L txpp&MMoA-

vn

“H^A" Am

f 64 appeal}.

3.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Oobbtr 13, 20Z.0 dliiw -Plied ft to &Pf>£Al £/) ft tOw/£T CMUa t 

6eurV decXsfen^ -Hoe eeurV -exreA m ctusmtsSiKg PefHtWri <stnf
£or \ox& of Sen/f’ce, WVule ©to$ime*ed said Strotce £com

Aft,W^ f>lftce"&^ dfcft<jik\£ -fetrhtfnefls sheriff's device fee £e£escaA of 

vucuv^T^oa -erroneous grounds v'neri-Kwu] <stf>peal (£&$enf)ft.( fe 

?eVvWv*r qiama +Weir incarcerated, pro &e} and s+ft/lvts)
— an Istfue. also appealed*

Pyi Peb-CLUKaj q( 2021 +he Appetiftfe tfrMVAizzwws AeAesMiwJ, 

WdWuV Ju&VtfecaV^^n, a&a -Hoe -fixers fe gubsfft'vat- 

4V\e 4kaV ^^and-ents toere Adverse, parties
- cma^ So deeded fe? ka^/e been Served ia/i4vi feti+vener's /vof?Ve

an Akevt awn
\ ate

oP- a^peftA —
— 4huS dlSmVSsVkv^ Sftid «/ppen,l PW (ft^

juXlSAioHe-n.
PeAiWtf fcwtfj'h+- ft (Tec^^uUrevWi omA IcuPer OKfiOSi Suf^rrc 

Ceuj+ review (be-Wi denied) m-Ma grounds -fpvft> (2espeM4MS ft/e/e, 
v>oV ft-<taerSd.; ns-f Oev-id be^ yieAAer afpeftce-d ^v&f been ££f(/eA
cat %iAwvw^Ae<i \/i 4We Swt+- a-f pe<Med f (wA -^aA fch-hWr hftd 1'nftcle
4KS ^(eoMz-j CAZOf -Hnelc yao+ite t>£ (tppecd; C-i+ivv^ ORS \q.ZT-0
(z)(ft); \<\.zi{0(z)L(^t tf.lSo (l)Cc-Xd^j I4.5C0J flyA 0# fit? 2.05 (to)
(ft), IwcJUaA^ dmdl -Vine ctppetl e4e cf-ftCtanne, +Kft+
a.du^r&e pftTV^ vS one ft/W&rs& 4* ftv> appeUftw'-/W cipp-eftlj- See 

Csrpves v.Sbvpp^, 215 c>o?, &/<?, 300 P.z^ l\HZ, mb fre, U*is ztq,
(pr. 1^50, Kefd-i^ AmA o/vUj ^.di/4i^e ppstfes need be sensed.

&n

4.
Pft^e °( (I•£* ' ' a^Wca-Vton



VAe^cuj &i*se-man\ vc and Buseman

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

\y\ oeoUty PeArhaAfi-T klAd ejcpUoiWy mAde it e4-ear -H*eic 

iw-Uce of appeal (a) Ra^oacU/U-s w/ere kvo^ adverse (*>)
VvOtvii^ tfeA/ef appeared \v\, A*r laren S>£<V£d or Sawn^a/icd 

vv% AWe tOvufi-T CLCuAp C^juXA" ^TtS-C ciATUj Vvvg PeArkoy\<Lf '5

appeal j a&r d-VWxujlsc fvi a/vy circuif CovJ^ proceed-
(&f uJVv^ AVvere u^ere Yvoo^)— fke case Havw^g i)eer> 

dv.sw\issed t/jaw-V of far |ac£- of Serv^e o/i
AVie RespoAdAM"-^ or lack; ©f RespwuL£ivtsy appearawcc ^+ta£ 

ctrcuit Court erti^ W» ce-fvtsi^ stiff's S*xv*e fee deAmU 

uoaiueT- Wau '5 appeal)- Pe+rtvWr ^ press *Wj
fk\&, SCt^C lYv -Wvtlf QtOBJ\S^6JLC^/V\d Sut)SC^U€iO't' po4it4/l A-T .

feuteto^ c\ti^ 41a e re4&Mw4 a/vd t4a4uA£. /aws 0/a4
OppeUate docdlKIA© »

1Wv AppelUde 6^mmisSt^yur was ffla^wUj m error; av\ 

t$&ue of a^vArmj, capciciotus, , 
awd jmdu-lAl decision wWire-ftre- Ahe £>n^o-/u&vo Appoll'
aAc Covers A0$4or4-ed flyvd mls^pViod *fWo Icuoj et St^iftV£^A+ 

vSSue of W; Mr^Aoeivt a good -foifetu Y^xi+^'^u^ appeal is b-ei^ 

A-lS allo^^ o/\ d^vvupWkAy CfroneoaS jujctsdlc^Aal donSfru^ii 

of iaM/V fate or deeded 4a k&ue happened-of 4h£, 
loroo-dest ^wtfkc, Mecest" awd itwpady je&4 4V\e cuAe of Into be*

UA

Otwd a. AAT<M 15 V ic juris pfLtd £n c £•

9^
^$peaa.Uj dem^$4fa4ed 4Ke &c4 4Ka4" ^^oa1$ (XffeM^e* OovS*r$

cttUvo YMU-Hp\£, Appeals wWre y\c r&A- adverse parties are served 
VOi-Wv ^3 YV0+fae 6-r apfral'- C^MiWV] 4a 4We OovJrf^s <krru>Ad5 ^ -/M
case a> is^ue* 5. ft^e |0 of n



Baseman ?o a.n.el BasemanVAe^azh v-

cL

TVvfe'^iruXV ^Koald gra/A* n/of 5o -Ac? iWp^Tfare^
t?-f -fair process tn p-roo^e^t-Ag^-^-tsa d'^s^Utow 6&usf£

C£A,S&/\£ &~CtwcvAQ kj of
aw -b h-e i-mp/Pf^rCy file-ol — cat &-r AO flood CtaMA

ckeifl of Jwj4fce-ia>wU-Soeve/j ^fego/i He/'e, * mo

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

—i

M&md MiChflt'l rltjtrzi
ZOZ~!AnjUSt /6Date:
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