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T GROUNIMS) PRESENTED -

Bhe petitioner would like to ask and regmést to the U.S. Supreme

Court the grounds presented below =

(7).

(B).

(C).

(D).

‘Can the Eccliesastical Court, Letter of Rogatory, Registered

Beéd Poll, be admissible and applied in this herein petition

- for rehearing, and Writ of Certiorari, as matter shall be di-

scharge;

€an the peti@tioner aSk and request to the U.Q.SSupreme‘Court
can the Certificéte of Appealability and Gertificate of Prba-
bly Causé be Granted in this Court} |

Caq the petitioner ask and request to the U.S. Supreme Court
may the petitioner have permission for leave to expand the -
record, expand the word limits, expénd the page iimits, expa-
nd the Cerfificate of Appealability and Certificate Of Proba-
ble Cause, |

Can the petitioner'ask and request to the~U.S. Supreme Court
can the petitionef be éntitiled to a Common law Writ of Cert-
iopari(Common—iaw writ of Error Coram Nobias) or have this P—
etitionefor rehearing construed as a Common Law Wtit of Cert-
iorari/ﬁndéMaﬁdémﬁs, and be able to correct all errors herein
this Court(with the Motions in the attached Appendix) and haw

ve all cases, claims, and suits rendered, vacated, suppress,

Quashed, Terminated, accepted, awarded and granted;

(E),

Can the petitionervask and request to the U.S. Supreme Court
to Review the Constitution Provision Involwéd of all the vio-
lations of the U.S. Const., U.S. Const. Amend., Nebr. Const.
Bill of Rights,t8igifuRights, and Human Rights, that the pet-

ftioner is in, as the petitioner rights was violated, and is
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being violated, and the rights, priviiedges and religious
immunities that are being violated are admissible to have the
‘criminai case vacated and dismiss, and the tort claims grante
ed and etc;
(F). Can the petitioner ask and request to the UsS. Supreme Court
to review this permission for leave to file a petition for reheariz
rehearing and determination if the resppndants have violated
the brady and Glgllo clause and the Sepraration and Distribu-
‘tion of Power Clause, of false testimony in all hearlngq,<and
can the U.S. Sup. Ct. review the tax Commissioner record, and
can the U. S. Sup Ct, review the p¥eliminary hearlng, for efror;
(G). Can the petitloner ask and kRequest to the U.S. Supreme Court
| to Review and inspect the DPistkict Trial Court Judgment in
the criminal Case No# Cr-16-3742, on May, 8th to 10th, 2017,
as the matter was sealed and needs to be uneealed, which is
‘the rorrect judgment that might need to: be issued, and to re-
view and inspect the Nebraska Court of Appeals case No# A-17--
—iO76,'on Qct. 25th to the 1lst of Nov. 2017, as the order was
overruled as moot, which also means granted and vacated but
the appeal and case was refhstafied, and within the (5)-five
days the petitioner could not object due to mail and the order.
was mailed 1ate, as the petitioner needs'abnew rehearing to
be able to object to the appeal, which is a due process viol-
ation, and the petitioner was rebooked and reprinted within
them (5)~five days,. and the District Court order was also
on 8ct. 25, 2017 to Nov. 1, 2017, at the same time the appeal
was going, as both courts were in violation of the petitioner
due process law, and thds herein rehearing shall be admissible

to be the rehkaring thaitsaplace;



() .Can the»petitioner'ask.andﬂreqdest to the U.S. Supreme Court
to review thkeCity of Omaha Tort Claim Law Department Divisien
on and the State ol Nebfaska Risk Management'Bdardideterminae ion
tion of not answering and responding to the tort cliam within
(6)-sik»monthsextension disposition,.and determine, if results

. have any merits to vacate, overturn, or dismiss the criminal
cenvietion and sentence and to aépreVe and grant all tort cla-
ims herein stated;

(I). Can the petitioner ask and request to the U. S Supreme Court
may the Bréef on the Merits and the filing of the ‘petitionke
and motions in this appendix be used, acknowledge, and amende |
ed for the pketitioner arguemenﬁ?,facts, defense, end-evidenee
in this‘petitionefor rehearing end/er can the brief oh the me-
rits and motions be heard and ruled on in this Court, or can
the motions and petitions be forﬁarded by a mandamus/remanded
order to all lower courts/adiinistrative offices and be direcs
ted to be ruled on, as ﬁhe petitioner showed the U.S. Supreme
Court the petitioner can't receive no relief in no: courts/Ad-
ministrative office/tribunel or can't issue no mbﬁieﬁs/compl-
aints/eleims to be heard or granted;

(J). Can the petitioner ask and request to the U.S. Supreme Court
can the petitioher be entitled to have all the issues and mat¥
ters stated in this herein regested relief granted, and have
a separate Mandamus remanded order/judgment directed downbto
each criminal Case no#, child Support case no#, both Tort Cl-
aims case no# and other case no#, staténg the order of reques%

ted relief that was issued;

(K) .Can the petitioner ask and request to the U.S. Supreme Court



to review this permission for leave to file a petition for
rehearing and determine if the respondants, adminim&rative,
and courts caused a error and violated the U.S. Constitutions
and do a demovo review, inspection, and investigatiom as to =
'1®)The respondants violated the Brady and Giglio clause in

the perliminaey hearing, suppression hearing, and trail he-

aring as to false testimony, invalid suppression hearing a-

nd'etc.;

2) .The Douglas County Court Judge, in the Preidiminary hear-
ingiagd the prosecutor, the District Court Judge,and’the C~
ounty attorney,-The Nebraska Supréme Court/Coqrt of Appeals,
Judges,:The U.S..District Court Judges and the U.8. Court of -
Appeals are all in violation of the Separatiéon of Power and
Distribution.of Power Clause, as to the petitioner cases.

3) .Review the suppression heariﬁg in trial Court ahd and de-
termine if trial_Judge'caused:a abuse of discregtion of not
granting thr regluar petitioner motion for subpoenas; as it
does not make a difference if.it's a a motgion .for suppoens
or a mofion for precipe for subpoena, the judge should of
still could of accepted the regular subppena.motion regard-
less of the p;ecipe for subpoena, and as the time line of su
supptession hearing was damage as to the invalid not gulity
plea that was withdrawn from the judge putting it on the-r—
ecord which caused -a violation of due process.

