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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

. How does +his Comp)airﬁ’ get
dismissed by Both the Honoroble
District Cour‘b and The Honorable

Appeals Cour—B for $Sailure TO

2. How 15 +his Case noT

Considered +haj' hoth +he
Hjnorab\-e District Cour*b ond

+he HOHOPab\fZ '/\)9,91.?0,5 C?ur-B
aid a\oused +heir ohs;re-l—mn
+hroughout -Hqis entire Cose-

3. How Con this Very SerloUs
lssue not be Con_sldered 'l‘o,
be impertance +o the pubhc

of +he |s55U&.
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all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
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John Gembic
Michael Toomey

Peter Kay J
\/inhy Claus
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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

>< 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,
is unpublished.

to

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

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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

JURISDICTION

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was /‘/\07\/ 2"\{3 2023

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

NA timely petition for rehearing was denied %y the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: Ju >’ 13, 2023 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendi)?)

[ ] 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. 8. 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

[ ] 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

. (42 w.s.C. 5 1983), I+ States
O Claim for relief under & 1983
A Plaintiff musﬁ"a\\ege\) Lirst. +he
Violation of a righ+ Szcured by
+he Cons+titution or Jaws of +he
united States ar\ab Se_cor\ob +hat
Yhe a\\eged depr\va—Hoﬂ wWas
Comm'\++-eol or Caused by a
Person a-c+in9 under Color or

State law. (see) west V. A+ki_'o§_<)
Hg7 W.S5. HZg 4By 108 5. Ct 22504
o} L. Ed. 2d 440 1988 §
Pilecknick V. PeﬂﬁS)/\\/aﬂ'ICz__\) 26

F. 3d 12504 1255-56 (3d Cin \qqy),
2. (Abuse of D'\scr‘e-\”io—@J PursuanT

Fed. R. Civ. B for +the i ed
zoircj\‘l' Commonly referred 7O

o5 Powis_ factors. (Csee) Poulis
V. State Farm Fire and Cas. Co.
747 F. 2d 863:9 Cad cir 1989), The

Honorable UnFed States District
Court and The United States
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Court of APPQO}}QSQ |00 /6

IwWithout g obused
_“)'he.lr d)ScPe+loﬂ ‘quou hou‘l’

’Hfu5 entire Case. VCS@?-D
Emerson . 296 F 2d at

a0 N
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

|. The Honorable United States
District Court ond Honorable

Unit+ed States Court of Appga’S
erred throughout this en’r(:jr‘?

Case by Adismissing Amende
Second Amended Comp\aiﬂT/Case\)

Cor Failure to State a Claim for
relief. And b)/ not refiling +hys

Case, |
Federa)l Rules of civil Procedure

State . o document Filed pro Se
s +o “be liberally Cons+ru-ed_Jand
a pre Se Complain‘F\) however
iﬂa'r-f-Fu)l)/ P\eaded rTqu7L be held
+o Jess 5+rfﬂgen:§; Standards +han
Formal P\eao"\r\gg dra$+ed by

lawyers. (see) Erickson V- fardus

551 U. 5. 89y 94y 127 S. Ct, 2197

167 L. Ed.72d™ 1081 (2007).

C5eea|5:0> Boykiﬂ V. keycorlE_—J 52]

F 3d 202, 214 (ad Cin 2009
Alsoy "\-r States when

Considermg +o dismiss d
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Yo Se Qomp]ainJr Such os

’—HqisJ Courts must Construe
+he ,Comploirﬂ’lbroad}y‘
land  interpret i+ to rarse
the Strongest arguments
+hat 1+ U 865—}" .lCSe€>
Chaose V. CRgse Cin re )
Chase)Q 20)8 Bankr Lex)s
129) #*10—-C Bankr. E. D. M. X
20\3 ), |

2. The Honorable United
States District Court and
Honorable United States
Coutr+ ot /—\}3)3661)5\3 |00 %6
without o doubt ~obused
their discretion throughout
+his entire Case. And

also by not refiling

Hhis Case., Pursuan+ o
Fed. R. Civ. F_ +4or +the
Third Circuit Commonly
referred to _as _Poulis

Lactors., Csee) Poulis V.

St+ate  Foarm  Fire _and
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Cas. o, 7H7 F. 2d 863,
Zcg sz 2cir 1ggyy. S

CSee also) Emergon\) 296
F. 3d at+ [90.
- The Third Circui+ has
lrecognized +haot +he low
ot Jhe Cose doctrine
does not preclude
reconsidert +;oh o+
_-Pr‘e\/;ously decided [ssues
N extraordinor
- C:rcum5+ance.s 'Such os
where . C1D hew evidence
lIs o;val)ab) € C2) G
| Super‘\/emng Nnew law has
Ibeen o«nnounced\,} or C3>+hew_,.
tearlier decision™ was
|Clearly erroneous and
Awould’® Creote QO?esiL
inJustice. Csee) __Public

6‘r‘oul9 oy New Jer‘se_}/«
1ITnc. Vv /"\aar\eSlum ~

Ele K4+ron « Iﬁ@ |23
73d

IFE2d N3 Cir. 1997,
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' Also due +o I+ S-}'a'i‘esi)
in Fed. R. Civ. P “4haot -
Civil O/amo:gfzg are Jiable
’)’O +he  Plathtifr ./

