IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
BUTLER COUNTY, PENNSYVANIA

Case No.: Ho. 2= jos5 1 &

JUE MYERE,
CIVIL DIVISTON
Flaipntiff,

Type of Pleading:

TIMOTHY F. McCUNE, J2SEPH H. CHIVERE, JACK

COMPLAINT: VIOLATION OF U.5.
COMSTITUTIOHAL RIGHTS, VIOLATION OF
PEMMEYLVANIA COMNSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS,
VIOLATION ©F PUBLIC POLICY, FRAUD,
MATERAIL FRAUD, FFRAUDULANT
MISFEPRESENTATION, LEGAL MALFRACTICE,
LEGAL MEGLIGENCE, BREACH OF COHNTFRACT

W. MURTADGH Jk., GFAYDON BEEWER, JARL V.,
MAMMI, JACK LEWIS, JIM GALLAGHEFR, HAMK
LEYLAND, GREG LOVEFICK, EDWARD TASSEY, AR
STEEL et al, UAW {formerly Butler Armco

Independent Union) e al

vafendants FILED BY:

:

SNTONOH O

Joe Myers, pro se
12127 Emerald Green Court
Jacksonvalle, FL 222439
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Plaintiff DEMANDS A JURY TRIAL immediately and waives all preliminary game §1aying
through Preliminary Objections, etc that wvioclates Plaintiff’'s U.S. Constitutional
Rights and Pennsylvania Constitutional Rights to a TRIAL BY JURY., The Plaintiff has
the RIGHT to be heard by a jury and the Defendants can plead their case at that time.

The jury can alse NULLIFY any past legal rulings against the Plaintiff.

Plaintiff has provided all evidence at www.1776ToTyranny.com that is available to view

or download by Defendants or anyone. A video can be viewed that is presented by former
New Jersey Supreme Court Justice Andrew Napolitano explaining JURY NULLIFICATION which

is why Plaintiff has a Constitutional RIGHT to be heard by a jury.
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"The power under the constitution will always be in the people. It is intrusted for
certain defined purposes, and for a certain limited period, to representatives of

their own choosing; and, whenever it is executed contrary to their interest, or not
agreeable to their wishes, their servants can and undoubtedly will be recalled." -

GEORGE WAZHINCTNM, letter t©o Eushroed Washingoeon, How. 10, 1787

Violation of U.S.Constitutional Rights - Violation of

Pennsylvania Constitutional Rights

U.S. Constitution, Article VI

"This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made in pursuance
thereof; and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land; and the judges in every state
shall be beound thereby, anything in the Constitution or laws of any State to the

contrary notwithstanding.”

U.S Constitution, Bill of Rights Amendment VII

“In suits at commcn law, where the value in controversy shall esxcesd twenty dellars,

O

the right of trial by jury zhall be pressrved, and no fact traisd by a jury, =hall be
otherwise reexamined 1n any <court of the United States, than according to the rules of

the common law.™

The Constitution Of Pennsylvania, Article 1 Declaration of
Rights § 6. Trial by jury

“Trial by jury shall be as heretctfore, and the right thereo! remain irviclate. The
General Rssembly may provids, however, by law, that a verdict may be rendsred by not
legzs than five-sixths of the Jjury in any c<ivil case. Furthermire, in criminal cases
ths Commonwsalth shall have the sams right to trial by jury as does the accoused. (May

le, 1971, F.L.76%, J.R.1; Mow. 3, 192928, P.L.L12232, J.R.2VY
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invigolate - Tf{ somethipng is irviolace, it has not been or cannot be harmed or affecred

by anything. hrtps:/swww.collinsdicticonary.com/us/dictionary/=nglishsinviclate

This means no Rules of Civil Procedure, no statute of limitations, no

cagse law, etc. can impede Plaintiff from being heard before a JURY!

o

ez "JURISPRUDENCE"” paper on www.l1776ToTyranny.com to reference the fallowing.

l16th American Jurisprudence, 2nd Section 177:

