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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issuc to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

For cases from federal courts:
The opinion of the United States Court of Appeals appears at appendix /4' ~ tothe
petition and is

P reported at _\eow 7RG s 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[ is unpublished.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 k “to the
petition and is
W reported at . Now &(, KQ2O0O\%7 , S or,

[_] has been dcsxg,ndted for pubhcatxon but is not yc.t rcportcd or,
[} is unpublished.
DX For cascs from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at appendix C
to the petition and 1s

[] reported at AXC C\ O(‘k’(:\nd‘ QO\% ; or,
[} has been dcmgnatud for publication but is not yet reported; or,
LJ is unpublished.

The opinion of the jﬁh \k\\ me\\”\ C,p ‘9\}\\(‘3\/3& (,- D court

appears at appendix WD; wwwww to the petition. and is

%cportcd at f‘\c\q&\ Q\ St R0I& ; of,

[.] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
L,l is unpublished. .
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| : JURISDICTION
X For cases from federal courts:

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

L\.lc;yz....oaxglﬂﬁmmw MMMMMMMMMMMM

P<I No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case,

e b et bty M

A timely petition for rehearing was denjed by the United States Court of Appeals on
the following date: e » and a copy of the order denying

[.d An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted to and
including e (date) on et (date) in
Application No.

The jurisdiction of the U.S. Supreme Court is invoked under28 U. S. C. § 1254(D).

N For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was A\}Q} 4 QO‘P\S .
A copy of that decision appears at appendix . b

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

l..] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted to and
including — (date) on o
Application No.

e ot e o o 1w o s e g e

The jurisdiction of the U.S. Supreme Court is.invokcd under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).
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210. Pa. Code Rule 1112.

const 14t amendment.

CASES

In Troxel v. Granville, 530 U.S. 57 (2000)

In Oliver v. Feldner, 776 N.E.2d 499 ( Ohio ct. App.2002)
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5 the 14 amendment, , A state has no right too infringe on the fundment right of’
a parent too make decisions reguarding the care, custody, and control of the child,
there was no wrong doing as far as harrassment on my end, I just failed too waste
the jury’s time with the circus they created from my parental obligation too Abigail
M Brown who is the third party involved in this whole set of case’s being pre-
sented before the higher Courts.



In The UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT

United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit
No. 19-053

Lisa M. Brown
V.

Jason L. Brown,
Appellant.

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARL.

I Jason L Brown ( appellant) is requesting The United States Supreme
Court to grant a Writ of Certiorari, from a JUDGEMENT Entered on
NOV £ 512019 from the United States Court of appeals of the

Third Circuit. :

pro-se appellant
Jason L. Brown
695 State Rd
Date Bamesville PA 18214

o (570) 573-3201
H -5 -2019




Statement of Jurisdiction

The United States District Court Says Jurisdiction is only held in the United
States Supreme Court. [ kindly ask for review, and redirection too
The United States Supreme Court unless you’s are able too hear the case.

[ Pennsylvannia Court Jurisdiction ]
This Court has jurisdiction based upon PA.R.A.P. 341
Section (C) (2).
PaR.AP. 1114-(a) (7)
PaR.AP. 1115- (a) (5)

Order & other determinations in question.

Order of Dismissal of Appeal from Superior court.

Order of court Entered onthe 26% day of March 2018

Order of court Entered on the 9% day of June 2017

Order of court Entered on the 5% day of August 2016
Interm Order of court Entered on the 13% day of April 2016,

Transcripts where requested, 2 were denied without payment, The most
rerecenty hearing on the 26 of march 2018 was granted in forma Pauperis,
(I am very low income, and it posed a hardship) I couldn’t afford too
purchase them.

Scope of Reveiw, & the Standard of Reveiw,

I the Appellant ask the superemeness of the higher court too concider a
full review of the custody case presented before you’s. I feel and know
there are mistakes made by the lower courts, and the Custody officer
(m.a.b.) that has wrongfully currpted the mind of the lower court judges
decisions. The mistakes in law and the abuse of deccertion takin against me
and my daughter’s civil rights. 2 o



The Lower court judge mistakingly confused the appelleg’s house for the
matema home that has been provided for the child too be raised in. The
house is made with hedlth hazardous espestic materid, and insist's that the
gppellant has too be wesalthy too be a fit parent of the child. | can't find
anywhere in the U.S. citizenship where one has to be wealthy too maintain
there child. He condems me, & my child from our livelyhoods, and the

give me and my daughter overnights together, and she is in no danger here.
,yet it is ok for the appelle too drive drunk, & recklessly indanger our child,
The lower court judge fails too see any wrong doing by the appeliee.