4).Review_the Tax Commissioner records and determine if the
-petitioner was payihg the proper Drug Tax that would make &
the petitioner innocent of the charges

5) .Review the N.J.Q.C. Case No#2019- 0zi of the dismissal
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of the éomplaint.on thé judge, as this case was amended to i
the parties involved page, and aﬁended to the Supplemental
brief, and breif on the merits, to havr the trial judge an
judgment removed and terminated off the criminal_case,and
claims for damages, which the petitioner would like to obkec .
ject>to the.dismissél with the Tort Claims Division Board - (
detérmination of not responding. 

6) .Review fhe D.H.H.8.Adiministration Appeal Hearing Office
Child Support Case No# 191172, of-Affirming-the Child Supp-

ort order, as the the child suppoft shall be tefminated as

the children are past the age of 19 years of age, the debt is 4l
is discharge by the I.R.S. and the Eccliesastical Court,
letter of Rodgtory and etc..

7Y .Review the Clerk of the Douglas County District’éourt O~
ffice of the petitioner filing the petitionefof the expung-
ment of records as to the Nebraska Commission on Law Enfor-
cement, shall'ekpunge all criminal histroy records and all
additional records in all herein Government/agencies offic-
ies; _ | |

8) .Review the Ufs.Daeurtcbf Appeals denying the petitioner
appeal which was a error as the U.S. Court of Appeals did
not-Acknowledge»the petitioners God Given Rights’ahd didn't
dischaggevthe appeal/case or vacate and téndeéexred a dismissal
al as directed and establish by the Eccliesastical Court,A

and the'HcS; Court of Appeals is in the Letter of Regatory

of the.Eccliesastical and the Exhausion_period was over on
12/28/18, and the rehearing and appeal was done on 2/8/19,

which ¢hused a viéolation of due process and etc.
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9).Review,ther;S. Supreme.Céurt casé no#18-9014. of the
denial of the Writ of,Certiorari, which is a error,as the
U.S. Supreme Court did not acknowledge the petitioner GBA
Given Rights, and did not Discharge, or vacate the Appeals/
Cases/etc. as directed and established by the Ecclieéastica
al Court; | |
lp).Review all the records that was requested'by the petitioner
ioner to be recieved by all the Government agencies and be
forwarded to the Supreme Court to be inspected, éxamined,
an invesktigated as regnired by Law. |
(I) .Canithe petitioner ask the U.S. Supreme Court is the Decision
that was rendered on 1077/19, of the Wfit of Certiorari being
denied,meansvthe petitioner stated a traverse answer and a af-
firmative defense to a claim and the petitioner just have to
enter two rulings on two dccounts as this rehbaring is the
- second ruling or second account, the petitioner is alright with taht
with that, but if all matters are not granted, may the petit:
ioner be notified of the reason(s), why the issues where not
granted and/or may the~petitioner be granted leave petmissio-
n for leave to file a second and successive Habeas Corpus pe-
tition in thé-U.S. Distrdct Court or the U.S, Court of Appea-

1s. ‘
(M) . Can the petitioner ask the U.S. Supreme Court to review the

Assiggment of Errors as the Grounds are stated,also in the

Assiggment of Errors of the attached Brief on the Merits,

"which shall be admissible to be reviewed.

Vi



— PARTIES INVOLVED .—

The partles on the petltloner(s)/Appellant/Claumaht captlons is;

(A) Jamaal Andre Mcnein, N.S.P. P.O.Box 22500, llncoln, Nebras-—

ka 68542;
The parties on.the respondantis)/Appellee/Claimeefcaptions is;

(B) . Attorney General of the State of Nebraska, 2115 State Céap-

1thi, Llncon, Nebraska 68509;

(¢) . Warden of N.S.P., P.O.Box 22500, Llnco&n, Nebraska, 68542-

(D) . Director of N.S.P. Scott Fraks, P.0.Box 94661, Lincoln, N-

ebraska, 68509;
(E);iDistrict Court Judge Leigh Ann Retesldorf, 300 Hall of Ju=tics
_ stlce, 1701 Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebraska, 68183;

(F).. District Court Judge J. Russel Derxr, 300 Hall of Justlce,

1701 Farnam, Omaha, Nebraska, 68183;

(G) . Clerk of the DlStrlCt Court, 300 Hall of Justice, 1701 F#ro.

arnam Street, Omaha, Nebraska, 68183,
(H) . Supreme Court/Court of Appeals of Nebraska, 2413 State Ca-

- pital, P«0O.BoOx 98910, Lincoln, Nbbraska, 68509;

(I). Chidd Support Serv1ces, 7101 Mercy Road, Sulte 310, Omaha,

Nebraska, 68106$D5H H.S. P. 0. BOX 94728 ,Lincoln, Ne, 68509,

(J) . Risk Management Division of Nebrasks, 1626 “K"_St., P.0.B=
ox 94974, Lincoin, Nebraska, 68509;
’(K). Nebraska Commission on Law Enforcement, 100 hall of Justic

ce, 1701 Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebraska, 68183;
(L) . Law Dept. Omaha/Douglas Civic Center, 1819 Farnam St., Su—

ite 804, Omaha, Nebraska 68183

(M)s N.J.Q.C. P.O.Box 98910, Lincoln, Nebrs, 68509.
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— CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT -

The petitioner is registered with the Eccliesastical Court, Lett-
er of Rogatory, Registered Deed Poll, and has his property registered
with the Secretary of State of Callfornla, U. C C. Division, and the p-
etitioner is the Secured Party Creditor; and owns 100&.0f the Debtor,
JAMAAIL ANDRE MCNEIL@; shares, stocks, soul, spirit, property, assets,
and etc., and is here to dlscharge/offset all debts and here to collee

~ct all proceeds, and the petlt;oner is new to thls and is a nongovern-

ment entity. Pursuant to U.S. SUP. CT. Rule 29(&), and the Eccliesast-

"al Court Law.
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defenseaaﬁd'bbjectién (to the U.S. Supreme Court
Court Order) and be amenaed’with'this.rehearing, and
shall be ruled on;
Appendix - C.The petitioner Petitions/Writ/Motions that also shall
'be admended, consolidated, construed, heard and rukéd
"on by this Court, as the Motions are certfied, the b
Burden of Proof, and presented in Good Faith, are the
petitioner's defense, evidence, facts, claims, compl-
aints, suits, argygements, pleadings, and affirmative
defense that shalia be acknowledge,anilspected, reviewed,
investigated, and granted and/or forwarded to the lowe-
' r Courts/Admimistratiom Offices, as required by Law;
Appendix - D. Letter from the Dept. of CorrectionSWWarden/Adﬁinistr-
| “ation Offices, contacting the Clerk of the Clerk of the
" U.S. Supreme Court, Verifing that'hand—wriftehidocumenés
' ts" is permissible, and the petitioner can't get in the
Law” libary to finish typing, at certain times, as this
" facility is anState od Emergency Administration Lockde-

