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PETITION FOR REHEARING

Petitioner George Sideris, a self represented liti-
gant, respectfully submits this Petition for Rehearing
on December 26, 2017, Order of this Court denying his
petition for a writ of certiorari. He attaches the certifi-
cation required by this Court’s Rule 44.2

Mr. Sideris submitted a petition for writ of certio-
rari concerning his claims of violation of his fifth and
sixth amendment rights. Judges, attorneys and civil
-service commissioners colluded to deny him justice re-
garding false criminal charges at Essex and Middlesex
County Superior Courts, the Massachusetts Appeals
Court, The Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court and
the Massachusetts Civil Service Commission. He
stated in his motion to amend the judgment against
him regarding legal malpractice at Middlesex County
Superior Court that the respondent Riley & Dever, P.C.
falsified both his amended complaint and memoran-
dum of law in opposition to the motion to dismiss his
amended complaint. The respondent altered both the
cause of action and the spelling of the petitioner’s
name at the signatures section of both documents.
Then it turned them in with its 9a packet at Middlesex
County Superior Court. Judge Henry never had a hear-
ing on the amended complaint. The petitioner had re-
quested a hearing on the amended complaint. This
prevented the petitioner from knowing that his
amended complaint and memorandum of law in oppo-
sition to the motion to dismiss his amended complaint
were falsified until after he received the judgment to
dismiss the complaint. The petitioner mentioned the
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- falsifying of these documents and forgery of his signa-

ture by misspelling in his motion to amend the judge-
ment. Even though no hearing took place regarding
these, the criminal case or the wrongful termination of
‘the petitioner from the Peabody Police Department re-
garding the criminal charges, the respondent was still
culpable.

The petitioner turned in his copy of his amended
complaint, memorandum of law in opposition to the
motion to dismiss his amended complaint and motion
to amend the judgment against him at Middlesex
County Superior Court with his appeal brief at the
Massachusetts Appeals Court. The petitioner men-
tioned all of this in his application for further appellate
review at the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court.
This shows the above mentioned judges, attorneys and
civil service commissioners had mens rea and actus
reus. The petitioner has a bachelor of science degree in
criminal justice from Salem State College in Salem,
Ma. The motive for the petitioner’s accuser’s crimes
was to deny the petitioner surgery on both knees in-
jured in the line of duty at the Peabody Police Dept.
Any logical person would only conclude that these peo-
ple colluded to deny the petitioner, an innocent person,
justice.

.

CONCLUSION

Once the judges see the fabricated confession,
Massachusetts State Police photos and medical
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records of the alleged victim in the criminal case, have
mandated reporters of elder abuse including Dr. Jean
Coumans and Dr. Nathalie Majorek testify along with
certified handwriting expert Christine Cusack, they
will see the magnitude of corruption in this case and
clear the petitioner of any wrongdoing. Only the judges
of the Supreme Court of the United States can handle
this case at this point.

Respectfully submitted this 26th day of December,
2017.
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CERTIFICATE OF GOOD FAITH

The undersigned hereby certifies that this Petition
for Rehearing is restricted to the grounds specified in
Rule 44 .2 of the Rules of the Supreme Court and is pre-
sented in good faith and not for delay.

GEORGE SIDERIS
Pro Se

352 Main St. Apt. 2
Reading, MA 01867
(978) 979-3542