When haveing too forward too the tria courts my daughter, and | where
strickened, and punished for doing so, by the lower court, and there workers.
The appellee’s first lawyer refurs us as harassment, and judidial waste,
aka(k. r.). thelower court judge ssems to agree.

Statement of Questions Involved.

Has the lower court abused it's power, and discretion of applying the law
correctiy in my and my daughter's coustody case, and have they abused my
daughter’s and my divil rights as ditelizens of the United States of America
in there dedisions? the judges in the U.S. Supreme Court state in the
case of Troxel v. Grarwille, 530 U.S. 57 (2000) the states don’t have the rights
too interveine in the way | raise my child, as long as it in proper manor,
and the child is loved and cared for. Also In the case load of
Oliver v. feldner, 776 N.E. 2d 499 (ohio ct.app 2002). My daughter was
- wrongfully taken from her home, and her loving father who was aways her
caregiver. (Mom only cares about money, and keeping me and my daughter
from holding a good relationship.) '

. 3



Statement Of The Case.

Good day your honor's. Allow Me, The Appeliant Jason L Brown too
Start with (rule 1926 (d) ) correction or modification of the record. | present
you's with (exhibit 1) Patemnity Analysis report.

(probability of Relationship 99.99%) Too A. M. B., (00-00-13) D.O.B

The Appellant is the husband of the appelle, Appellant Appeals from the
dismissal of the Superior courts ruling, and the orders of court of the court
of common plea’s of Schuylkill County Docket # S-362-16 that began the 2g
of Febuary 2016, when the appdlee filed with the court for child
custody/divorce from appellant, where as we continued onto a Summary of
condiliation conference ( exhibit 2) w/ Interm Order of court, that was dated
13" day of april 2016.

This my first experince in custody hearing, and this was where the
Extortion of the child from her home, and livelyhood, and caregiver began
through faise Information By K. R. Esqg, and my wife, (| j
assumethey knew the hearing wouldn't be recorded.)

Custody Officer M. A. B, Esg,

K. E.R,Esq for the Appeliee, (plaintiff).
| could not afford a attorney, JasonL Brown Pro-se ( defendent).



weway seows g sSecmson

The Appellee Moved the child from the maternal homs
provided for her by us, without my concent in Sept 5th
2015. | have glways been the childs caregiver cense birth,
appelise was in a Corpritate job, that provided Insurance
for the child, and family. | opperate a smaii business
Brown's Tree & Turf Scapes. The work load has been slow so
we agreed it was best | stay with the child in her mater-
nal home and raise her My mother would realive me from
Abigail on her days off if | had a customer, or the appell-
es’s mother would watch her. After Abigail turned 2 1/2 the
appellee’s mother oppted out of watching her If i hag
work. She said she don't get up early enough too watch
‘her anymore, So it wasn't a problem for me work is slow
for me, | just continued too care for the child. some times

™ . got involved, then the faise alligations began, and
the deflamation of caracior began, The appeliee was fine
with me having the child monday through friday’s while she
went to work, and had a relationship with g co-worker, |
refused the cusiody arrangement she had planned,
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cause she would not allow Abigail, and | any overnights to-
gether. The only thing | could due to my knowlage was re-
quest it too trial, well they all got furriorious, Mr B:

said he was going too reduce my daughter’s, and my time,
so that | could make more money, it was the busier time
of the year for me, and i explained i could get daycare if
there was work available. He didn't care, said I'm request-
ing 2day a week for you and your daughter so you can
make money. | strongly disagreed with him, and request
my daughters civil right too have overnights with me, not
too menchion my own. The Schuylkill County courts began
punishing my daughter, and | for progressing tco a friai
with judge C = Pi"w. D . He backed the lidea, Mr
Barket said | couldn’t just go into trial and demand full
custody of my child (abi) said | would have too file a mod-
ification of custody, so | taught myself, and filed it, Well
we made it too trial. Mrs Ri- — ™~ Attorney for the plain-
tive was blantily lying too the courts, saying | have no re-
peat customers, too make my business look bad. insinuated
I have mential pariona problems, It was a bunch of nons-
cents, had no evidence too back it. (Yet the last—trial iwas
just in the judge tells me my word Ejp&&fsf no merit?) | call
that a double standard. That took u$ up too the first set
custody Order of August 9" 2018, Where | was granted 9
overnight, and a sunday everyother week, But My Daughter
and | still lost 12 days a month too gain that. My mother
who the child loves dearly lost her time with the grand-
child also. The child was in disarray and affected mentialy
and emotionaly! The lower courts have dusrupted the bond
of the child too me, and the grandmother. (I just seen the
child after not haveing any phisical contact for 4 days, 5-
14-2018, and she comes home brusied on her legs, shins.
She does play rough, jumps around alot, runs, falis at
times.)