"wn, untillfuther notice, and etc.
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— PRAYER -

The petitioner prays this_U.S. Supreme Court Acknowledges this pe-
rmission for ieave to file a petition for rehearing, as it'has a merit-
able results aﬁd facts, and has a importanf matter of consideration th-
at erroneous factual findings has been made and additional informatiVe

"defense has been presentéd and there have been found and a affirmative
~defense,fanddther shall be a dénovo review, ekamiﬁation,-rehearing, in-
vestigation,_inspectidn, and new orders/judgments issﬁed, that shall be
acknowkédge, approved, éwarded, granted and hpnored as tkguired by the

U.S. Supreme Court and the Eccliesastical Court.

— OPINION BELOW -

Case from the U.S. Supeme Court =
-—--- The decision from the U.S. Supreme Court, appears on Append-

ix A , to the Writ of Certiorari being denied, and has ne

ot been designated for publication but is not~réported; as

the case was decided on Oct. 7, 2019.

~ JURISDICTION —

The Jurisdiction of this Court is in-voked under U.S. Sup.CE€t R.44,
20J@;24, 25, 288§U.8.C.1253, 1254(1),1257(a)(b),1292(e), 2101(b)(c)(f),

2106,2254.2253,1651 (agkb), andbthe Eccliesasfical Céurt Law.

— CONSTITUTION PROVISION INVOLVED -~

As pursuaht to the U.S.Const Art, I, sec. 9(2), = The petitioner
habeas Corpus petition herein this Writ of Certieorari shall het be suspend

pended, and the petitioner is not a threat to the public.



As phrsuant -to U.S.-Const. Art. IV, sec. 2(a) = The petitioner
is a citizen and is not having the proper entitlement to all privileges
and immunities as the petitioner shall have been immuned from all pros-

_ eéutions, arrest and detainment, as the Bccliesastical Court law says
all the berson got to do is speak on the Eccliesastial Court, and the
reqﬁest suppose to be issued,

As pursuant to.U.S. Const. Amend. I, = The petitioner heiigéeusvis
thetBdchiesastical Court and the State of Nebraska put laws against the
petitioner establishmeht. |

As pursuant to U.S. Comnst. Amend. IV,== The.petitioner has been
violated by the respondants séarch and seizures as theré was no prebabie
le cause that the petitioner was committing a crime, and etc. ‘

As pdrsuant to Uk8. Const. V,=5 The petitioner has been put in dow
uble jeopardy of paying asdrug tax, and being imprisdn which is beening
punish twice, and beingndeprived of life, liberty, and property.

As pursuant to U.S. Const. Amend. VI, = the petitioner did‘not en-
joy or have a fair speedy public trial, or a fair new trial; of a fair N
appeal, as frial judge entered a invalid nod gﬁilty plea, trial judge
entered a sentence date to early, before. trial was over with;'éuppress—
ion hearing was hét'correct, preliminary hearing had false testimony in
it, and preliminary hearing fudge did not except the petitidnertmotion
for subpoena, and the preliminary hearing never shoula have been bond-
ed up, and the.preliminary hearing was vacated and the trial Jjudge dast
jurdiction, but did not except the petitioner issue, and etc..

As pursuant to the U.S. Const. Amend. XIV, = The sktate of Nebraska
did not acknowledge the petitioner religious status, and entrapped'and
enforced laws on the petitioner, and the petitioner had and have immun-
ity established by the Eccliesastical, letter of Rogatory, and all the

petitioner have to do is speak onbthe record orally, and the request susz
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ppoed to be granted, and the U.S. Supreme Court is inVViolation of the
petitiéners-due process law of not discharging, enforcing, and issuing
the EccliésaétiCal'Court Law , and reﬁdering a invalid and §bid judgme-
nt, that is depriving the petitioners, life, liberty, privileges, immu-
nities and God Givens Rights.

As pursuant to the NebrasBenst. Bill éf Rights Art. I, sec. 1,2,3,
- 4,7,8,9,12,20,21,23,24, and Art.,VIII, sec. 2, shall bé acknowledge of
the petitioners's rights Being violated.

As pursuant to the Deélaratién of Hﬁman Rights, 1 to 30, shall be
acknowledge of the petitioner's rights being violated. .

Aé pursuant to the U.S. Amend. VI, = .as the petitioner is under
the Nebraska's Mafijuana‘and controlled'Subétanceé Tax Act, NebrasRev.
Stat. 77-4301 to 77-4316, Section 28-416(6) and.subsectéon'(@@ of this
section address different‘types of misconduct and are hot in éonsistanﬁ
with Nebraska's Matijuana and Controlled Substance Tax Act, construe to
grant derivative - uée immunity, provides'protection to téx payers coe-~
xtensive with the éonstitﬁtional right agaist compulsory self - incrim-

ination, State V. Garza, 242 Nbb. 573, 496 n.w. 2d 448(1993), and the

'petitioner‘shali have been immuned from being convicted as the evidence
- was présentéd in the new trial hotioh, and was sealed.

As pursuant U.S.C.A. Art. I. sec.II, Art. II, Sec. I} Art. IIT, Sec
I, =the prosecutor and the trial judge is under the separation and dists
ribution of Power clause which cause a violation of due pfosesé, and etc.
towards the petitmener in a fraud, vindictive and malicious prosecution,

and in the NBBER.CGohst. Bill of rights Art. II, sec. I.

— STATEMENT OF THE CASE -

Fhe petitioner issued a WEit of Certiorari in the Month of Aprii
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23, 2019, and docket on 26, 2019, and the respondants suppose to respond
by may 28, 2019, and the respondants did not respond, and fhe clerk sub-
mitted the dochments, as June 10, 2019, the petitiéner issued (2)-two
Sﬁpplemenyal Brief and (2)=-two additional motions for exéess of page li-
mits and word limits and etc,, and the U.S. Supreme Court entered a order
er of denying the writ of Certiorari, as the petitioner is issuing a pe-

rmission for leave to file a petition for rehearing.