The generzl rule 1s that an unconstituticnal svatute, though having the farm and name
oL law, 13 in reality neo law, bur is wholly void, and insffecrive for any purposs;
since unconstitutionality dates from the time of {its enactment, and not merely from
the dare of the decision so branding ic. An unconstitutionazl law, in legal
contemplacicon, is as inoperative s if it had never besn passed. Such a sTtatute leavas
the guesticn that It purports to fettle just as it would be had the statute not heen
snact&d. 3ince an unconstituticnal law is vaid, the general principles follow that it
imposes no duties, confers no rights, creates no office, kestows no power or authority
on anyonz, affords no protection, and justifies no acts performed under it . A wveoird

acrt cannadt be legally consistanr wirh a valid ene. An unceonstituricnal law cannok

o
el
1
~
W
I
T
-
0

sup=rsede any <xizsting valid law. Inde=d, inscfar &s = srature runs counter

to the fundamenral law of the land, ir is superseded thereby.

l16th American Jurisprudence 2d, Section 177 late 2nd, section
256

"Noo one 15 bound to obey an unconstituticnal law and no courts are bound to enforce
it. The general rule i1s that an unconstituticnal statute, though having the form and

the name of law, is In reality no law, but is wholly void, and ineffective for any
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purpase, since unconstituticnalicy dates from the time of its 2nacrmsnt, and not

mersly tfrom the date of the decisicn 5o kbranding ic.”

Flaintiff’s U.5. Constitutional FRights and Pennsylvania Constitutional Eighis were
viglated when Flaintiff was HEVER FEFMITED to plead Plaintiff’s case to a jury.
Flaintaff szeeks all remediss afforded him as of Flaintiff’s illegal terminaticon date
of April 10, 2001, Flaintiff will FROVE through the evidense that can be viewsd or

downloaded at www.l1776ToTyranny.-om that Defendants viclated Plaintiff’s U.S. and PA

Constitutional Rights thereby committed fraud, materizl fraud, fraudulent
misrepresentat.on, le3al negligence, kreach of contrast ¢r have besn complicit as well
as they have violated the law and public policy. Defendants knew the law or should
have known the law when they committed frauwdulent acts and there is HO EXCUSE FOR MOT

KHOWING THE LAW.

VIOLATION OF ALL THE FOLLOWING: PUBLIC POLICY - FRAUD - MATERIAL FRAUD - FRAUDULENT

MISREPRESENTATION - LEGAL MALPRACTICE ~ LEGAL NEGLIGENCE - BREACH OF CONTRACT

PUBLIC POLICY lhe porlici=s that have been declarsd by the staze tnes corers the

FCRC="8 civicens, Tafse laws and ool ldiey allow The glvcrnment Lo A0 ihy act1on Chat
Ig ozoawnzo wbe pubiics’ interest, Thers oay oot ber oA spesific nolior shil oan aotaci
mertaing oo bt 37 1T oar et Zzemsd goed Zorothe punlic ottt owill o be guashed. - Blac)’ s

JHEGHNSTITUTIONAL Tn=as woich T3 JonLtrazy Lo tihe olnntitinics. The ppoaine

“eenatitunional.!’ Iee Drace v laZann. S LE: (Tsan.d bw; I ote Raenres 0. 0.1 A T s,
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1. On May 14"" 2019 Plaintiff was informed in a phone conversation with Jerry Erhman
{former Ak Steel employee) that Defendant Loverick told Defendant Tassey to assign
Plaintiff to the truck that regquired overloading knowing it would put Plaintiff in

coenflict with then PA Attorney General Lavid Devries directive to Flaintiff that he
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wonld be held criminally and civilly liable operating defective mobile cranes,
heavy equipment and overleaded tractor trailers that was a3ainst Defendant AK Steel
et al's own WRITTEN POLICY which made the corder against the LAW and FUEBLIC FOLICY
which ultimately led to Plaintiff being illegally terminated from AE Steel.
Flaintiff had nc knowledge of this discovery until May 165" 2019,