Then after the triai We got hit with child support, Mr b:
.t said he was taking the child way so i couid get
cought up on my bills,, only too trough another $360.00
bill on the pile. Well this is Extortion/exaction (tiger-nap-
ping) of the lower courts! After the aug 9 2016 court |
needed Income for the costs i endoored, going through the
courts. | got some things in order, Enjoyed the couple
overnights i had with my daughter, and tried too adjust my
ways too better suite the childs custody when she was
with me, | quit smoking cigerittes, Put and auto closing
door mechinisum on it, got pictures too present too the
courts, that ms Ri ™ /and the plaintiff was lying about
the child being in dirty conditions. ( abi does love playing in
the dirt, and creek, and being outdoors. she should have the
right to get dirty, itis a free country, she not hurting any-
thing, and it’; s not human, or animal waste, if she is dirty.) well
then my wife and ms T started with the Harrassment
alligations, too defame my charactor in hopes of me lossing
future custody arrangemnets. The appellee, moved the chilg
for the second time too an unsafe home, without my notifi-
cation, or approval. This time it was out the road from my
house, 833 Barnesville Dr. When | had too _use—the family
car we shared, when my truck broke down, it wasn't being
used by the appeliee, It was in deplorable condgition, and |
wouldn,t give it back too the appeliee for saftey reasons,
and maintaince purpose’s she became very irratated, that
was at the same time the paterinity test was being ar-
ranged, and she started saying that | was harrassing, stalk-
ing her, That aiso included the 6- 29- 2016 following in a
public place, retallation charges later filed by the local po-
lice, the stalking charge was dismissed, two other charges
are being appealed at this time (current). Just more factors
too deprive me and my daughter of our lively hood togeth-
er. | have endoored numberous hostile moments where she
had been disgruntal, cause | planed on going back too the
courts for more custody rights. Well october i got time too
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refile modification of custody, | only told her | was going
too file it, out of respect of the matter that | our daughter
was going to be with me that day, and if something hap-
pened, that we would be late for when she came {oo pick
her up, she knew where we where, well she got irrate-
barged her way into drug my daughter crying trying to
get her back out of the house, and | prevented her from
taking her, ( my daughter had a mind set that she could
be with dad, and her cats for the day.) She said she was
calling the cops, | said good call them! this was the same
officer k--' ¢~ that filed false charges on me for stalking.
the appelle, can only get to me through the child, so she
don’t think about the childs feeling, she just wants me to
get arrested so it benefits her. she told the cop | was us-
ing the modification as harssment, well | filed the modifica-
tion anyhow. That is when K --1 ¢ . demanded it be
dismissed, and refured too me and my daughter as har-
rassment, and judicial waste. The trial judge D¢ 'n, agreed,
and dismissed the modification. { Exhibit 3, line 13) So I Re-
applied for modification of custody in december of 2016, it
was approved again, but the informa paupris was denied
for some reason? | also tried too file protection from abuse
from, the incedent in October, they just said take it up
with the judge in the custody hearing, Well nothing seemed
to matter, nothing was done. semms the blame got turned
around on to me again. That trial seemed too be the same,
June 8" was the order from it, it oniy took away from my
daughter and |. Our phone rights where denied 21 times
through the course of january 2017- april 2017. Appelle had
child out in the harsh weather late into the evening, { abi
is normally in bed by 8 pm.) She is a good sieeper. she
also don’t need bats that can carry rabies in her house. 6
months passed, and that brough us to the current trial, (3-
21-2018) that | was able too learn the appea!l process, |
never agreed with the past verdicts,

8



i'm new too the law scene, and had too teach myself how
too do an appeal. | found it not to be very easy, and it
is very intruding on my lifestyle. The transcripts cover the
last trial, yet it was still used against me even though the
appellee, has dui, reckless endangerment of a child, reck-
less driving, driving on the wrong side of the road charges
aginst her. yet again the trial court judge reduced my cus-
tody rights, rather then placing the child back into my cus-
tody, and her maternal home where she loves to be.

Summary of the Argument.

