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- GROUNDS) PRESENTED -  

The petitioner would like to ask and requtst to the U.S. Supreme 

Court the grounds presented below = 

Can the Eccliesastical Court, Letter of Rogatory, Registered 

Deed Poll, be admissible and applied in this herein petition 

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

scharge; 

Can the petitioner ask and request to the U.S.SSupreme Court 

can the Certificate of Appealability and Certificate of Prba-

bly Cause be Granted in this Court; 

Can 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, expand the page limits, expa-

nd the Certificate of Appealability and Certificate Of Proba-

ble Cause, 

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

can the petitioner be entitiled to a Common law Writ of Cert-

iopari(Common-law wiit of Error Coram Nobias) or have this P-

etitionefor rehearing construed as a Common Law Writ of Cert-

iorari/AnddMaideimis, and be able to correct all errors herein 

this Court(with the Motions in the attached Appendix) and ha-t,= 

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

Quashed, Terminated, accepted, awarded and granted; 

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

to Review the Constitution Provision Involved of all the vio-

lations of the U.S. Const., U.S. Const. Amend., Nebr. Const. 

Bill of Rights thiQituRights, and Human Rights, that the pet-

itioner is in, as the petitioner rights was violated, and is 



being violated, and the rights, priviledges and religious 

immunities that are being violated are admissible to have the 

criminal case vacated and dismiss, and the tort claims grante  

ed and etc; 

Can the petitioner ask and request to the 11S. Supreme Court 

to review this permission for leave to file a petition for reheariJi 

rehearing and determination if the resppndants have violated 

the brady Rnd Giglio clause and the Sepraration add Distribu- 

tion of power Clause, of false testimony in all hearings,aadd 

can the U.S. Sup. Ct. review the tax Commissioner_record, and 

can the U.S. Sup Ct, review the pteliminary hearing, for ekror; 

Can the petitioner ask and Request to the U.S. Supreme Court 

to Review and inspect the Dittict 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 unsealed, which is 

the correct judgment that might need to.be issued, and to re-

view and inspect the Nebraska Court of Appeals case No# A-17--

-1076, on Oct. 25th to the 1st of Nov. 2017, as the order was 

overruled as moot, which also means granted and vacated but 

the appeal and case was reidsteted, and within the (5)-five 

days the petitioner could not object due to mail and the order 

was mailed late, as the petitioner needs a new 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 Oct. 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 th herein rehearing shall be admissible 

to be the rehbaring ihaitsaplace; 



(4).Can the petitioner ask and requett to the U.S. Supreme Court 

to review thheCity of Omaha Tort Claim Law Department Divisien 

on and the State of Nebraska Risk Management Board determinaition 

tion of not answering and responding to the tort cliam within 

(6)-six monthsextension disposition, and determine, if results 

have any merits to vacate, overturn, or dismiss the criminal 

conviction and sentence and to approve and grant all tort cla-

ims herein stated; 

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

may the Brief on the Merits and the filing of the petitionhe 

and motions in this appendix be used, acknowledge, and amende 

ed for the pbtitioner arguement,facts, defense, and evidence 

in this petitionefor rehearing and/or can the brief on the me-

rits and motions be heard and ruled on in this Court, or can 

the motions and petitions be forwarded by a mandamus/remanded 

order to all lower courts/adthinistrative offices and be direc€  

ted to be ruled on, as the petitioner showed the U.S. Supreme 

Court the petitioner can't receive no relief in no: courts/Ad-

ministrative office/tribunal or can't issue no motions/compl-

aints/claims to be heard or granted; 

Can the petitioner ask and requett to the U.S. Supreme Court 

can the petitioner be entitled to have all the issues and mate 

tern stated in this herein reqested 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#, stating 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, administrative, 

and courts caused a error and violated the U.S. Constitutions 

and do a demovo review, inspection, and investigation as to = 

10)The respondants violated the Brady and Giglio clause in 

the perliminaey hearing, suppression hearing, and tkail he- 

aring as to false testimony, invalid suppression hearing a- _ 

nd etc.; 

2).The Douglas County Court Judge, in the Preliminary hear-

ingiand the prosecutor, the District Court Judge,and the C-

ounty attorney, The Nebraska Supreme Court/Court of Appeals, 

Judges, The U.S. District Court Judges and the. U.S. Court of 

Appeals are all in violation of.  the .Separation of Power and 

Distribution of Power Clause, as to the petitioner cases. 