Defendant McCune in Exhibit 31 states ™I have no apinion regarding your employment
claims with AK Ste=l.” His “cpinion” does not hold water as he is sworn to uphold
the COWSTITUTION (LAW and PUBLIC FOLICY) and responsible for not investigating Ak
Steel via the information I gave him or that he czuld found on his own like the

Flaintiff did on his own that is availabkle at www. 177¢ToTyranny .com What happenad

to Plaintiff 1s a =rime as McCune was responsible to INVESTGATE and prosecute those
that had part in the fraud and fraudulent accs! Maybe if McCune had done his job
Keith Ekenrode would still be alive who was killed at AK Ste=l about a year after
Plaintiff's ille=gal termination from AK Stesl, McCune committed fraud by turning a
blind =2ye to the criminal acts of all other Lefendants which makesz him complicic!

MoTune viclated the Rules of Professional REesponsibility as District Attorney and

FALLED and REFUSED to investigate the Flaintiff’s civil and criminal liabilities
when Plaintiff was directed to McCune from a highsr office former, PA Attorney
General David Devries. In light of ALL the evidence provided by Plaintiff 21l pricr
judgements that have negatively affectsd the Plaintiff regarding ALL DEFENDENTS ARE
HULL voID! This court must alsc start diskarment proceedings ajainst Defendant
McoCune for his involvement in the fraud perpetrated against Flaintiff. Disbharment

proceeding nesd to start against all Defendants that have a law license.

» lnlike any privace attorney, the local prosecuccr—he he districe

*. County attorney, or criminal districc attorney—is an elected

w
+
T
=]
P
jn]
U
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official whose office 1s constitutionally mandated and protected.
Prosecutors are still subiect to the Rules of Frofessiconal
Respensibility, but they must pelice themselves at the rtrial court level

because of thelr status as Independent members of the judicial branch of
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government . Such 2 holding is pot tantamcocunt to making the fox guardian
of the henhouse or letting the wolf keep watch on the flilock, bhecause a
prosecutar who viclates ethicald rules is subject to the Jdiscipiining

authcority of the Srtate Bar 1ike any cther attorney. Ferhaps even more

Impeortantly, as mentioned above, his viclation of the rvles wiil sukij=scr

his cases to reversal on appedal when his unprofessional conduct results

in 2 denial of due process to a defendant. Lasrcly, he, like all elecred

public officials, must regularly answer to the will of the electorate.
Should his conduct create t20 much appearance of Impropriety and public
suspicion, he will ultimately answsr to the vorters. — State ex rel.

Eidson v. Edwards, 7#F S.W.Z24 1 iTx., 18390)

All rhe Defendants specifically Murtaugh, Chivers, Papa, Hanni, Lewis, Gallagher,
Leyland, Loverick, Tasssy, AF Steel et al and UAW et al knew that this case was
MEVERK & labor law issue bur TH FACT a CRIMINAL AND CIVIL matter as svidsnced by the
letter Exhibit 9 sent by Flaintiff’s legal counsel on March 1, 2001 prior to
Flaintiff’s illegal terminatcion and Murtawzh and the Arbirrator’s in their own
wirds that will be referenced in the following.

29 0.5, Code & 411 - Bill of rights; consrituticn and bylaws of labor
crganizations: “(4)Protection of the right teo sue No labor crganization shall limit
the right of any me=mber therecf £o institute an actiocn in any court .. And provided
further, That no interestsd employer or employer asscciation shall directly or
indirectly finance, encourags, or participate in, except as a party, any such

actizn, prece=ding, appearance, or petition.”

DEFENDANT AK STEEL ET AL PAYS THE SALARIES OF THE UNION CFFICERS WHICH IS A BLATANT

CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND DISERVICE TO PLAINTIFF.

[COMELATIHNT] - 3




n

“(ktInvalidity of constitution and bylaws Any provision of the constitutrion and
bylaws of any lakor organization which is 1nconsistent with the provisions ¢f this

section shall ke of no force or effect.”