The lower court Seems too think the appeliant, only
want's the child for the support money, The appeilant
thinks the court’s only concern for the father income is too
create tax revenue for there retirement penchions. The low-
er court fails too understand the facts that | have been
the childs care giver from day one, & they so easyly over-
look the dangerous situation the appellee, puts the child
in. The lower court also denies the appellant from working
when the child has custody with him. the lower court also
turns the subject around saying, i'm only fileing for custody
because the child wants to be with her father more, The
appellant has been seeking full custody from the beginning,
mother was supposed to file for divorce in september of
2015, it took her 6 months too file, she has time for rela-
tionship’s with her coworker, but not time too tend too the
needs of the child. Over and over the lower fails too meet
the best interest of the child’s well being, they only are
concerend about my income, and petty responce’s about a
child being dirty, or smelling like smoke from the fireplace
in the house. The lower court tells me in previous order’s
m frobiddin® from giving the child candy, now in this

9



order, He condems me for not makeing enough money too
buy the child a candybar, (! make our own candy if we
want candy) If the lower court wasn’'t extorting us of our
funds, maybe | would be in a better financal position. Opp-
erating a sloely opperated business in schuylkill isn’'t easy,
the population is strickend with poor quality jobs. and too
think the courts would deside a daycare system is more
important then a home, well that just goies too show vya
the mentality of creating revenue. When | did take time
from my schedule too due & parenting awareness of chil-
dren, the lower court dismissed it, | will reinstate here as
(exhibit 4),( under the rule of 1826 (d) correction or modifica-
tion of the record.) The kids first program the appelies’ ad-
mittingly admitted she don't follow too, that program cost
me estimated $400.00, time and expence’s. when | though

it should be followed, the lower court overlooked my opin-
ion.

Argument for Appeliant.

The lower court refuse’s too place the child in her safe,
and stabble loving home with the father being the appel-
lant. They cridasize my way of life, They appellee com-
plains of the court procedding, when the facts of the mat-
ter are that she was the that took the child from her
home, and went to the courts too start the process, and
continues too blame me for harrassment, when all | can
tegally due is relie on the courts for help too improve the
situation. | believe, me and my daughter have just as
much rights too the courts, as the next being. constintly
causeing friction, and hostile enviroment, only makes me
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reley on the courts too provide help in the matter, If she
would have alloud us a few overnights, we would not have
had too disturb the courts, and as for the twisted determi-
nations, i have no other option then too try too improve
the situation for myself, and my daughter, so this is all
brought apon by the one’s who are making the depritive
solution that | will not agree too. the well being of the
chiid is at stake here, a little dirt ain't going too kill her,
and it's been inscripted the child was sleeping after playing,
and it's not nessarry too wake the child up too get
washed up, mom just arrived with no time allance for the
situation. My family provides the same loveing enviroment
for the child, they condemed me for teaching her how to
swim, yet they have not stepped up and taught her too
swim, The opinion of the lower court holds a double stand-
ard. Every Friday was my and my daughter’s lunch day, |
did this too teach her how too interact in public, the
courts took it away from us, daycare is better they say,
now she has constant health altercation, ( she comes home
sick alot.) Then it interveins with my work, | need too be
able too run, and have physical work style. | also do have
back injury’s, at times i'm good too go, other times, Well
the last time, it paralized my right side, couldn’t write with
@ pen, couldn’t drive a car, | couldn’t feel my foot, or
move it too work the peddies. Then the car issue’s, where
in the us citizenship does it require a person too have a
car too keep there child, The appellee, has no driver’s li-
cense now, And 3 day after the trial 3-21-2018 the appell-
ee’s work place was on the local new’s saying the plant is
going too shut down as of June 4 2018, and all positions are
going too be terminated, no chance for relocation? So |
argue now who is in the better situation, at least | got
my retirement business in motion. It provides for us! it
could provide more if the situation was better, (I can’t be
in a tree when my back is disabled, Or when my ribs
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are broken from getting hit by a falling tree, nor can | be
there if i'm studying for court trials, appeals, etc. Nor can |
invest too grow my business when where being extorted
from it by the lower court.

ransfer Interrupted.

Admittance of the foregoing reason, | the Appellant request
this Honorable Court too oversee the entire case, and re-
verse the decision of the Court of common pleas of Schuy!-
kill County too the least of 50/50 custody, Appeallant can
set custody arrangement’s with the appellee if full sole cus-
fody of A"" " M. B .n is granted too him. | don't wish
too damage my Daughter's relationship with her mother, It
obviously isn’t like that in the appeilee’s decissions. | would
like too seal this moment with a thank you for your time,

| understand there is harsher problems you’s must deal
with.

Respectfully submitted,

Jason L Brown
Pro-se appellant.
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