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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:r
A_toThe 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, 
[y] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix __to
the petition and is ? JuDGE MATTHEW’ BRANN CLATiv\£ H£ EhTEKED lTjJaW,ehf
[ ] reported at ilLPCT.^ ilot4 wL 75*34 /zor,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

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[ ] is unpublished.

; or,

courtThe opinion of the_
appears at Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was___________________:___

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

A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: WAf J..b;,2Q&ii-----------
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix A—

, and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____ __
in Application No.__ A

(date)(date) on

. 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 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix----------

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing, was thereafter denied 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
__(date) on (date) into and including____

Application No.__ A

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

2l.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
----First-—^o-------—
i% Fourth Amendment- ZWeaal search and Seizure without Vcobab\a

Cause - False, Arrest-Unlawful Seizure.* 

Amendment- Violations of fair due Process/Twice in J&mrH2. Fifth
S^rYth Amendment- Interference .with nsht to ie-^aS Gzunse} 

an rmPartTal in Same district,* bcuvtom**, 10 confront .obtain
M, Fourteenth Amendment- 'DueProcess and e^tufiJ Trof^ctron v tel an 0 as 

nor rrwoluntarv Servitude Without bein3 duly convicted In their Juw.sdtcMn 
hid State SHALL MAKE or enforce anv iaw Which shall abr'ids* the fnsnleseJ 
or Immunities otc.iH3eni of the unTtea states* v v

\y n Pa,C,SJHqG4,unsWccn fabifi cations to authority eS

2. 28 U.SX.f2iG*LT\m£ limit Mandatory and Surisdlc-f/anaI

3, H2 11*3X122.54. Habeas CorPtcS

3.



Statement of the ca&

l) On ,TuH '3,2015, PENNSYLVANIA STATE. TTiflffPEKJ JAS0KI-C001FJ/MD BLAKF-BfiOW/yJ - -
Claimed that -fhev was resPondins to a 311 hano-uP oalUSee Appgxdi* i 

AFFIDAVIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE SWORN Tft before James Sortman, not the. honorable 
Jon F.KemP of NVafllSieriai District Number 29~3~03,. in violation of Hie 
Sixth Amendment as James Sortrnan not beinQ In the Same district \Md5 
without JurisdifittQn to ascertain bY Law,the Police criminal com*Pia7rit
Pa3e 7 of 7 i or the., affidavit of Probable Cause, and Set ball at^l50,-000^ 

Q)In rebuttal of the Affidavit of Probable Cause See APPENDIX C^ond J 

2.) The State troopers A i d cause harm and injuries to the Petitioner at Inis 
residence in his driveway and asain at the Police Station, See?&oc. 2. of'It

3j On July 17/2015, James NairmGHAfA.. 0PPeareJ at District 2%3-03, and a/I 

dismissed and Trooper Blake Brow/) failed to <K??ejxr*
3) On this same day of July 17.2015, Lycomme C&antr District Aftomei Aarmn 

Bichle.,- Penciled in count-id, Per son not to Possess On Pa9e 6 af 7. TrooTet 

Blake Brown's Sworn Police. Criminal Corfu's amt which is Subject to the 
Penalties of Section H^OH of the Crimes Code 18 Pa.C.S.gHTOH, See APR 1 P7.

a)To state, a claim of false arrest under the Fourth Amendment,a
arredfCJffvBi^oisV a nd

Chaoses was

Plaintiff must establish (0That there was an 
('2)That the arrest Was made without Probable Cause.See Groman v. 
rwP Of ManolaPan , M7 F3d 62?, 63M (3d Clr i995)i APPENDT* C Would Satisfy 

Without Probable Cause* and .Satisfy tbefcHwo Trans standard re,<iu/repeal 

Sj Notice Docket 3»-l Pried iZ/rt/rt ^fle 23 <A?PEhD« Fl NOPrc-trTalS 

exist asalnst the Petitioner's wishes In violation of due. Process under. 
the Fifth and fourteenth amendments . and an /I hfloKcTrial Tor count-ft

$39revolted sentence of 5-to Years on /liotZQif..was held followed bv an.
6) On June 6,2017, before Jury Selection a//blood defence. was stressed 

bv agreement With the common wealth. See. APPENDIX K* On 6/2cl20l7, 
toefore commencemeat of trial the blood evidence -Suppress »an 
was renewed and breached bY the commonwealth directly thereafter. 

See Appendix Uand an 6/29/2017, Char9e.s 3■<?, That was dismissed on 

JuW 17,2017, Was reinstat ed after the -trial on the dai of sent en cm3 ‘that 

proves rhe Petitioner was never rearrested and the commonwealth 
Was powerless to enter judgment for a lack of Jurisdiction-&r 

-false arrest. Federal Pule of Civil Procedure 60, A Judgment mat be void 

an (2)two 3roundJ:(OrP the render? ns court lacked Subject /natter 
Jurisdiction: Or (tilf Tt acted In a manner Inconsistent With due

i-t.



