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Dis+ricT Court and the Honorable
Appeals Courty for tailure to Stofe
a Claim,

2. How Con This Very Serious
‘ssue Not be Considered to be
importance to the public ot +he
| ssue.

3, How 15 Fhis not Considered both
+he Henorable District Cour-b and
+he 'Honorab\-e /\Ppea\g Cour—b abused
+helr discretion +hrou3hou+ the
entire Casé.
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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

N For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A_ to
the petition and is '
[ 1 reported at y OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court éppears at Appendix to

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.
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M For cases from federal courts:

JURISDICTION

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was November 3042022

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

[X A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: February. 2“}‘2023, and a copy of the

order denying rehearing appears at AppendliiJ 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).

[ ] 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

[ ] 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).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

l, CHQ. U.s.c. § MSB)J T+ States a
Claim for reliet Under 6 MEES a
Plaintiff must oun-eng:) «S—-\;r‘s-’j:) +he
Violation of a right Secured by the
Constitution or laws of the United
States andy Secondy That the alleged
dﬁpr"\\/ajrfon was Committed o Caused
by a person decting under Coler or

Stote law. (58 west V. Atkins,
4g7 U.S. 42, 48, 108 5. C+. 22504 10|

L. Ed. 2d HJO CT)qz@j Piecknick V. -
Pennsylvenia y 36 F3d 1250y [255—56

(3d Cir. 1994). T |
: : \ Due Process The Third
2. CSubs‘ram-h\/e >) A

| i | Caus€e o
rcuit has reco nized a :
O 2 +hat 15

Under Substan+tive due process
distinct from Proc&dural adue roc«eis.ﬁe@
Burkett v Love ¢ 89 F. 3d 1354 I3 -F Ny
(3d Cir. 19965 Block V. FPotfer 633>,
233y 236y 177V, . 623 (3d Cir. 1789

Under Sub5+an+'\\/ﬁ dué rocess as'+:h-2+erm
has been Cons+r§ed by -Hf;e S;ur 5

+ate mMmay not ?ny Far? €
ioﬁws-\-i“ru-\—'iyoﬂaﬂy ~|'mp-errm§51ble groumOlSJ
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5uch; as racé or in etaliation

for exercisi ng Cons+itutional

P)alfﬁ's Burket+. 89 F.3d at

1"40 Slfmlaf“l\/«»-l:li\e Boar‘d I’Y\a\/'

Inot ‘base a~ Daro)e dcc:s:oh

on _Yoctors  bearine . no

lrational r“e}a‘hon_SVnD +o +he:

interests  of +he Commonwea th.

— 1Block €3] F.2d ot 237
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

. The Honorable District Court

ond Honorable Appeals Court did in

fact erred by dismissing

COMP\O\W\‘\’/CQS&J Lfor Lailure +o

State o cClaim. Fed. R. Civ. P

States o document +iled pro 5€

s +o be r)iberal\y.kComsﬁ‘FMedJ

and a pro se ComP\ain-}—J however

inartfully P)ﬁad-edj must be held
To less Stringent Standords
than formal pleadings dra$f+ed by
lowyers, (see)) Erickson V. Fardus,
551 U. 5. 89y qu 127 S CF 2197, 67
L. Ed. 2d o8I~ C2007). -
A\SOJ it States WwWhen Con5|derln3
motions “to dicmiss a _pro se ComplainT
Such as +hisy Courts mMmust Consfrue
+he Camp\a§h+ b\"oaon)is and lﬂTﬁFPrf—*
+ 4o raise +he Strongest
orguments thot 1+ Suggests. Cs-e@
Chase V. Chase (in re c,hase)j 2018

Bankr. Lexis 129 *10 (Bankr E.D. M
Y. 2019,
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12', T\ms Case 15 a \/es"\/ Seuous

ConSIder‘a“f'loﬂ ‘o _the )mPO)""’QHCQ

+o  the: Dub)ic of the 1ssue,

I—l— is _a Verv 5€F)OMS )_55‘1/1'_6-

_be  held’ by +he

B CommOnweaH% 0? Pemnsv!\/ama

' P@FO"@ | BOGHAOf ‘e‘,— Olt« Iﬂ 5""0{_['“6

'_o? Pﬁmms‘vvama s Dep“f ot

.Corr‘ﬁcﬁ-:oﬂsﬂ CS*Ta“fe Pmsoﬂ)

_ )
Ta . f‘ﬁﬂ'alla“hoﬂ "Por“ €X€F§)51ma

Cons-hfu-hona\ T“ial’T‘l’S.

