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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

M For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A to
the petition and is

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P{ is unpublished.

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

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

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

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[ ] is unpublished.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

‘><For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
s June | % 2023

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

><A timely petition for rehearing w, \‘Jé (iemed by the Umted States Court of
Appeals on the following date: sJUTY 3 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendlx

[ ] 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).

[ 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).



(s 2

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

. (42 u.5.C. & 1983), I+ Stotfes
O Claim for relief under 5 19853
a Plaintiff mus*’a\\ege\) Lirst. the
\/iO)a‘HOn of o P\gh—l— S.ecurea> b>/
+he Constitution or laws of +he
united States anob Secor\ob +hat
the a\\eged depr\va-ﬁon Was
Comm'\++-e.o| or Caused by a
Person a-c+in9 under Color or
Stote law. (Gee) west V. Atkins,
Hg7 U.S. Y24 48, 108 5. Ct. 2250,
0V L. Ed 2d “Ho (1984
Piecknick V. Pennsylvania 4 36

F. 3d 1250y 1255-56 (3d Cir \aqy).

2. CA\DMSE’- o¥ D'\scr‘e-\'io_@J Pu’rsua'r\‘f
+o Fed. R. Civ. R ¥or +the Third
Circuit Commonly reSerred To

S5 Poulis factors. (see) Poulis
V. State Foarm Fire ond Cas. Co. 4
77 F2d 8éa, Cad Cir, 198D, The

Honorable UnFed States District
Court and The United States
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Court of Appeals loo%
without @ THoub® obused
Their d;ScPe+10ﬁ ‘erou hout
+his entire Case. _,CS@S)
que_r‘SonJ 296 F. 3d at+
19 0.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

|. The Honorable United States
District Court ond Henorable
United States Court of Appeals
erred FhroughoU T Hhis entire
Casée b)/ AlsMis51Ng Amend’ed/
Second Amended Comp\am’f/CaseJ

for Failure do State a Claim fof
relief. And by nof refiling this

CO(EP_; '
Federa)l Rules of civil Procedure

Statey a document Filed pro Se
s +o The lib-er‘a\\y Cons—)'r‘ueoijand
a pro S5e Com)@!ain‘l’\) however
nartfully Pleaded, musT be held
to less 5+rfﬂgerﬂ; Standards Than
Pormal pleadings drafted by
lowye.r‘S. Cse@ Erickson V. Par\dugd
551 U. 5. 8‘7\3 QH\) 127 S. C+. 2193
167 L. Ed.T2d 1081 (2007).
(Beealso) BoyKin V. Keycorp y 52|
F 3d 202, 214 (2d Cir 2009).
Alsoy ,'\Jr States when

Considermg +o dismiss 4
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DYoo Se Complatrﬁ Such oS

-ansJ Courts must Construe

+he Complan’ﬂ‘ broad|

ond m+~er ret I+ do rarse

+he 5+r02\qes+ are umeﬁ+5
U

+hat 1+ Q es—r Csee)
Chose M. CARas m e
Chase D. 20)8 Bamkr‘ L ex)s

1291 -%IO‘BC BankKr. E. D. M. Y

2. The Honorable United
SHates District Court and
Honorable United States
Cour+ ot AppeaJs |00 %6
without a  déubt “abused
fheir cliscretion +hroughout
+his entire Case. And

also by not retiling.

+his Case., Pursuant “o
Fed. R. Cive P for +he
Third Circult Common\y
referred 4o _as _Poul
Loctors., Csee)D Poulis \/

St+ate  Farm  Fire and
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|Cas. o. « 7H7 F. 2d 863,
262 C3d—Cir. 1984).
(See also) Emergon \D' 296
F 3d at+ 190. .
ol The Third C;r‘c;uH' has
r‘-éiCo%mzed “+hat +he low

of e Cose oc+rme_

| O‘oeg ho*)' reclud
reconsidera+ion o? S
rev:ously decided [ssues
N extrab nnary

C:rcum5+ances Such os
where : C1) Newy evidence
s a\/al)ab) J C2) o .

Super“\/emng Nnew law has
|been o«nnouncedJ or (3D +the

- learlier decision™ was

Clearly erroneous and

- Iwould’ Create Manifes+

inJustice. (Csee) _Public

| Interest Researc

1Tnc.

Group of New Jer‘se\/«
L /V\aaneSIum '

\Ele K4ron « Imc |23
M 2d

F2d 113 1 Cir. 1997
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| Also due +o |+ S“f‘a‘i’&%
in Fed. R. Civ. P Hhaoat °
Civil damo«geg aore |iable
to dhe  Plaintify/ |
Ap peallant when “+he
G‘over‘r\meR’i’ Officials /
Police oOfFficers involveo’
Violoted o Statutory o
Constitutional Right -H)cd’

Wa s Clear‘}y established
at “+he “Firme of |

C\/\alleh ed Conduct.
(see ) 970%Lor“ V. Bai"kﬁs\3
1135 5. C+/ ZOHJ ZOHH\} |

920 L. Ed. 2d
(205,

" This Case is a Ver
Serious Consideration o
_+he_ )mpom‘amce, +o +he
| ot +he issue. T+
;s a Very Serious issue