Prd cess of law, Maury v, New Jersey Supreme court 25% iRWlfZ 

(3d CTr. 2.007 L A Rule. &o (bl(M') motion onthe 6 rounds iW/t aiuds-me/)/- 

j3_vQld_m&Y_b.&_broviSh t at any tmz, S&& United Stoics b Toshiba 

Television ,2i3 F3a\ iM7,i57(3d Cir EOGG) (er\ banefe SeeATPGNPl* t> P*5 

Convictions reversed 6/£ci/20V?, After trial and onh arrest date of 

record is Juh VS,2015, and dismissed JuW I7»20I5« A defendant must 
be served wtVK orioinal Process (A LE6ALAKKSST) fbr a court -to obtain 

Personal Jurisdiction. The rules govermns sendee of Process Musi 

be strlctW enforced, and Invalid Service.renders a coart TW/erJ 

to enter Judsment aealnSt a defendant. Stmnahan Gear Gimmnf lhc
rne,, too F,2d 53 (3d nr.mQl Campbell V. Mnrdsfr.ojy ,

2qi3 UiS.DTst, LEXIS 6358 (WU)i?d> 2013J Petitioner recteved Cn assrafated3 6, 
denial of fee 3un caused rne Count of Perjury to be. added as 

another charse and a third trial where Hie wrll/amsTort 'Chief ofTbiiut 

Vs/as a Juror. The. end result was a /-J wear and a//Sentences A?n 

Consecutive..

v\ Ml Industries

The

Superior Court and afterA\\ Ir'ia’is WAS aPPcaled tc hhe
beln§ Interfered With and not betnS fried as fht “Petitioner wished 

Qnd even abandoned and Found "Per 5e Ineffective /n a remand 

Graster heannS t)n September 13, 2019, It was entered In open court
arrested with all Parties "Present

*pcen57')!VuOia

that the Petit loner was (lever 

the Jud^e Hancv Butts Stated that She didnot have the authority 

To deal with that and old CDunSei Dance Defer and New Course./
both "Present and fheV/Strich Attorney*Jean n a b n 90 Was 

ULrlmateW all appeals were dismissed- under an AnderS Br/efi
The Petitioner Pi fed a habeas Corpus Petition under H2 UJ.C.S list, on 

H/SfeGlt* On ll/s/£o !<i/NOTICE OF A?P£AKMC£ and Waiver of Service 

was also returned with a due doAeof Co dans Prom. loh^IzoNiDocZ^ 

The Answer was due bv \ti\dzo n, and re.cfeved on tZ/it/to/?.Dor 37, 

Browder v\‘Director , H34 ms.at ZL^iLlO-15 (i'So-da^ time limit &n zAnjiSic^ 

3 ZiQT and Fed,"R*APRP U (a)] Is'mandatory and Junsd;cTibnaf% State
barred fram films reconsideration motion in district court and 

appeal because both were untfmeh (Quoting LMiied Sides y\ Rabin son,
361 US 2EG. 223 i\<kLQ)hln the A'PPeab court the district Judse /Matthew 
Brann , ClTalmed to have -filed a final Judgment maf iad the CTPaal one> 

docs late and beinS dismissed* Ationiev (general Sean KirkPodri<fi fried 

alternate Entry ofAWeMranc-e after Snath oh Wake faded to do so v 
$ ee A??. E A
a

5,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
-Illsthe r)ghjja.ctlQrLj:Q,±ake.J:oJrce.6_QJ^hoiiVTcnQC4nf^man,_____
It is vennmPorhant that no Person dilute riahieous serious

Claims with frivolous Petitions, or Complaints bt means of Perjury, 

Pocaerv> or -fraud as herein this case, Likewise, it is true that tf 

a claim has merit as Witnessed herem^md YOur fights have, 

been violated/then Justice can be Served bv StandIn3 uP f>r 

vour rights, Ever<thi'ii9 we do has an effect an others Similarly 

Situated whether if we See It or not It is best to have a Positive 

Impact on our Society. Tf frivolous Petitions or comvlatnis are 

-fried rhev will faint Serious cases like this one that is Important
to right the \Airon9> and heiPS fa establish In the court of law 

Q determined resolution to Protect the rights and human chonlfv 

of the deserving So It \ntI\ fTFPie out Info oar community like 

a Stone thrown In the wafer and touch other lives In a PosTfN*. 
bt sivlns them ha?e and Inspiration In dolns what Is rl9hf■ wav

Pieose Stand uP for whet Is right, cmd let us cast the first Stone Together 

to make a better Place for everYone, See Appendix v'ftV'
'Thank vou I

4 •»



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted, 
blames NGiKn9ham
9ra/moj>

7/iq/?.0?.lDate: _


