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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
[A)r cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _L to
the peftition and is

[V reported at &uRAIY
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[1is unpubhshed

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _A'_ to

the petition and is
[\Kported at GURRID V. BRAITIS, Q081 U.S. DIST. LEXS BI5'H); or,

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[ 1 is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts: N / A

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

[ ] reported at ' M A ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

‘The opinion of the _ , N / A- _ —court
appears at Appendix _Nﬂ\:to the petition and is
[ ] reported at : I\\ A ; Or,

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[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[V(For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was QOO pR7 e, AOD) .

[@]yetition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[VI" A timely petition for rehearing was demed the Umted States Court of
Appeals on the following date: __APRI| , and a copy of the
order denying rehearmg appears at Appendlx __Cz___

[ ] 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
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).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

4 (LS. C.5. § 1983, TART | OFIG- \"EVERY PERSON WHO UNDER. COLOR 0F
VY, STRTUTE, ORDINAN CE, REGULATION, CUSTOM, OR USAGE, OF AVY STRTE-OR
TERRITORY ORTHE DISTRICT OF- COLUMBI A, SUBTECTS, O CAUSES "T0 RBE
SUBTECTED, M UITIZEN OF-THE UNITED STATES OR OTHER PERSON WITHIN
THE JURISDICTION THEREOR TO THE DEPRWATION OF AJY RIGHTS, PRIVILEGES,
OR \MMUWITIES SECURED BY THE CONSTITUTION AUD LAW, SHALL BE UABLE
TO THE PARTY INSURED [0 ANY ACTION AT LAW.,."
¢ &3 U,5,0.5.§ 1899, PART | OF &-"(B) WHEN A DISTRICT TUDGE, N
Mmm? IN A-CIVIL ACTION AN ORDER NOT OTHERWISE: APPEALABLE UNDET
. THIS SECTION, SHALL BE THE CPINION THAT SUCH OMDER. INVOLVES A
com-moum% QUESTION 0F-LAW AS TO WHICH THERE. IS SUBSTRUTIAL GROUWD
FOR_ DIFFERENCE OF-OPINON AND THAT AN IMMEDIATE APPRAL FROM THE
ORDER. MAY MATERIALY ADVANCE THE ULTIMATE TERMIVATION oF—THE
YOI . -0 tf
uﬂg,l\-ﬂON) HE SHML 20 STRTE (N WRITIUS, I SUCH ORDEL. |
13 U, 5. C.5.§ 1964~ “(C) muy PERSOD’ITIURED 1N HIS BUSINESS OR
PROVERTY BY REASON OF-A-VIOLATION OF- SECTION (963, OFTHIS CHAPTER MAY
SUE THEREFOR. 1) ANY APPROPRIATE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT AD
- SHALL RECOVEIL THREEFOLD THE DAMASES HE SUSTRHINS AND THE COST O
THE. SUIT, (NALUDING A-REKSONRBLE. ATIRNEY'S FEE..." |
" U.5.C.5. CONST. AMEND. It PART | OR-15- “INOR SHALL AVY STRTE
DEPRIVE. A PERSON OR-UPE, UBERTY OR PROPERTY, WITHOUT DUE
PROCESS OF-LAW; NOR DENY o ANy PERSON WITHIN TS TJURISTICTION
 THE, EQUAL PROTECTION 0F-LAYS." | o



'STATEMENT OF THE CASE
GERRID 1S A-PRISON QUVIL RIGHTS ADVOCATE. WHO RESIDES LN HMaRusfww?
PEVSYLVAN e, Q0RAL0 LS CURRENTLY WCARLERATED FeR_ FABRICATED
ROBBERY CHARGES AVD CONTWUES TO CONTRND THE- CRIMNAL AUD GVIL
| TUSTICE SySTRM I THE BEWER INTEREST 0f—"JUSTICE., GORRI0 SERVED
THE BALANCE 0F HIS MAXIMUM SENTRVCE 1O THE SCI AT STATE
CORRBCTWIVAL LLUSTITUTION AT PHORIX (N COUBGEVILLE | PA.,

0 OCTOBER 20TH, 2030, SEJLOR DEPUTY ATTORVEY GRVEAL SCOTT A,
BRADLEY RALED MOTION TO DISMISS WUDER RULE 12 (B)(8) RED. R. CIV, P,
mamz;_\l QU MAY FTH, Q03| MASISTRATE JUDGE PATRICIA L DODGE.
[SSUED REPORT AUD RECOMMBNDATION r{Ecouuamim;’ THAT THE
COURT GRANT [0 THET AUD DAY L0 PACT DEFENDAGT'S Fiomion TO DISHISS.
CONSECUTIVELY, DISTRICT JUDGE "= DICHOLAS RANTAN ADOPTED REPORT
AID RECOMMENDATION 0F-MAGISTRATE TUDGE. 00 TULY IGTH, 80R],

QUCLESSIVELY, PLANTIRR FILED NOTICE Of- APPEM_ 7O REDORT AWD

RECOMMBNDATION ON OCTOBER S0TH, 20| AD THUS THE CLER
ORRICE CERTIMED THE RECORD AND DOCKET SHEET TO THE Uvn iTEg\S

STATES COURT OF-APPRALS. THE FOLLOWING DAY THE COURT OF APPEALS

ASSIGVED CASE MuMBER 8l- 3945 TO THE CASE, AUD U 0CTOBE

OGTH, 303, THE CASE Wits, ADMIN ISTRATIVELY CLOSED REDIRECTING ALL

TH”E:?KGCEEDUQG]%‘TO THE DISTRICT COURT, THE PLAWTIRE/ AP T

RILED PETITION Fok PANEL REHEARIVG WHIGH THE THIRD CGRCUMT o2

APPEALS COMSTRUED AS PETITION TO RECONSIDER THE 10/85/21 ORDEL,
THE WSTANT PETITLOR Por WRIT 0f- CERTIORARI SUPERVAVES.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

1. THE PAVEL MATERIALLY MISREAD THE FACTUAL RECORD THE
UWUITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS PALED TO BUTERTAW THE
CONTENTS OR-THE PLHATIRR/APPELLANT'S ORIGHWL NOTICE. OF
APPERL,) WD MERELY ABMINISTRATIVEL) CLOSED THE PRDCE'EDWK'?S
AS H-MATTER OF COURSE, LONCURRENTLY THERBARTER. THE WUITED
STRTES COURLT O APPEALS DENIED APPELLANTS TENTION TO RECOU-
SIDER. THE. COURT'S 10/9G/21 ORDER, THERERY PRUYiALG, ML PROCEDURAL
DuB PROCESS OF- LA NP APPRILATE RGHTS,  /



- CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

ate: _Ql M.wk;i;l 24PN
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