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{.\%qa\ v. Doumtown Eugece, Inc.

QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

) Wos dhe Appellate Commissianes justified in dismissing
Petitwones appeal on +he JurLsaloWI 4Cound of +he lneed for sec-
Vice of +he filed notice of sppeal vpon ol sdvesse pacties —
when, 0S Petitoner made 4+ cleac in Helr Aied notee of app -
e, owd as it waS fue, based on Hre fact of Rospsndert
Mt bemy adverse, they newer having appesced in any  lower

Cicowitr  Cows proceedings (Hhere being nene hetd), noc in
the case ot all, never hoaving  beea Seved OV summared

(the lower Cirowit Cowct iease &(\M'wzg been dismissed
Ge want of prosecuhon, for lack of sawic’g wpoh or
rppeosance of  Raspandent) 7 v

2) WS the Ocegon Sugreme  Court Jusstified in
P&M\‘Mﬁ ‘l\ﬂ 3(‘0«/\/%" Cevienw — even ~Hmw3)o +he A‘PP&HM{;
Cormissuones s dismusal was leeﬂ-dﬁ AN bi*l\mgj
ond gustiRed by the low T
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Wejazi V- Downrown Eugene, \ne,

LIST OF PARTIES

[\/{ 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, Downtown Eugene, Inc.,
Np. 20CV1F618, Lane Cownty awm{- Cow+ C&Cegm)

Jwdgomant ¢niered DcAobese 2, 2020.

Hgaz\ v. Downtoun Engene) inc.,
No. A7 HBF3, Oregon Covrt of Appeals.

dudgement entered Febtuony 2, 202(,
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Wejazi V. Downtown Eugene, Inc-

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[ 1 is unpublished.

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.

[\]/For cases from state courts:

The opinion ¢f the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _é'_ to the petition and is

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[V] is unpublished.

The opinion of the O(\QQM SIM‘) ceme (owrt court
appears at Appendix B> to the petition and is

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M/is unpublished.

Page b of 1




Heyzt V. Downtown Eugene, ine

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 .

[ 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).

[\I(For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was M%&M.‘
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _B .

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 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. § 1257(a).

2.
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Heyaz V- Dowantown Evgene, ¢

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Each of Oregon Revised statwres (0Rs) 14.270 (2)(a),
12240 (2)(a), 12,250 (1) (¢)(3), 12.500, and Bregon Revised
Appelate Poceeduces (0RAPY 2.05 (10)(a), aM Stating
“oon & rakice CSevie] on ol poach'es who have cppented
v e achen, Suit, o proweeding Cor 4., who have
oppeoced n He deml cowt "1 Sething Lk the
g Hand ond  extensively held oppeinate  faw dothecine

mnd  Plinciple t dhat an ‘advese Pasty’ is one
advesse to an appellant (o appeat ).
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Heyaz \1 Downtrown Eugene, inc.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Ockooes 3\, 2020 Geivener Rled om appeal 61 6 lowes
Ucomi Couer decision, Hhe Cowrt howing ecced n dismissing Pet-
theaes's suik & \ack of SUV&,@) Wntle Mow;yﬁ obshucted
Said Sevice fram howing {aken place — by denying Petihones’s
Sverlf's Secvice fee delecral or walmer*{esseial Yo Petihbnes
quwen Hrell WCOrATared §ro S (oind mdlgent sHAtMs) on
LctNegus 8mnds, reciing cppead . ' '
B Ce,mwj 2, 2021 +he Appellate Commisswand defesmired,
b Hhett own, wikhowt Yustibicahan, ner the facts fo Substantiote
Yhe A&-R_rm‘mpdr»@.n, Haovk ﬂespw\dml- was an aduwes<e pesty— owmd
So needed do howe been Seaned wiotn Potihonecs notice o€ appeal
- s dismissing Sid appeal for lack of jarisdichin -
Petitanes sought & Ceconsiderailen amd later Bregon Suereme
 Cowet feview (both dunied) on +Hhe grounds Hhat  Respendent
Wes not adverse, M Luld Be, and har Petihenes hod made
dnls peﬁcecff‘g cleor n -Hze."§ ¢ nohce o€ appeal; CiHng
ORS 1a.230 (2)(a), 18.240 () (&), 19.250 (1) (c)(d), 14.500, omd
OR &P 2.05 (loj(a), (molmd.w\ﬁ wmnd  Suppdlting the Appeli ore
dottetive, that A adverse™ pochy 1S pne pduerse 4o an
i eppeilomt (o wpmt),*f

*
See (scaves v, Shippy, 215 oce. blb, 300 P24 Huyz,
486 Oce. Lexis 214 (0c1a56); holding trak poyy

ABNLLSE poches need be gerped.

Koo L e
* application
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Meyazh Vo Dowatown Eugene, Inc.

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

In teality Petihoner had made it explicitly cleac n +heir notice oé
appeat Yot (&) Respondent Was not adwerse, (b) having never appeac-
ed Wi, ner been secved o Gummoned in dhe lower clrowit Cowrt
COSe  LNAL A Petitvones's oppeal, Necl otherwise tn ony lower
Covgt ?‘(\oc/ee'd‘“’\ﬂ (O@ \A/W[WWM wece, Y\/SM)—--H/\Q case fr\a/w;g
been dwwissed Lor want ol prosceutven, for lack of gocvice
N -\j\f\e R&SPW»U\A' (+he Q(;r(‘,u.‘ﬂ' Cowst ercing N P&\"-Aﬁbnﬂ & heclffis
secuce fee defeccal o wameo— Prowvpting Petitonests O”PPU"‘)
T Petihenys expres 8ing Hhe Same in dneur fecensidefation and
Swosequent petihbn G feviw, Cliting Hhe (Clevant amd aukho-
cWrarwe (s and appellate doctorineg.

Thits e Appellare Commissioner wWas Plamly W ecrol; om lssue of

a'r'b'\%mrg, capticlows, and omarcmistic Juslsprudeace omd judidal
decisven makiing '

; wherefore dhe Ovegonlan appedate Courts dis-
tocled omd misapplied +e law; a Sf’f]m\olcamf' (s¢ue of (awy

whrerewn a 390d Lot esibectons ap peal is \g_ayﬁ dis ablowed o
Completely ertfmﬂ@ovtzﬁf\af canstouods of whot pas wue o

needed to howe MP@MA’O\Q 4he broadest Soclal interest
s impacks lest the rure of law be abandoned.

™ toust Should geawt Wit so 4o afficm dne honpBCHa-
nee of faic due Rrocess i proceedigs—tv disallow oppellate

* Especaly demensicaded oy the fuck dhar Grgon's appenate
Concts allow muttiple appeals where N0 nen-adverse parties ace
Served wikh Gny notice of appeat —Cetacy do Hhe demends

Wade i Hhe case ak  \Stue.
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Bejazi V- Downtown Eugene, Inc.

Coucks from boldly amd weongly MAking wp reassas for

Ae"“"“w“;\ﬂ o appeal o be  lmpropesty fued —aul foc
no ﬂood feasen wnakdoewel; Otegon hete. making A

o o\«uﬁ of \')w%ﬂce .

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

%Mﬂqu;ﬁ
Hamid Michael Hgazi
Date: A’Vtﬁ%?" /5, 202'1
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