— STATEMENT OF THE FACTS -

The petitioners has groudds and reasons why the criminal judgment
of the conviction and sentence is viod and invalid, as the réspondants
violated the petitioners God @iven Rights established by the Eccliesastgca
ical Court, the Omaha Police Officers gave false testimony under oath in
all hearings, and caused perjury, contempt of Court, malicious prosecut-
fien and violation of the Brady and Gigiio law, and the prosecuﬁor and t-
he he Hudge did not stop the abuse of fraud and £ortious.conduct, and is
in the violation of Separatioh and distributiomn of Powers Clause, ahd t-
he respondants violated the pétitioners U.S, Const., U.S. Const. Amen.,
Nebr. Const. Rights, Civil Rights, €o#le Rights, Vested Rights, and Human
Riaghts, and The respéndants are being held accountable in (2)-two Tort
Claims, and the Board did not reﬁéoﬁd or disimiss the claims,(as (1) -one
claim is apprdved)_within’(G)—six month of the extension disposition,
which puts the respondants at fault for fraud, and the responddnts did noct
not respond in this herein Writ of Certdaorari, which waives théir right
to_participate, object, or:defend their matters, and since the responda-
~nts did not respond, they agree with the petitioners claims and Writ of
Certiorari, and approve of all the requested relief. The petitiéner wou-
1d like to object to the U.S. Supreme Court decision of the Denial of.

the Writ of Certiofari, of the Tort Claims Board deéfiermindfion of not

ﬁ



responding, which the board did not dismiss the claim, which is a affir-
‘mative Defense,*hgainst the respondants, and againét the .U.S. Supreme Ce
Court order’on 10/7/2019, and the U.S. Supreme Court decision on 10/7/~-
2019, shall be vatated and reversed, as the U.s. Supreme.CQurt:did not

acknowledge, the petitioners GodbGiven Rights established by the Ecclie-

sastical Court Law and etc..

— PROPOSITION OF LAW -

Led
i

The petitioner is registered with the Eccliesastical Court, Letter of Rogatory,
Deed Poll, and is the only Law, that shall be Acknowlegge,.issueéd_ineffect and admi-
ssible and shall be applied and used in this pegition for reheering, as fhe petition-
er can discharge debt (and the criminal case and child suppert easevshall be diééhar-
ge) and collect any and all proceeds and awards (and the Tort Claims shall be Colleeste
‘ted, levied and paid out), and the petitioner can speak on the Eccliesastial Coﬁrt a-
nd the request suppose to be granted. anywhere, including the Courts, Administrative
Offices and tribunals, and the petitioner is not beainggacknowlegde in all cdurts he-
rein, are in violation of the petifioners due.process rights and etcs. .

As pursuant to U.S, Sup;'Ct."R. 20.6, 285U.S.C. 1651 (a)(b), says = "(1)As an A-
ppellateAproceeding for the refexamination'of action of a inferior-tribunalﬁgandf(Z)
As Auxiliary pfocess*260 tb enable a Court to obtain further information in respect
to some matter already before it for adjudication, it*'s for the last,purpoes only thf
at the Writ is employed in this United Stateds Supreme Court”; &nd the petitioner re-
quest permission f£q .construe this Common Laﬁ Writ of Certiorari with this Petition f-.
or rehearing, as the U.S. Supreme Court did not set a hearing for the petitioner to b
have this Writ issued, an& the petitioner requeét for permission that all cases, pef-
itions, breifs, appeals, claims, and requests, be de-novo re—examine, and have a new
subpeena issued, suppression, Quash, evidence, Vacate, ahd Termination hearing on the
Merits, and request that all Wtits be construed as the as to the Mandamus, Coram Nob+
ias, Commaon-Law Writ of Error Coram Nobias, Habeas Corpus, Deliverance, Extraordina-
ry, and etc., and as to.obtfan further information, which shall be permitted to expa-
nd, and this is the last purpose and issue in this U.S. Supreme Court to be heard.

As pursuant to 28§U.S.C.1651, All Writs Acts, says ="Eederal Acﬁ which permits
federal appellate courts to "issue all writs necessary or appropriate in aid of juris
sdiction and agreehkble to the usages and principles of law", as this shall be applied
for the petitioner to use the forgoing Writs as to be able to construe this mattter

with this rehearing petition. -
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The petitioner would like to ask the U.S. Supreme Court to Amend and review the

-proposition of Law, in the attached Brief on the Merits, in appendix.

" — SUMMARY ARGUEMENT -
" The petitioner would like notify the U.S. Supreme Court, that the petitioner did

not know if he was suppose to issue a Brief on the'Merips within 45 Days after this

Writ was grapted,-and the petitioner would like to ask permission to file it and put it

on record to be heard in this petitioner for rehearing, as the petitioner gave notific-
ation to the Courts he was going to to file the Brief on the Merits and the Courts nev-(
er responded or granted the extendéd time, as the Brief on the Merits have Facts and E-

vidence that.needs to be heard, acknowledge, reviéwed, as to strengthen the petitioners

s Defense and Case, for this petition for rehearing.

‘ The respondants are a corporation and have no soul, no spirit, or no God Given Ri-

ghts Established by the Ectliesastical Court, and has no Jurisdiction over the petition

ner, and is enforcing Laws on the petitioner that is in violation of the peitioners God

Givens Rights and U.8S ConstitutionalRRights and Amended Rights.

_ — ARGUEMENT -~
The Attorney General for the State of Nebraska in this Herein Wiit, is a responda-—

nt and all the other respondants did not respond in this matter and the Attorney Gener:
él rejected the defense, appearance, objection,‘énd did not issue a opposing Brief to
defend the claims for all the other respondants also, which the respondants did not co-
operate with the Attorney Gemeral, and the respondants and the Attormey General all ag-
ree, ,accept, and approve with all the terms and conditions, of petitioners requestes a-
nd ali the respondants would Iike the petitioner Writ of Certiorari and petition for

rehearing Granted as Bequired by law.

