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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

IN THE

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

OPINIONS BELOW

M For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] 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is unpublished.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 to

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the | 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[ ] is unpublished.
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N For cases from federal courts:

JURISDICTION

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was October }‘b 20620

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

A timely petition for rehearing was denjed by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: Ma rch 2?) 202)  anda copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix >~ D .

[ 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).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
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).



 (Prge D
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

|, The BHonorable District CourT

0\0'65 have Adrscretion +o0 r‘eq/uﬁs')'

an attorney To represéh‘\‘ any
Person Unable +o o fford Counsel

ursunant o ( 28 u.s.C. & 1915
+ omery \/

() (1)) (5 Montae
Pinchak 4 294 F.3d H3Zy 191 (3d
Cir. 2002>j CSee OIS(DW

G‘Y‘O\C€_§ ;- F.3d IH7J 153 (34 Cir

1992). | |
T he Uni+ed States CourT OF\,
- +he Third CireunY also

Appeals Lo ‘ .
e Stated that appeinfment ©
l;ﬂ—lgar\’f

| indigent
C se) for an lﬂdlgeh
561:(/;‘:\al be Made when Circumstances

"nOfl'COH‘é +he 'likf,)ihood O-P 5ub5+aﬂ'ﬁa\
PFv@JMO“Cﬁ To lmm r\ﬁsu,""‘;ﬁg:).?or

€><0H”’)Pf€_3 Lrom his Probable inabi ity
without  such assistance 1O resent

the focts and lego\) ‘_cues To the
Court in o Complﬁx but ar‘gua\o\y
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i

‘Mmeritorious Case. C.Se€>
Smith ~ Bey V. Fetsock 74
F.2d 22, 2% (3d _Cir. 198,

| F(J?’@O‘;Ske;glso 5€€—>CA}9F€Y\O“X A)Q
(AFFeno‘:X E)QOhd C,_AF}OehOHX 6‘).

l

2. The Honorable Disteict
Court and /)F eals Couvt
Without o O{OMET Should have
granted this amended COMF)al'n‘f'
:Ofue +o Tthe Plain+i+¥ s /ﬁﬂ-er‘-
1)/)’70‘)“/0)4 +o amend Comp)a?h’l‘.
“Fursuarﬁ to C Fed. R. Civ. P.

|5 (@) >;3 which States +o
lamend all governmentT Officals
N/Olﬁ-FﬁmO’an‘f'S Clajms ]Oroug)/ﬁ’
iagainst Them in Their

fo%?f cal Cepacity  also to
have all ClairdsT brought
against +hem 1n Fheir.
Fndiyidual Capacity alse.
(See) Appendix F2.

his 1s o remove

|
ol Qualified Immuni+>//
ijud?cia\ :CYY)munH'y S ol
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‘ImmunH‘y s o defense
dAgaoinst +he claims br’owg)’ﬁ'
aganst ol overnmMment
,O%?:'Cals/ Police OfFPicers/
jDﬁPﬁmolemTS/Cr"im{nals N
;—7(-//71’5 Casé.

'1 T+ States Ciwvil
;d-amagﬁs ore |iable +o
:Pla{r\‘ﬁ‘}*ﬂp\s when Tthe Governmernt
OfPiclals” Police OfFicers |
involved Vviolated a Statutor
oY Consti+utional Fi‘gh‘)' +hat
‘Wwas Clearly esyablished ot
the +ime of Challenged
Conduct. ( See) Tavler \V.

BarKeSJ |35 S. C+. 2042,
2044.,7]92 L. Ed. 2d 78 2015),
- A)sojl'i’he Third Circuit
,has remavrked That q/uals‘p}ed
jimmum‘fy Frovfoles amfle
Protectidn ' +o all but'+he
:Plain\y incompetent or those
who Knowfngly Violate the
law. These government