DEFENDANT AK STEEL PAYING THE SALARIES OF THE UNION CFFICERS IS A CLEAR CONFLICT OF
INTEREST AND WHY PLAINTIFF WAS RAILROADED BY DEFENDANTS MURTAGH, CHIVERS, AK STEEL
ET AL, UAW ET AL WHEN THEY DECIEVED PLAINTIFF BY TELLING PLAINTIFF HE CCULD NOT
FILE A CIVIL LAWSUIT UNTIL PLAINTIFF WENT TO ARPITRATION ALL THE WHILE THEY KNEW
LABOR LAW HAD NOTHING TO DO WITH THE CIVIL AND CRIMINAL LIABILITY THE PLAINTIFF
FACED. EXHIBIT 30 THE LETTER FROM MURTAGH STATING “AS YOU KNOW, THE ARBITRATOR'S
AWARD IS FINAL AND THERE 1S NO FURTHER ACTION WITH RESPECT TO MR. MYERS' GREIVANCE
WHICH CAN BE UNDERTAKEN BY THE UNION IN THAT REGARD.” YET THEN STATES “IN THE

ABSENCE OF A GREIVANCE CHALLENGING THE SAFETY OF THIS METHOD .. NOT TO MENTION THE

LEGALITY RAISED BY MR. MYERS, THE UNION OF COURSE HAS NO BASIS UPON WHICH TO

PROCEED WITH ANCTHER CASE."” MURTAGH KNEW VERY WELL THAT HE HAD THE LETTER Exhibit 9
FROM PLAINTIFF’'S THEN ATTORNEY THAT WAS SENT TO DEFENDANT AK STEEL CALLING IN
QUESTION THE LEGAL LIABILITY TO PLAINTIFF AND ALL EMPLOYEES OF DEFENDANT AK STEEL.
Dzfendant Chivers told Flaintiff that Defendant Murtaugh stated that Plaintiff had
to exhaust his remedy under arbirration before going to civil court. Beth
Defendants Murtaugh and Chivers are labor law attornevs and knew that labor law
could not supersede civil and criminal liebility being forced on Plaintiff by

Defendant AR Steel et al since they basically cwn the UAW =t al officer

[

Defendant Hannl even stated to Plaingiff prior te Flaintiff's terminatien that
Manni thought they were going to fire cone of the officers to put the fear of Ged

int2 the rank and file for ceontract negotlations,

Exhibit 9 was a letter =sent to AK Steel Industrial FEelations Manager - 3ill Gonre

detailing the legal lisbility that Plaintiff and co-workers were exposed to. Th

@

letter alsc detailed that Defendant AK Steel et al had recgeived money from the
state for the in plant railreoad crossing would bring inte question private

property.
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Exhibit 11 is the letter Jdated March 21, 2001 sent by Plaintiff to Defendant AR
Steel et al prior to Plaintiff being illegally terminated detailing the <ivil and
criminal liakilicy Plaintiff and other AR Steel employess were being forced to
endures with tractor-trailers and heavy equipment or be fired as happened to
Plaintiff. Flaintiff alsc detailed the retaliatory discipline AK Steel committed
against Plaintiff. In that letter Plainciff explained that AK Steel’s own insurance
company statad to Flaintiff that he =hould have a letter from AK Ste=l indemnifying
Flaintiff and co-workers kecause the AK Stesl’s own insurance company would not
cover Plaintiff/zo-workers if there was an accident with anyone from the public
when AK 5teel allowsed the public to use their in-plant raoads to purchase slag or
the vendars that were on in-plant roads =very day. Additicnally Flaintiff sent this
letter because of Flaintiff’s conversation and warningy from then PA Attorney
General David Devries that Flalntiff would be held criminally and civilly liabkle if
Flaintiff operated defective heavy equipment and overloaded tractor trailers and an
incident happened and somecne was hurt or killed because Plaintiff knew he was not
only violating Defsndants AF Steel e&f al’s written direcrtives but alse PUELIC
POLICY and the law. PLAINTIFF ALZ0 WARNED DEFEMDANTS FOR VIQLATIHNG PLALINTIFF' S
CONZITITOTIOUAL EIGHTS!!!!!