- — CEOSING ARGUEMENT-—
The U.S. Stipreme Court entered.a order of denying the petitioners Writ of Certior-

ari, which is a conflict with the‘petitioners Tort Claims, as the U.S. Supreme Court is
saying the resﬁondants did not commit fraud, and the Tort Claims Diviéion Boa#td by not
respondants or answering to the petitioner tort Claims basically isvsaying the respondants
nts committed Fraud ahd etc., and the petitioner would like to object to the U.S. Supre-
me Court’ decision on 10/07/2019, with the Decision of the tort claims Board, which admi-
ssible and a affirmative defense,

The petitionef would like the Common law Writ of Certiorari, to be applied and adm-
issable for the writ of Certiorari/case to be reopen and‘present all the evidence and f-
ats herein this Court, and this is the final hearing and the petitioner would like all :czses.
cases, claims, suits and ‘appeals to be re—dbeded'anddrendéredoon, as all cases are final

and neéd to be closed On the private sector side and granted, and forwarded to all ages-

&



nicies. ,
The petitioner has motions in theé Appendix, that shall be admissiable to be filed

with this rehearing as to have the U.8. Supreme Court to rule on them and issue this
rehearing on the Merits or petitioner would like the U.S. Supreme Court to issue ahMa-
ndamus/remandéd/order/Judgment down to lower Courts and Administrative agenices to bev
ruled on and directed tocaderder to grant all the requested reiief ask requeste& By the
heepetitioner. _ :

The Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory has the U.S. Supreme Court in it, and
the U.S. Supreme is directedefio abide by the Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory,
and is in violation of the Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory, and the»judgmeht
issued on 10/7/19, by the U,S. Supreme Court, have to be vacatéd, reversed, set-a-side
‘and remanded (terminated/dischargé), and to be corrected, as the U.S. Supreme Court is

in Violation of the petitioner Due Précess Rights.

— ASSIGNMENT OF ERRORS.-—

. The U.S. Supreme Court caused a error in not Acknowing the Petitioners God Givens

Rights establish_by the Eccliesastical Court.
The U.B. Supreme Court caused a error in not féllowing the Letter of Rogatory, in

the Eccliesastical Court Law, which is a violation .of Due proecess, as the U.S. Supreme
vCourtis in the Letter of Rogatory, and is directed by the Eccliesastical Court to disc-
harge and dismiss all debt, cases, and etc., and thi& €riminal ecase and child support
case 1a a debt and needs to be discharge, vacated, dischaged, dismiss, and closed on bet
both sides of the private and public account.

The U,S. Supreme Court camsed a errer, in not Granting the petdtioner writ, as
the petitioner have a valid claim and matter, and showed fraud, and the U.S. Supreme
Court, shall vacate it's decision as it would cause fraud on the U.S. Supreme Court.

The U.S. Supreme Court Shall review the the assignment of error's in the Brief
on the Merits and in the Motions in the attached appendix which ia admissible to be
admended 'with these assignment of errors.

The U.S. Supreme Court Caused a error, im not acknowledging the respondants did n
not respordsdgr issue a opposing brief, which the respondants did not comply or co-op-
erate with the Attorney Genetal, and respondants agree, accept, and support the petit-
iéners Writ of Certiorari beening granted, which is 2 to 1 vote, the petitioner and
respondants equal 2¢ and the U.S. Supreme Court 1, the vote is in favor of the petiti-
oner.

The U.S. Supreme Court caused a error in not Reviewing theeU.S. Court of Appeals
case No# 18-3127, of the U.S. Court of Appeals not Ackowledging the petitioners God
Givens Rights Establish by:the-Eccliesasticél, and did not discharge the appeal and t-

.



he lower court cases, as the U.S. Court of Appeals denied the rehearing-on Feb. 8, 19,
and the exhaustion period was over on Dec. 28, 2017, and the U.S. Court Of Appeals is
in the Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory, and could of vacated, reversed the Cer%
tificate of Appealability/Brobable Cause and all lower Court Case/Administrative agency
but did not, whichzis a violation of due process and etc; '

The U.8, Supreme Court caused a error in not granting a exténsion for the pétitiomer
nerrté issue a brief:on the Merits to be issue, as petitioner gave notice, and did not
deny it. '

The U.S.‘SupremgeCourt Caused a error in hot acknowledging the petitioner Supplem=
ental Briéf of the N.J.Q.C.(Nebraska Judicital Qualification Commission) of the compla-
int on a judge, that issued and amended, and needs to be reviewed, as the petitipner am
mended it herein this Brief in the Merits, and issued a new request for records for a:
new review, as the trial Judge shall be impeached, oust, removed, recused of the crimi-
nal case, from the petitioner objectiop, from the Tort Claimé'Div151on Boargs Decision
not responding and not responding herein this Writ.

The U,S. Supreme Court Caused a error in not Acknowledging the petitioner supplem-
ental Brief of the D.H.H.S.(Department of Health & Human-Serv&ées)éAdministration Hear-
ing Appeal Office Case No#191172, that is the Govermment agency as pursuantito the Chi%
1d Support Services, that was amended herein this brief on the Merits and rehearing pe-
tiongrthat the petitioner childrens are over the age of 19uyears of age, the debt is dis
discharge in the I.R.S. General Counsel Office, as the child Support order shall be t-
erminated. v

The U.S. Spureme Court caused a error in not acknowledging the petitioner owns the
debtor, JAMAAL ANDRE MCNEIL@, AND ABL his property as registered in the the U.C.C. div-
ision in the Secretary of State Offiée of California, as the petitionertis the Secured
Party Creditor; and all property shall br returned back tbesthkereal owner, as required
by law, and the Eccliesastical Court Law.

The U.S. Spupreme Court caused a error as not acknowledging the petitioner U.S. DI-
strict Court Case No#43;18 cr 3041 as the petitioners motions where granted, and the U.S
. District Court dismiss the Habease Corpus petition, and the U.s. District is still s-
uspended as till the U.S. Supreme Court Judgment/Mandate has been issued, and the exha-
usion periodrhas expiredy and since the dismissal was rendered, the dismissl is void a-
nd invalid and needs to be vacated, and the petitioner motions that was.gnanted, as the
petitioneriis entitléd to a reversal and remanded over all the way down to the Douglas
County Court preliminary hearing.

