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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

Did the trial court properly rule on Petitioner's Preliminary
Objections to the Ejectment Action;

Answer: NO

5

The trial court did not consider the Petitioner;s Concise Statements
of Errors Complained of on Appeal. |

Should the trial court have considered the Petitioner's Concise
Statements of Errors Complained of on Appeal;

Answer: YES

.See: Appendix-D and_AppendixéE
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STATUTES AND RULES
: TABLE OF. AUTHORITIES
CITATIONS OF THE OFFICIAL AND UNOFFICIAL REPORTS
OF OPINIONS AND ORDERS ENTERED IN THE CASE
Pa.R.A.P. 1701 and 1702.

See: Appendix A,B,C, and D
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OPINIONS BELOW

The Opinion of the trial court appears at Appendix A to the petition.



JURISDICTION

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Due process rights under the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States

Constitution.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Petitioner raised three Preliminary Objections to the Civil Action-
‘Ejectment af Docket No. 2018-04083-RC.

The trial court ignored the Preliminary Objections.

The trial court also ignored the Concise Statéments of Errors
Complained of on Appeal.

The forty four (44) errofs complained of were absolutely necessary
in order to present to the trial court the necessary facts.

The trial court had no jurisdiction to go forward with the ejectment
action.

See: Appendix-D and Appendix-E



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

A compelling reason for this Court to grant this PetitiOn for a

Writ of Certiocari is that the trial court conflicts with the decision
of its own court.

It is clear in the trial court order dated November 9, 2017, that the
trial court had no jurisdiction.

See: Appendix-D and Appendix-E



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certioari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

/.
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»Date: September 28, 2021