Exhibit 23 on page 22 line 9% of the Verkbatim Record of the arbitration hearing
Gonce testifisd that he “reports to the Middletown legal deparctment” VALIDATING

this was a legal matter and not a labor law issue.

. Exhibit 23 on page 7% lines 11-1% of the Verhatim Feacrd of the arkitration

Defendant AKX 3teel et al legal couns=l admits that material evidence was hidden
from FPlaintiff.

Exhibit 23 on pags 22 line -6 of the Verbatim Record of the arbirtration Defendant

s

Tassey admitted he had a phone conversation with then Flaintiff’s legal counsel Mr.

Moskal akout the legal issue.

.Exhibit 23 on Page: 160 line 4 of the Verbatim Record of the arbitrarion Defendant

AK Stesl et al l=gal counsel AGAIN admits that the Defendants were hiding material

svidence from Flaintiff when Defendant counsel stated to Plaintiff “yYou didn't even
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know it existed.” referencing Defendant AR Steel’s written Jdirectives thart they
ware verbally asking Flaintiff to violate WHICH I3 AGAINST THE LAW and FUELIC

POLICY!

. Exhibit 29 1s the Opinion and Award from Arbitrator Dean. Dean states in his

Opinion on page 1 in paragraph 1 thart thz Crievance was due te Flaintiff viclating
a dirsct ¢rder when Dean IN FACT knew the case was about criminal and civil
liakility being forced on Plaintiff by Defendant AK Ste=zl =t al and ALL Defendants
waere complicit. Defendants Murtaugh and Chivers legzl knowledge knew the
arbitration was a sham to have Plaintiff terminared. Had Defendant MgCune did his
duty as then Butler County District Attornsy and investigated this corruption
Flaintiff wcoeld have been vindicared.

Exhibit 29 iz the opinion and Award from Arbitrator [Dean. Dean states in his
Opinion on page 7 in paraaraph 2 that “The Employer acknowledges that it cannort
cempel the Grievant to commit an illegal act.” YET IN FACT THAT IS EMACTLY WHAT
LEFENDANT Ax STEEL DID WHEMN VERBALLY DIFECTING PLAINTIFF TO VILOATE THEIR OWH
WRITTEN POLICY WHICH IS AGRINST THE LAW! Defendants McCune, Murtaugh, Chiver, Papa
sr AW et al refused to do anything ar all with this evidence Flaintiff provides in

this Complaint and it is quite clear they ares all complicir!

. BExhibit 2% is the Opinion and Award frem Arbitrator Dean. Dean states in his

Gpinicn on page 11 in paragraph 2 “As both parties are aware, employees are
g2nerally prehibicred from =ngaging in self-help by refusing supsrvisocry
dirsctives.” What the arbitrator is saying there is unlawful and corrupt because
then PA Attorney General David Devries stated to Plaintiff prior to his illegal
cermination that Plaintiff cculd be held criminally and civilly liakle in the event
Plaintiff had an acrcident with the grossly av=srloaded tractor-trailers or defecrive

heavy =quipment.

. Exhibit 29 :1s the Opinion and Award from Arbitrator Dean. Dean states in his

Opinion on page lE in paragraph I “Asz both parties are awares, although an
arbitrator can render interpretations of the parties’ collective bargaining

agreement which are binding upon both of them, he generally doss not render fully
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20,

’

authoritative rulings on gquestions of statutory law.” Defendants all mislead and
deceivaed Plaintiff to enter arbirtration. The arbitrator even stated he cannct rule
on statutoery law! Again Exhibit 30 Defendant Mortaugh’s own words KHEW Plaintiff’s
case had nothing to do with labor law but everything to do with criminal and civil
liakility yet Murraugh lied to Plaintiff and deceived Plaintiff into entering the
arbitration to try to bind him py lakor law when I FACT Murtaugh EMNEW arbitcration
could do NOTHING to assist Plaintiff with criminal and civil exoneration!