The U.S. Supreme Court caused a error in not reviewing the petitiomer perminiary
hearing tase no#Cr-16-23223, as the petitioner subpoena motions was not accepted or gr-

anted, and the respondants caused a violation of the Brady and Gigli6écLaw, and the pet—.
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itioner issued a vacate motion and vacated the preliminary hearing, as the District.
Trial Judge lost jurisdiction, befbérecthe sentecing hearing, ifethéitﬁia&ujudge say+
ing the petitioner lost jurisdiction to the appeals court in the motion fof néw trial
that issued by the petitioner, the the trial judge 1dst'jurisdictioﬁ from the preliména
inary hearing being vacated, and dismissed, and the trail judge should have dismiss £
thézcriminal case no#CR-16-3742,

The U.S. Supreme Court Caused a error in not Grantipg the awardéd relief of §
$15,000,000.00 Million Dotlars, (times two = from (2)—two Tort claims) and not award-

ing the relief of $15,000,000.00 Million Dollars to the petitioners £3) —three childd
ren of 16ss of consortiumship, or what is just and fair and requirted by law and asr—

recommended. by the.U.S.. Supreme_Court, and petitioner shall have his child support
granted and terminated, criminal history record expunge, and shoiildbhave been releagw

ed from the warder of“N.S.P. and the Conviction and sentence should have been reverse

and vacated,and case dismissed and discharge.

~ UNSEALED DOCUMENTS-—

The U.S. Supreme Court shall do a Denovo review of all the'Sealéd documents, das

ta, records, papers, orders, Judgments. materials, and etcy, in aiE the government o-

ffices, as requiréd by law.

- REASON(S)vFOR GRANTING THIE PETITION FOR REAHEARING -
Thkspetitioner would like the U.S. Supreme Court to accept this permission for 1-

eave from the petitioner to file a petitionefor rehearing, as the U.S. Supreme Courtiisa

in the Letter of Rogatory, Eccliesastical Court;

L&). As Guoted and stated in the Ground {s) Presented;

"At suggestion 7, as possible exception to this Watson Rule = The decision of
Eccliesastical tribunal might be subject té civil review as a product of Fraﬁd, codl-

usion or arbitrariness!!"See Serbian Eastern Orthodox Diocese v Mithvéjevich, 476 U.S

.at 711-12,96 Sup. Ct. at4238,'and Gonzales v. Archbishop, 280 U.S. of'16; 50 Sup. Ct
. and Watson v. Jones, 80 U.S. (Walls 13) 679; 727, 20 Led 666. '

(B). As quoted and stated in the Ground(s) Presented; .

(C). As quoted and stated in the Ground (s) Presented;

"We resdlﬁed any doubt about granting a C.0.A., in the petitioner's favor,"Will-
iam v{ 'Wood ford, 384 F. 3d. 567, 583 (9th Cir. 2004).

(D). As quoted and stated in the Grounds) Presented;

"A Motdion which seeks a new hearing based on newly discovered evidgnce may be

treated as a.motion to alter or amend a judgment." Woodhouse Ford v.iLaflan, 268 Neb.

792, 687 n.w.2d. 672(2004). _
‘7. £E). As quoted and stated in the Ground (s) Presented;

Ci
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(F). As qouted and stated in the Ground(s) Presented;

“A new trial is required if false testimony could be in any reasonable likely-ho-
od have effectithe Judgment," Giglio v. U.8., 405 U.S. 150, 92 Sup. Ct. 763" and Brady
v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83, 83 Sup. Ct. 1194, 10 led 24 215 215(1963).’

(G). As quoted and stated in the Groudd (s) Presented;

"Even though nearly a year and a half elapsed since denial ¢f Gertiorari, Supreme

Court Vacated, sua sponte, its'ordér denying timely petition for rehearing, so that c-
ase might be dispose of consistently with two other cases iﬁvolving the same tax ques-—
tions; and in order that there might be uniformity in application of prinical subsque-
ntly announced in those cases, the supreme Court granted the petitioner rehearing, vae
cated the order denying certiorari; granteddcertiorari, and reversed lower court's judgue
dgments"”. Ohio Power Co. v. U.S.. 77 Sup Ct. 652;

(H). As quoted and statéd in the Ground(s) Presented;

"Payment of judgment is by Warrant. Mandamus will lie to enforce payment",Statelv

v. Scott bluff County, 64 Neb. 419, 89 N.W. 1063, and RRemedy #s furnished to compél

payment of judgment sectredzagainst government subdivision; Madision County V. Schoéodl
district No2, 148 Neb. 218, 27 172. |

(I). As qouted and stated in the  Ground(s)=Presented;

“The Supreme Court may issue a Writ of Mandamuszin aid of the Appellate jurisdic-

tion that might otherwise be defeated by the unauthorized action of the court‘below,“
McCleLan v. Carland, 217 U.S. 268, 30 Sup. Ct. 501, 54 L.ed. 762,
(J). As qoted and stated in the Ground (s) Presented;

“A Writ issuing from Court of competent Jurisdiction, Commanding an inferior tri-

buhal, board, corporation orpperson to perform a purely ministerial duty imposed by 1-
aw,"” Nebel v. Nebel, 241 N.C. 490, 85 Se 2d 876.

{K). As quoted and stated in the Ground (3) Presehted;

(L). As Quoted And Stated in the Ground (8)=Preserited; A

"Timely petition for reheéring to suspend finality of Court Judgment, pending

court's further determination whether judgment should be modified as to alter #tés
adjudication of rights of parties = while petition for rehearing id pending there is
no judgment to review. 28§U&SiC. 1651(¢d, Missour v. Jenkins et.al. 110 Sup. Ct. 1651.

~ CONCLUSION -

The petitioner would like to request to the U.S. Supreme to give the respondants
one more chance to response and if the respondants don't respond or do respond but do
not have a meritable respond or answer, the petitioner shall be issued the properzand

corrected requested relief as rquired by.law.

10,



The petitioner did not know 1f wasvsuppose to issue a Brief on the Merits, and it
was at the last moment, but the brief on the Merifg herein attached, shall be for this
‘petition for rehearing and for the Writ of Certiorari as to reopen the Certiorari with

a CoramnNobias, and present the brief on the merits as to correct all the errors, and if ki
if known at thettime of judgment, the U.S. Supreme Court would of rendered a differenkt
judgment., - _ |

The petitioner would like to say all that was necessary was the petitioner to iss-

ue a motionrfor praecipe for subpoena in the process of the suppression hearing and
before trial, which shall be able to'issued in a Coram Nobis, and-the the petit%oner
did,ras the petitioner would like tﬂAissue a Coram Nobias(writ of Commen-Law Writ of
Error Coram Nobias/Common Law Writ of Certiorari), to open the DispfictyCourt Judgme-

nt and correct the errors, as if known at the time cf hearing before Judgmeﬂt, Would a
of rehdered a differént a judgment, and petiticner is entitleqwtqwit, but nofiﬁwe;‘Czutt
ourt won't let petitioner ccrrect the error;\as the ﬁetitioner-would like to ask and
request to the U.S. Supreme Ccurt is it possible tdwéorrect all errors in this Court.

