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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

X For cases from federal courts:

/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, 

is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

>VFor cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was 16^

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

ing wgs denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: 0~U 1^/__f3* .2023 ; and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix f

[ ] 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
to and including____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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7M7 F. 2d 2^3, Qd Cir. 1985), The 
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Court and "the United States
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

), ~Fhe Honorable United States 

D\£-\-rlet £^urt and Honorable 

Uni ted States Colxc\ of /4ppf ^Is
erred throughout this -ren+i^ 

Case, by dismissing /Amended/ 

Second Amended Complaint/eassg
•for -Failure +o Stated Claim For
relief. -And by not ref/ling this

^^Federal Rules of Civil Procedure

a c^ocuvraenf filed pro Se 

be liberally Construed^. qnd
State 

is to
O pro Se Complaint . however 

inartfully pleaded, must he held

3

TO
formal pleadings drafted by 

lawyers. (se§ Erickson V. Pardufi

551 U‘S' 29* 127 S. Ct. 2.197*
)67 L’ Ed. 2d ° log I C2.007).
tseealsg) Boykin V. keycorp521
F. 3d 202^ 2-IH C2d Clr. foci).

/Also* it States when 

Considering +0 dismiss a
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pro Se Comploint Such 
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ChcFnicX 2.0)g Bankr. Lexis
I^HC BanFr, E. D, /V X

ms
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in re
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20) g~).

) The Honorable United 

States District Court and 

Honorable Unites/ States 

Court oF /Appeals^ |oo% 

without ci doubt "F bused 

their discretion -throughout
this entire Lass. Tine/ 

also 

this
Pee/. R. ^ Cfw 

Third Circuit Commonly 
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-Factors.
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23 £CF. 3d at 170.

The Third Circuit has 

recoqni~zsd that the Jaw
the Case doctrine.....

preclude 

ition o-F
previously decided issues 

in extraordinary 

Circumstances Such as 

where * CO new evidence
is available 1 C2J ck ............

new law has 

; or CO the

of

)

Su ps ryen i ncj
been a nno uQced
earlier decision 

Clearly erroneous and 

would Create manifest 

j n J lastice. CSecJ Pub 1 fo__
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CPacjiS. IR
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

X Aaron Brass') &sk +hls Honorable 

Supreme Courh of +he Uni-bed States 

+o qrant this Petition -For a Writ of 

C-ertlorari pursuant to (Rul-fi- If) ° 

-\-W\s Honorable Court.
Xh\s petition J00% wl+hoMt a doubt 

falls Under the Judicial Discretion of 

+h’i5 Honorable Cour-f^S Considerations 

governing review on Certiorari. 

(See Rule 0 < Oee also) Pockety ^ 

Sheet of the Uni Fed states District 

Court In ((Appendix <P).
Also Seej^ppendlx P) through

A 9»« «sCourt oF Un\F<£(^
riqht +o exercise
Supervisor/ p°wer

Supreme 

States )fN.S 

jtNS Court's
of finis CoS£«



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

CUxnr-syl J3
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