| This _is due %o bemd +he
ic+im. of 4he Crime~=L

am Wr‘oma"@l/i“\/ mcarser‘a'i'eo/

|Hor - bv The  'mother of

My, three Ch:\dr‘eh And also

. TY\uH-)D)é \/iO\aﬂ‘lOﬂSQ(C\\/l\‘ |

3 R\ah-i-s J /. Crimes™

\/
sr+hurtberland Couer\/ ot

\PennsV)vaa fmvlovees

Plec+ed O?@)Clo 5« g‘l”a‘f‘e O? ‘

[Pennsvlvania Poio— actors,

B OY‘\O’ /"H’)e Coa| ‘—'ownsl"llD

Po\\cc DeDT of PﬁhﬂSV\Vaﬂtq

Be?ore . Durlnaq omo‘
— - S



IMminamum_ Sen+ence by
[Commonwea|+h_  of Permsy)\/amo
1Raroale Boarob et al. This s

Ge?

——— _— —— e — J—

1AS+er Lbemg \/\/Y‘omg—Ftu
_ mcafsera‘)'ed For 2iNg
Jrhe Victim of +his crime.

Provsng it with_ loo %%

__%__,‘cQVIOlﬁ\”\CﬁJ ond._ S+ill bemﬁ
theld in Pﬁnnsy)\/amo -

State . Prison Rast _ym My "
+the

a \/@ry SerioUs _|ssue.

The Third Circuit. has o

i r‘f:cognszed a Cause o‘F’ action.

Under_ 5ubs~mn+»\/@ due process .

]rtb_@:f - ofns+mc+ 'pr‘om

proce. d_u,\:a_\_ Adue.  process. ( See )

Burke=t+ V. Lo ve 29 F. 3d

135, 139 -4Ho (3d~Cir._1996); _

Block V. Poﬁer 63 _F zol

[233, 236, v, 1. 622

_CBdJ Cir J%SOD Mnder -___;_ﬁ__:_

Substantive due process,

as _ the +erm has been~

Construed b_y _Yhe Courts.

\J__-___

a.___State may  Not deny”
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1im perm § ss i_b_)_e**é_r

Pare le _on_ Constitutional
~ou

g P N

) - ;
As_ _race._or. in. _rretaliation

for eXercisina Cons+itutional

riahts. _Burkéjzti? 29 F. 3d

a¥ _IH0. Similaxty~ the
Board _mayv. D0+>/')ba5€ @

_b_ﬁg_m’hng_ No___Yational

relationship_ 4o the..
INterests of +he

Commonwea _\:I'_h_-*___BiQ.CJS_\_) 63|

B 2d ot 237

3. _The__Honorable United

States District Court ond

The United States Court

of Appeals, abused their

discretion < 100 % without

{a _doubt +hroughout +this

entire. Case. Pursuant 1o

Fed. . R. Civ. B Ffor +he

Third _Circuit  Commonly

reterred 4o _as Poulis

tactors. (see) Poulis M
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-5+o+e Farnﬁ Ere;-ahd Co;s

Co. - JH7 F. 2d 863, 868

(34 Cir, 1984 ). Eme_réon\jv

I T F.3d af J90.
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' REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

T Aaron T, Bressi ask Fhis Honorable
Supreme Court of the United S5tates
to grant +his Petition for g writ of
Cer‘ﬂ-ioY‘ar‘; PMY‘SMaﬂ‘)‘ +o (Ru\e ICD O'?

Fhi onovroble CourT. |
+h—?HSH Pe+ition |00 % \/\/Hhou"i”'o doub; .
£olls under +the Judicial D\’screjrf;ons
+his Hor\or‘ab)e Court s Conlslde\:‘l‘a
governing review on Cerfiorabl-

CSee Rule l@j C5"€'"3 a‘@ Docke ¥ Shéef
5F +he United States District CourT,
lacated in CAppendix ). Alsoy Se€
United States cour+t of /\PPea‘f ( Formal
Br'\ﬁ‘@~> located In CAPPende l:) Amd
CPe"H‘Hon for R«e\near'\hf))\,) loca"hed R
Qéf\%i?j\:\x%w?w gives +his Hon;wc;i!iﬁg
Supreme Court of ihe Unitec Court s
+>5 right o exercise 1175 Coie
Supﬁr‘visor‘y power o¥ —i:\mz afﬂq,
Coed) CappendiD(A—F)y Filed Wit

t rar\i‘
+his  Petition Sfor o wreiT oS Certio
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
Carton _Bressl
Date: 3 — )3 - 2 3




