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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

) Was i+jus+ified Loc dhe appellote CommisSumer o

dismiss Petitioners appeal, on +he grounds thot  Cotition-
ec failed to seve the notice of appeal on the
(adVUSe) P“r*ﬂ within 30 dCUjS b'c Q/YH\rfj ol +he

Judge,mewF—-w\ne.n thece was no adverse porty

+o be Secved, no Opposmg (OH’W—() P‘W\J hMMﬂ

been Se,we;d, Summwed" a«PPeo\rad/ o Poi’ric‘\(:a+ed
ooy lower Couck ploteeding 7,

2) Was the Ofegon Supreme Coust justified In
denﬁ'w\g \%w(ew of e auppuwcl-e, OV declscé\n

—in o *oc 05 the apperate Coutt wrengly
atrrivuted 4o the  pthec poty ( Michaed

Schnwol) ' Defendavt’ the Stames of oadverse

pocty ‘Respondent ”
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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:
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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[ ] is unpublished.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,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

N{For cases from state courts:

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

[ ] reported at ; Or,

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

i is unpublished.

The opinion of the Stote (puct DQ A??MLS court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[Vris unpublished.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

[ 1 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).

[\/{ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was MM é 202|
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ 1 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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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

oppeate towsts not be allowed Yo danﬁ a/bbowtv\ﬂ an
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
%W%M
7/

Date: Augus-l' L(, 202
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