That “+he’ Honorable United
Stotes Dis+rict Court

ond —+he Honorable UHI'hed
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Court of Ap Pea did not
refile +his sé due o

+he Serious rm—#ure ot
+he Civil ngh"’é Vielations
Crimes Committed
Ogainst this Petitioner
by these Respomolerﬁs\3
which Pur‘suan +o Fed:
R. Civ. "B J5Ca) (=) 'Hns
Case |00°% withou
doubt Should have been
retiled olue +o, Justice
So Reguires, as—a matter
O-F ,aw Cs e) Zovecl . en‘a/

o£ 2l ke?;) Barre. /\/O
3.6 -CV- 003#13 20]8‘3
Dis+. | EXIS — 29240 C/V\ D.
Pa. Feb. 23 20180,
(CSee Glso) DFed. R. Civ.
P. /5 CC-)’KIdJ Bensel V.

A\hed Pilots ™~ Ass N . 397
F, 3d 298, 309-]0 C3d
Cir. Q.OO@

| e+s  be mindful
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+hot +he Third Circuit
)’105 Pemav*keo/ H/\a‘?’ S
ualified Tmmunit+y provides
omp le Pro+~ec+|on +o 'all but
+he P mly mcompej'erﬁ‘
lor those "who khnowinaly

_\/;o)a“hf: +the |law. (SeZ
Blackhawk M o,

[E 3d 2o02. Zj5 2
| CBd cir, 23005’ |
| Also due +o bein /OO%,_.
NNocenT and wrong ncgll ,,
mcar*ser“a‘hed ‘Fof belh ye+ .
+he Victim of onot et
.\/ery Serjous Crime ,_by.
[+he mother of mMmy
+hr£@ Children M&. |
K‘mberV Ricker+. Calli
an +ig le’_ +1r Sy 5\
N a one a ha )-F T
+wo hour —l—nme pe_mo
To report I was e)
.\/uc:—h y o Fhis Cmme
Belhﬁ +he Victim ofF
aonother~Crime Committed
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aga'mS‘f mMme  F+he Petitioner
b)/ Ms. Kimber,y Rfckeﬂ\')
bl,/rl’ also 'mu/ﬁ)a)e Civil
Rights Violations and
Crimes Committed
QQOEHS“/’ rme b-e-Por“e.J |
Olurmg\) and o+ +ter by
the Coal TOWHS)"HP
Police Dept o+ Fhe
S+at of " Pennsylvania.
(see) Bernie Mudero V.

Officer Fotrick Jomes

Walsh and OFYficer

Ronals ibﬁpgéh_\s No.
3: /5" Cv_ )Lioéj 2—018 UI 5'_
Dis+. LEXTSY 22227 C M. D,

, And as>~well as
being +he Victim of
MmMul¥iple Crimes Committed

|against +his  Petitionery
lahd multiple Civil
Rights Viclations .
Commit+ed oOgains+t +his

FPe+itioner bﬁ’FOPQJ olur‘mgj




- State of P_e_rms Iva ma

(Froe )

o and oft+er by mu —HP
Northumberlahd Coun >/
o Penns IvVoania er glo ees_w

land elec+ed OFFici

- |Paid actors./em E’o>/ee§
‘._,,_and elected o0Xicials.
I+ S‘i‘a’f'eS\)_ Federal
‘.Rule of Civil~ Procedure

1in  both “+he Honorable

\"',_.D)S"h ict+ Cour+ and

"~ |Honoroble Appeals Court
Nthaot a J’udg - will be
deprived O'\C his or her

| lmmumﬂ—y\) C 4+his  Includes
_D;g-)-chr /\++orne>/5 and

- LAssistant Dist+ricT
/\-H'or“hey D will be
SubdJdect )10]01!;*1’)/ S
Iwhen he or‘ her Was
lacted in +he Clear
aobsence of all

Jurisdic+ion. C_S‘ee)
Stump M S
U 5. B’L/% 356—57 lew

L/BB |
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

T Aaron J. Bress! ask +his Honorable
Supreme Court of +the L_\l?ni—ked 5fi+ee§:
+o grant +his Petition +or a4 WriT 0O
Cergﬁorar'\ ursuant to CRu\e )@ o

Whis Hor\or‘ab\ﬁ_ CoulrT.
T ‘Th'\g Petition lOOo/o’ w 1 thout a’o\oub"Y
£alls under the Judicial Diécrehotln o¥
+his Honorable Court’s Consllder‘a:hoﬂs
governing review on Certiorari.
(5ee Rule 10) ; Csee also) Docket
Cheet of +he United Statfes District
Court in CApPenoﬁX CD

Also see @pper\dfx @—khrough
CAppendix H). |

fl/o\n')ch Now gives +his Honorable

Y of +he United,
Supreme Cour e e

tec 15 rTighT ' i
?‘?‘—\05 Court 5 SuFer\/\SOY‘y powe
of +his Case- |
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

’
Qarncn Breasse.
Date: 7 - 28 il 2 3