Pea)lan"F when +he
Gover‘mme??“F Officials /
Police Officers mvolveo’
Violated o §Jra+u+or‘>/
Constitutional Rig —H)cd”
Wa s le_zar}y €5+o«bl)shed
at “+he “+irme of
Challeh ed ConducH.
(see) ovlor‘ V. BQ{Y“kﬁSJ
1135 &. Cc+/ Q_O'—il\3 ZOHH\}
92 L. Ed. 2d — 78
C20)5)D),

3 This Case is a Very
Serzous Consideration %o
+he Por'l'amc:e +o “+he
ub) \C_ ot +the Issue. T+
s a Ver Serious jssue
Tha"’ +he quor‘able_Un,Hed |
States District Court -
ond +he Honorable United
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Court of /\ppealé did not
refile +his Casé due o
+he Serious nNoture of
+he Civil ngh‘l.’s Violations
/ Crimes Cormitted
Ogainst +his Petitjonenr
by these Rfesponolen‘rs\)
which pursuont to Fed:
R. Civ. 'R I5(a)(>@). +his
Case [00% without o
doubt should have been
refiled due +o, Justice
So Reguires. as~a matter
of  law” CS&%?) Zovec . etal,

Ve Collins. Gis+. an UCH)?"

ot Wwilkez’— Barie. . No.
3:16-CV-00397, 7012 U. s,
Dis+. LEXIS 29240 C M. D.
Pa. Feb. 23\3 2018,
(See oilso Fed. R. Civ.
P J5(c)7Td.: Bensel \

Wi-ed  Pilots™~ Ass n . 387
F. 3d 298, 309-]0 (3
Cir. 2ookD, o |

l ets  be mindful
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‘“H/\od' +he Third Circuit
has remarked +hat _.
ualified immuni+y Prov:des
anp le Pro+~ec+|on +o ‘all b
+he P mly mcompe"?'eﬂ'}‘
lor  those ‘who  khowingly
\/)o)a“he the law. (Se&_
Blackhawk M Pa. s
F. 3d Z2oZ. Z2J5 |
C3d Cir. ’2300 |

Also due +o bein /OO%'_
mhocerﬂ’ and wWrong 4:811 _.
Incarserated. +or bem y-e‘l'_,
+he \/IC'f’H’A o+ another
.\/ery Serijous Crime _b>/

he moﬂner of my
—)‘hre@ Children M&5.
Kimb ePP/ Ricker+ CC)
OIH Jrngle -hmwé
N a one a)wC T
+wo our +|me pﬁmo
To ey o T was ej
\/\C_—h | 15 Cmme

Belhﬁ “H’)e, Victim of
ano+her Crime Committed
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against me  +the Petitionen
b)/ Ms. Kimber)y R:’cker‘ﬁ\“}
bUt also multiple Civil
Rights Violations and
NCrimes Commit++ted |
anf’nS"f’ e b-e—Pore |
olurmg aond ofter by
the ~Coal 'Towns)dlp
Police Dep-h ot +he
Stat o% " Pennsylvania.
(see) Bernie Mulero V.

Officer Fatrick Jomes

Walsh an OYficer

Ronalo 451450051’)\3 /\Vo.
2—3:/5-~c:\/~—)uoé_\’3 2018 U, 5.
Dis+. LEXTS® 232227 C M. D,
 And as~well as
being “+he Victim of |
IMmulFiple Crimes Committed
|agoinst +his Pe;h.-i,‘ione,g, |
ahd multiple Civil
| Rig%’fs_ Vioelations

Committed ogainst +hjs
Fetitioner bzfere, during,
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land after b)/d mcy +1P
ounN

- Worthumberla

- lof PennsvaQma ey Io%//ees_'
lond elected OFFicihls

_ |State of Pepnsylvania®

- \Raid actors/em

- lmmunﬁr

E)o yees
..U.omd elected o0¥ricials.
| I+ S+a+eSJ, Federal
;Rule of Civil~ Procedure
lin  both “+he Honorable
V,D)5+\ ict Court and o
Honorable Appeals Court

Fhot o Juddl will be

de)omved o? his or her

¥y C +his 1ncludes
District A++orne>/5 and
Assistant D:5+PIC'I’ |
A+torney )y will ,be_
SubdJdect + )I_o«_blln+>/, o
when he or her Was
acted in +he dClear
absence of all
|Jurisdict+ion. CS&ED

S+umD V. S L/3.5,"
U. s. BL/‘?\) 356’ 57 Cm%@
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T+ is a \/e,ry Serious
ond Danaerous ’ssue +o
have ‘FU\S;) blown Criminals
ﬁF perote ond run “+he
lentire Criminal Justice
_.,Sysﬁ-em in the State of
o Penr\sy \/ama Which Shocks
+he Consaence of mankind-.
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) REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

T Aaron J. Bress! ask +his Honorable

supreme Court of the United States
4o grant +his Petition For a writ of
Cer—\'?orar‘? ursuant o @u\e ]@ O

+his Hor\or‘ab\ﬁ CouirT. '
his Petition 100% without o cloubt

£falls Under the Judicial D?scre-\")op o¥
+his Honorable Court’s Cons[derameS
governing review on Certiorari.

CSee Rule J@J Cgee a)ﬁ@, Docke'l" '
Cheet of +he United Stotes District
Court in CAPPende @,

Also 5e& @pper\dfx @ through

CAppendix T). |
F\f\r\')ch Now gives +his ’Hor\dor‘a\b\e
Supreme Cour¥ of +he Unite o
Stotes 115 r‘\gh‘\' to ﬁxercgwﬁr
435 Courts Supervisory P

of +his Case-
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
Qaron Breass
Date: g-1-23