The petitioner would like to say that the U.S. Supreme Court review the_Appéal

case No# A-17-1076, as the Overrule as moot was suppose to release the petitiomer, but
the pedtioner did object and was to late, because the petitioner received the Order to
late, and the State of Nebraska violated the dueppwoeess and the petitiomer would 1li-
ke to request for a writ of Coram Nobias or a Wirt of Error to be construe as with th-
is Certiorari, to open the rehearing and present the evidence/facts/objection/defense
and arguement to correct the errors, as the petitioner did not bmeowas not at fault, or
negliencg and if known at the time of the appeals Court Judgment and district Court
trial judgment on Oct. 25, 17 to Nov. 1, 17, would of rendered a déwfjudgment and the
petitioner would of been released.

The petitioner would like to ask and request to the U.S. Supreme Court to obtain
all records requested, if necessary, for the petition for rehearing, as new.evidence
and facts have been presenteddto start a whole new hearing.

The petitioner would like to ask and request for permission for leave.to proceed
with the filings, if the petition for reheraing can't have a appendix, can the brief
on the merits and all the petitions for Writ of Error, Mandamus, Coram Nobias, Commom=
Law Writ of Certiorari, Cpmmon—Law Writ of Error Coram Nobisa, Deliverance, Habeas Co-

puus (bé econstrued with this rehearing petitiony, and all the motions attached still

be filed and heard and included, with this petition for rehearing.

The petitioner would like to ask and request for records from the Clérk of the
District Court office 300:Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam St. Omaha, Nebraska 68183, of
petitioner filings of the peition for expuungment of records as ﬁhe U.S. Supreme Cour?

t shall review and inspect'the filings (this filings are also filed and requested in tﬁ;

~
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the Criminal Case No# Cr-16-3742), and expunge the petitioner Criminal History Record.
The petitioner would like to state the conclusion in the brief on the Merits sha:

all be amendéd and consolidated with this rehearing conclusion, as requirédiby Law.

—-REQESTED RELIEF --

The petitioner would like to ask and reqgest that the forgoing requested relief
in the Brief on the Merits shall be amended and consolidated with this request rele-
if.

The petitioner would like the U.S. Supreme to Grant the Certificate of Appealab=
ility/Probable Cause, and if posissible let the petitioner expand the C.0.A./P.C. a-
nd expand all thé Writs Together as pursuant to the All Writs Act, and as Pursunat to
U.S. Sup. Ct R. 10(a)(b)%C¥, and this matter can only be settled in this Court,,as inie
this is the last resort and and the state court and the U.S. Courts has entered deci-
sions that are in conflict with the Eccliesastical Court, in conflict with the petit-
ioner due process and additional rights and petitioner arguements.

The petitioner would like to ask the U.S. Supreme Court to terminate the Child
Support order, as required by law, and the Eccliesastical Court Law.

The petitioneruwould like to ask and request to the U.S. Supreme Court to expun-
'ge the Criminal History Record, as required by Law, and Eccliesastical Court Law.

The petitioner Would like to ask and request to the U.s. Supreme Court to grant
jurisdiction and aceept the (2)-two Tort Claims, and Accept the withdrawalsiofiClaimszsr
from:consideration, and grant a Mandamus order to compé¥ fhe respondants to pay and
levy all the request said awarded relief herein, and to thelpetitioners {3)-children
of $15,000,000.00 Miliion Dollarsy each, and to the petitioner times {2)-two, as of
(2)-two Tort Claims, or what is just and fair, and required by the Courts and the
Eccliesastical Court. .

The petitioner would like to say if ﬁhe U.S./Supreme do not grant all the reque-
sted relief herein, is it possible, and atleast can the CourtitGrant a reléase order
releasing the petitioner from his confinement from the N.S.P. Warden, as required by

law, and Eccliesastical Court.
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having envogh rafE ond the pebrbimi cant tpe the resk o this p i ton wrehw,\;
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— COUNSEL STATEMENT OF GROUNDS -—

I, Jamaal Andre Mcneil , the petitioner would like to express a belief, based on a
reasoned and stidied professional judgment, that the panels decision is contrary to the
following decision of the U.S. Supreme Court and that consideration by the full Court is
necessary to secure and maintain uniformity of decision in this Court.

The grounds stated in the grounds presented are confined to intervening circumstance
es of substantial and controllainggeffect/substantial grounds availhkble to petitioner but
not previously presented as demenstnafied iﬁ the attached Appendix.a

The petitioner requestfully request a rehearing and reversal of the order entered by
the Court on 10/7/19, denying petitioner's petitionefor a writ of Certiorari to the U.S.
Court of Appeals, U.S. District Court, Nebraska Supreme Court/Court of Appeals, and Trial
District Court, as the peftifd@omer has a foundation with fundamental facts on which an ac-
tion vest (e.g. negligence; breach of contract) the real object of the petitioner legal
right and right of action to bring suit and mantain action, growing out of given transac-
tion or state of facts, based on grounds presented that protains to remedy and relief th-

ough judic¢ial procedure; Landry v. Acme Flour Mills Co., 202 Okl, 170, 210 P.2d 512, 515,

and the petitioner hawe a right presently to enforce a causé of action by suit, McMahon

V. U.S. C.A Pa. 186 F.2d 227, 230, on a situation or state of facts which would entitled

party to sustadn action and give him right to seek a judicial remedy in his behalf, as the
the petitioner is entitled and is established by the Eccliesastical Court Law.

The petitioner has a right to Redemption to disencumber property or set it free from
a claim or lien; specifically, the right (granted by statute only) to free property from
the encumbrance of a foreclopure or ohker judicial sale; and by the respoidahkts not resp-
onding in this herein Writ of Certiorari and in the (2)-two Tort Cliams, the respondants
foreclosed on theliksebjection, defémses,evideance, facts, and this Case and all the respo-
ndants contracts have to be terminated, recatled, set—-a-side, reversed, vacated, and dis-
missed and closed on both the public/privated side of accounts, and the Statedof Nebraska
shall immediately release the petitioner from confinement.