Exhibit 34 is a newsletter from Defendant UAW et al. Dafendant URW 20 al posted a
newsletter that scated in another case after Flaintiff’s illeqal terminatien that
Arbitrator Dean overturned the terminaticn stating the “.the record strongly
suggests the Grievants misconduct was proveked in substantial part by the
supervisor’s oppressive management style."” Defendant AK Steel had harasssd
Flaintiff and Plaintiff even sent the letter Exhibit 11 explaining the oppressive
managemsnt style perpetrated against Plaintiff - yet Arbitrator Dean still upheld

the illegal rtermination of Flaintiff!

. Exhibit 35 i= a lertter from Defendant AK Zteel former CTEQ Richard Wardrop claiming

his zoncern 2var the death of Kzicth Ekenrode yer AK Steesl et al allowed Wardop to
commit illegal activity as he did against Blaintiff as the evidence shows at

www . 177aToTyranny . com

Exhibit A is the Estainer Agreement for Flaintiff to retain Defendant Chivers as
legal counsel. This agreement included filing a zomplaipt in court.

Exhibit B 15 the letter requssted by Defendant Chivers from Flaintiff after they
had a conversaticon akcut what demands FPlainti1ff was seeking. In the letter dared
October 4, 2001 Plaintiff regussted 13 years of wages, bensfits, pensicon, ete. that
would be equal to 30 years cof employment plus future retirement and health benefics
had Plaintiff not been illegally terminated. That sum would have been well qver 2
million dollars. Additionally Plaintiff demanded that Defendant AK Steel =t al
force Wardrop's resignation because of his militant management style and that
safety policies be for safety and not for illegal retaliatory measures. Plaintiff

spoke with management that were afraid of then CEO Wardrop and feared if they did
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not follow his unsafe directives they too would b2 terminated. Unfeortunately since
Defendant AK Steel et al and Defendant McCune did not heed Plaintiff’s warninas

Keirh Ekenrcode was killed in October of 2002 Exhibit 35.

. Exhibit C is a copy of the letter dated October 13, Z001 that Defendant Chivers

sent tn Defendant AE Steel et al stating “I am making an alternative demand for Mr.
Myers: either reinstate him with a cash sectlement of 540,000 (representing lost
wages plus fees), or, pay him $150,000 in =xchange for permanent resignation.”
Chivers RHEW the S5150,000 was not &ven close to the losses of Falintiff. Chivers
alze stated if there was no resclution Chivers would proceed quickly te court YET
NEVER ATTEMFTED TO FILE A COMEFLAINT ©OM FLAIMTIIFF’S BEHALF. Chivers committed

fraud, deceit, breach of contract, legal melpractice just to name a few!

. Exhibit D is a letter dated Octok=sr 22, 2001 that was a zecond lectter Defendant

Chivers sent to Defendant AK Steel =t al stating “After additicnal consulrcation
with my client ,he wishes me to convey additicnal demands on his behalf for
gettlement of this matter.” Chivers KNEW what Plaintiffs demands were in Flaintiffs
letter Exhibit B ~f October 4, 2001 detailing Plaintiffs demands. Chivers EHEW
there ware no “additicnal demands” but OHLY the demands Chivers received from
Flaintiff. Tlearly more evidence of frauvd, deceit, breach of contract, legal

malpractice, =no,

. Exhibit H is a lerter dated December 2, 2001 that Plaintiff sent to Defendant

Chivers detailing Chivers legal malpractice, etc. and terminating Chivers

representation of Plaintiff.

. Exhibit I iz ths letter dated Janumary 21, 2000 sent from Defendant Chivers to

Flaintiff <confirming receipt of termination to further represent Flainriff. In the
letter Chivers acknowledgss sending Defendant Papa all the records that Thivers
had., Defendant Papa had ample time and much more svidence but even Fapa committed

legal malpractice as well by not filing properly.