O cals /defendent.” Criminals
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E\N‘{'i'[ﬂou‘f o doubt kmowingly
Viola+ted 7‘//76 Jaw Otga{ns‘}'
me  and May as well be
Know oas bﬁimﬁ ﬁiainly
incornpetent ve o how
Serious and danoerous ‘fthese
Crimes were T+hat were
Cormitted oagainst me by
\Fhese defendents. (See) |
Blockhawk V. Fa.y 38] F 3d
2024 215 (3d Ciy 2004 ).
"C Please also See /\F,Oendf)(/\>
C/\}?Fer)dix F)Q Qnd(Affendfo .
Also. IF states' 'in +he
Federa)] Rules of Civil Procedure

A Ta both 'ILJ’TC Hernorable Dis+rict

| gCow*‘i’- and A Fea/s Court that
o Judge w:ﬁ be deprived

| "9 . R

of his UMY +his
dincludes Distrmdt Aﬂ'orheyS
ond Assistanmnt District
/4+~rorne>/§> will be Subdect
To )fab{lf‘—?*/ when he has -
acted in The clear agbsence
ot all Jurisdiction.(See)
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Stump Vi Sparkman. 435 U.S.
349, 35¢-57 C 19725, ( Please
also See></\ﬁpeno{1‘x Ady

;(Aﬂoer\d?x B :)C/L\;F)oemd%x S)J

‘3. I Aaror\ \—f Bress; Ot.é‘k
Fhis Hornorable Supreme Court
of fthe United States +o
“take nto Consideration of
“7“1’)6 Serious 1mportance Tto the
_Pubiic ot +the fssuﬂe\J +o have
all Irmmunit remdved From
all Government of¥ficials
defendents |isted n +his
Case b}/ granting this amended
Complairmt to +he Y\€CLM€ST of
Tthe' plaintiFf>S |etter- motion,
( See (/\Ppendix F). Which
States +o also omend all
Claims brough‘i’ Otgau‘nsﬂ" e\/er)/
government C)Fvcfc?a\/deﬁendcnts
in ‘7"")61‘(‘ oA Ficial CGPQCH'XD
against them in there
;I?\dfvfdMal CaFacf‘f‘)/ also,

T+ s o Very Serious




| ' 6)"‘96(@

and a’anger‘ous issue to have
These \/ar)/ Serious and
dangerous Criminals opperate
S run +he criminal Justice
Systerm NoT or)ly Xa
Pénnsylvania g but ' alse
i__ﬂ/)roug\/\ou‘i’ +he entire Uni+ed
Stotes of America by
Pro+€c+im3 these cCriminals
‘with Ipmunity / Tmmunity
+From Suit To do wWhatever
.+he>/ want to wWhoever they
;\/\/arﬁ‘j whenever —Hq€>/ WOH/]TJ
by Usin +he Crim]na’ Justice
SystemTas o Weapon
Fowards innicent Fﬁo)ple.
(See) (/}}7 endix A >(/4}9Fcndf'x
;B)Q and (P/'\ endix C).

| Which Yffw Without o
Aoubt gives this Honorable
:.SUP\”ﬁMﬁ Court of the Uni+ed
States (175 MighT +o excercise
S Court s %upervisor\y
Power of this Case.
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v REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

T Aaren J. Bressi ask this Honorable

Supreme Cour¥ of +he United States
+o gr‘ah‘)' +his Petition for a wWriT ot

Cectiorar )ﬁuf‘suar\"r +o <Ru\e JO>_ ot

+his Honorable Court.
This Case ,000/0 Without « 0,001):)"‘

£alls under Tthe TJudicial Discreﬁ?m of
T)’Vrs Honoralolﬁ Cour‘i’\_é" Cohsialef“a,‘l’aom.';

i ' Cectiorafrl.

Joverning review ON '

Cgﬁé Rule 'CDJ C5€€, 01150> CA]?FW"J»X E>

CAFPenoﬁx F) and C,Apféﬂdlx 6>.
which now g%\/es Fhs Honorable

+ of the United States

+¢ right To exercise H‘TS Court 'S
SUFﬁf\/;SOVy Fov\/ﬁ\" of this Cast.
(P)ﬁasve also 56€></\ )@Pemd\X/\>
ond C Appendix B)_3 CAppendix C>

SuPF€Vﬂ€ Cour
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

(Zarcr 1 _Broosl

Date: /V)Q/V ” N 202}
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