As pursuant to the Uniform Certificate of Question of Law Act §1 to et. seq., shall be a
be applied and admissible for the petitioner to request to the U.S. Supreme Coumrt, which
this is a grouidd to beahéarddandkackhewdedge, and the U.S. Supreme Court shall issue Cert
tificate of Question of Law to all the Lower Courts and Administration Offices, of the p-
etitioner certificateSherein filed and all the petitioners grounds and questions that are
Certify, and as to the Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory which is a Certificate of
Question of Law, as all Courts and Administration Ofifices shall explain the reasons why
they (the Courts and Administaration Offices) have no Certificate of Good faith in the re
ecord, also including certificate of good faith in the Trial Court Judgment, and in all
lower Courts and Administration Offices orders and judgments, Which is grounds to have the

-petitioner conviction and sentence vacated, child support terminated, both tort claims
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granted and awarded, expungment of record expunge, additlienal relief granted and the pet-
titioner shall be released from the the Warded facility, as ahé the lower Courts and the
Administration office have no Cettificate of good faith on record and if they aid they

would respect and honpr the Eccliesastieal Court Law.

The petitioner has grounds Stated in the Appendix,,in the Brief on the Merits and
in the attached Motions, which shall be admissible to be reviewed and rendered on as the
pleading. shall be accépted and filed in the U.S. Supreme Court.

The All Wrifs Act filings herein by the petitioner shall be grounds to be accepted
and shall be consolidated, amended, and construe with this rehearing petition, as the ’
Writs are all for different matters and reasons, and the Writ of'Mandamus, Deliverance,
Habeas Corpus, Coram Nobias, Common-law Writ of Error Coram Nobias, Common-Law Writ of
Certiorari, Quo Warranto, Extraordinary Writ, and etc., shall all be applied for grounds
to be effective and admissible to used for the petitioner behalf of his defense to have
this rehearing reverséd and granted.

The petitioner (2)-two Tort Claims, that was not answered and(6)-six months of the
extension, disposition, is grounds to have ah& the Lower Courts/Administation Offiees
orders and judgmenté reversed and vacated, as the Tort Claims Boards did not Respond in
the petitioners Tort Claim (And the petitioner shall be entitléddto proceed with the siut
suits)in this Court), which is a Affirmative Defense for the Petitioner Statement of
grouilds, and grounds presented, as this matter shall be remanded/mandamus ordered down
to the lower Courts/Administzation Offices and ordered, which this ground is affordable
and effective to have the criminal;case reversed and vacated, ahd th&sTU.S. Supreme Court
Order reversed and vacated, andtby FThetTOr&i@ladmrBoard not responding is ananswesagaydng
the respondants committedbfraud and perjury, and etc.,

The respondants did not respond in this herein Writ of Certitiorari, which is groun
gooudds that the respondants approve, accept, and would like the petitioner requested

relief to be granted and awardéd, as pursuant to theyEccliesastical Court Law.
The petitioner has grounds of paymg taxes, which 1s admissible, o the petiticn-
L €
€c 4o e f*fV"‘P‘f‘ ’f’fom prosecution, arréS‘f 1mpr,50nm/¢.-/ and cw\ﬂﬁntmcwf

debt fcontract shail be diSCl’\Ar‘jéd@‘Pﬂ/ﬁ(SéC‘ vacated, szM/JJ(o/ theminated, and rfﬁm"f(/

/

25 tht petitiontr submithtd this in good £ai+th@ond the G70NdS Wwerétn stated are

mecitable and cectilitd % be sHitve o revepes thy V.S Sup. CH end all Lomts Tudo
ma 4 2
88 pWicant 4 vt Eccilesastical Comt LAEA of Ry gatory, : g

A5 pursuant Yo L, C.(, § 2A-505,3-lk, 3-301,3-30z, 3~ g, J-tot, 3001, 9- Y06, an o 1~ -

104
to 10-184 and Z3 §u.S.c, B20C, 3| suus. (. 392, 5003 = As th¢ petitioner iyl d b reguert dﬁard,.‘chﬂtc‘

@ ‘AS pUrsyan £ +o U:C:(, {- 20‘(4) Z-10 3(\)‘,\0) d‘““«’»'g(’ ‘,\ joéd‘;ﬁlfh
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— RELIEF SQUGHT -

Wheréfore, the petifioner, Jamaal Andre Mcneil, Moves this Honorable Court to
grant the following relief =

(A) Accept jurisdiction on the case as pursuant to 28§U.S.C.1651(a){b),,2254, and

v

the EccliesasticaliCourt Law;

_
”
i

(B) .Accept jurisdiction on this permission for leave to file a petition for rehe-
aring with Brief on the merits, aliimotions attached, all Writs of all Writs
andapetitions attached;

(C) Accept the Jupisdfctidnloyer the (2)-tw6 Tort Claims herein;

(D) Aﬁéept the expansion of the record, word limits, page limits, ekpanddthesr:

C.0.A./C.0.P.C., expand the Construing all the additional Writs herein

applied and issued to be construed with the petition for rehaering and etc;
(E) Hold all new denovo suppression, Quash, evidence, and subpoena hearing, and
resubmit/refile all Tort Claims pleadings/suits, and motions in this U.S.
Supreme Court, as appropriate for all issueé and matters, as the petitioner
con't rileanttrfddever receive a new hearing in lower courts,
(F) Reguire the respondants to respond or answer to all allegatlons in thlS reh-

earing earing, Brief on the Merits, €ertiorari, and etc;

(8) Issue the petitibner a new speedy trial;

(H);Issue a order that this Court will grant a Writ of Habeas Corpus, freeing
the petitioner from his unlawfull confinement, as required by law and the

Eccliesastial Court.

The petitioner pray this U.S. Supreme Court acknowledge this'rehearing peti-
ion, and Graht the requested relief, as as this rehearing shall be re—deﬁovo review,"
examine, inspected, and investigated and granted, and shall be exclusively granted!!
Requestfully Submiited,

O (1% /14 | '(’/' % M////ﬁ/(’”Z//'

Dated ' amaal A. Mcneil- P?éf ig ler

15



Addltlonal matenal

from this filing is
available in the

Clerk’s Office.