. Exhibit “Conflict of Interest Order 11-20-2007” is the order in favor of Plaintiff

for conflict of interest when Defendant Chivers hired Defendant Brewer to represent

Chivers against Flaeintiff when Plaintiff sued Chivers for Legal Malpractice.
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Chivers had hired an attorney who shared an «ffize with befendant Murtagh. Murtaugh
claimz in the hearing that he represented the Unicn and not Flaintiff yet
Plaintiffs Unicon dues were used to pay Murtaugh so while he is right he did not

represent Plaintiff as he should have he was paid to railroad Plaintiff. This

conflict of intersst case was awarded when Plaintiff was representing himself
because Cefendant Papa did not believe it was a conflict cof interest far Chivers to
hire Brewer to represent him even though Brewer and Murtaugh shared thes same cffice

s Flaintiff had to represent hims=lf.

. A1l Defendant attorneys KNEW the law and used it ageinst Plalintiff which is why

proceedings must start immediately to diskar all Defendant attorneys.

. All Defendants were complicit in the crimss perpstrated against Flaintif?.

. Exhibit “U.S. Attorney General Letter 2003" and supporting Exhibits provides

evidence that all Defendants HMEW or should have KHOWM and is why Plaintiff seeks

civil and damages from all Defendants for their willful criminal acts.

. Exhibit 1A an article from the Fittsburgh Post-Cacette datsd Seprember 19, 2003

that validates what kind <f a tyrant former CEQ Wardrop was and why the Defendant
Ak Sreel =2t al Beoard of Directors were concerned and asked for his resignatien.

This articls supporns Plaintiff’s claims in this Compliant.

.Plaintiff szhares the multitude of letters to and from state and fedsral nfficzials

regarding the corruption that can be viewed or downloaded at www.1?776ToTyranny.com

Meow that it appears we have a United States Attorney General that seems like he 1is
qoing to follow rhe Constitution Flaintiff will e gubmitting this case and the
derelicticn of Defendant McCune and all those in the Bush Jr. and fbama

administrations who were corrupt or were complicit with the corruption.

. All LDefendants have viclated Plainuiff’s 0.5, Constitucional Rights and

FPennzylvanla Constituticnal Fights which violates AHY AND ALL LAW!
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Flaintiff is se==king damages in lost wagas, benefits and defamaticn because since
Flaintiff’s terminaticon in 2001 Flaintiff has had to put terminated on his
application=s and the evidence proves the termination was illegal as well as any

additional damages the jury deems appropriate from all Defendants.

Plaintiff demands this court set a date for jury selection and then the date to start
the trial sc¢ Flaintiff can have his Right - under the U. 2. Canstituticon and

Pznnsylvania Constituticn - te be heard before 2 Jury.

el

Dated this 29 day of May, 201

q o TV '//CL;?"'"Z"U(
Joe” Myars pro ?e/

=

—

Certified copies mailed to:

Timothy F. MzCune 124 W Diamond 3o, Butler, FA 16001

Joseph Chivers 1040 First Avepue, Juite 550, Fitcsburoh, PR 15222

it
m

W. Hurvazh 110 Swind=rman Poad, Wewford, PA 1LH09O

[
a
A
-

Graydon Brewer 33 COrysczal Drive, Cakmono, P O1E137

Anyelo Fapa 218 Highland Ave, New Castcls, FA 14101

Carl Hanni 200 E. Pesrl Stre=t, Burtler Pa 1001

L]

K]
o

Jack Lewis 570 Bullcre=k Ecad, Burler, FA 1s0
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Jim Gallagher 200 Porwman Foad, Botler, Fa 1£060

Harmk Leyland 1892 Feroman Read, Butler, Fa 16002

3req Lewverick 100 Easy Street, Burler, BA 1600

Ed Tassey 10X McQuisztion Road, Butler, FA 1e0nd

<r]

[

1

i

Ermzc Dr, Lyndora, A 14045

URITED AUTO WORHERSD AW

- (formerle zurler Arrcoc Independent Union)
J12 Rellvwooz Dr, Suite 101, EUTLER, FA JEOOT

[COMPLAINT]
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