3).Review the suppression hearing in trial Court and and de-

termine if trial. Judge caused:a abuse of discretion of not 

granting thr regluar petitioner motion for subpoenas, as it 

does not make a difference if it's a a motion.for sukpoens 

or a motion for precipe for subpoena, the judge should of 

still could of accepted the regular subpoena motion regard-

less of the precipe for subpoena, and as the time line of su 

suppression 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 paying the proper Drug Tax that would make t 

the petitioner innocent of the charges 

5).Review the N.J.Q.C. Case No#2019- OZI of the dismissal 

I 



of the complaint on the judge, as this case was amended to 'ch 

the parties involved page, and amended 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 obec 

ject to the dismissal with the Tort Claims Division Board 

determination of not responding. 

6).Review the D.H.H.S.Adiministration Appeal Hearing Office 

Child Support Case No# 191172, of Affirming the Child Supp-

ort order, as the the child support shall be terminated as 

the children are past the age of 19 years of age, the debt is 

is discharge by the I.R.S. and the Eccliesastical Court, 

letter of Roggtory and etc.. 

7).Review the Clerk of the Douglas County District Court 

ffice of the petitioner filing the petitionefot the expung-

ment of records as to the Nebraska Commission on Law Enfor-

cement, shall expunge all criminal histroy 'records and all 

additional records in all herein Government/agencies offic-

ies; 

8).Review the U.S.D.CotrEcOf Appeals dep*igg the petitioner 

appeal which was a error as the U.S. Court of Appeals did 

not Acknowledge the petitioners God Given Rights and didn't 

dischagge the appeal/case or vacate and tendered a dismissftl 

al as directed and establish by the Eccliesastical Court, 

and the 13c8. Court of Appeals is in the Letter of Rogatory 

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 caused a violation of due process and etc. 



9).Review the U.S. Supreme. Court case 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 Grid.  

Given Rights, and did not Discharge, or vacate the Appeals/ 

Cases/etc. as directed and established by the Eccliesastica 

al Court; 

10).Review all the records that was requested by the petit4-oner 

ioner to be recieved by all the Government agencies and be 

forwarded to the Supreme Court to be inspected, examined, 

an investigated as reqUired by Law. 

(L).Canittle petitioner ask the U.S. Supreme Court is the Decision 

that was rendered on 1077/19, of the Writ of Certiorari being 

denied,means the petitioner stated a traverse answer and a af- 

firmative defense to a claim and the petitioner just have to 

enter two rulings on two accounts as this rehharing is the 

second ruling or second account, the petitioner is alright with taht 

with that, but if all - matters are not granted, may the petiti.- 

ioner be notified of the reason(s), why the issues where not 

granted and/or may the petitioner be granted leave permisio- 

n for leave to file a second and successive Habeas Corpus pe- 

tition in the U.S. DistMct Court or the U.S, Court of Appea- 

ls. 
(M). Can the petitioner ask the U.S. Supreme Court to review the 

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

Assiggthent of Errors of the attached Brief on the Merits, 

which shall be admissible to be reviewed. 



- PARTIES INVOLVED - 

The parties on the petitioner(s)/Appellant/Clalithan
t captions-is; 

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

ka 68542; 

The parties on the respondantqs)/Appellee/Claimee_c
aptions is; 

Attorney General of the State of Nebraska, 2115 St
ate Cdp-

ithi4!,Lincon, Nebraska 68509; 

Warden of N.S.P., P.O.Box 22500, Linc61n, Nebraska
, 68542; 

Director of N.S.P. Scott Fraks, P.O.Box 94661, Lin
coln, N-

ebraska, 68509; 

(E) ] ;District Court Judge Leigh Ann Retesldorf, 300 H
all of Juf.-1.30[• 

stice, 1701 Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebraska, 68183;
 

District Court Judge J. Russel Deir, 300 Hall of J
ustice, 

1701 Farnam, Omaha, Nebraska, 68183; 

Clerk of the District Court, 300 Hall of Justice, 
1701 

arnam Street, Omaha, Nebraska, 68183; 

Supreme Court/Court of Appeals of Nebraska, 2413 S
tate Ca-

pital, P.O.Box 98910, Lincoln, Nebraska, 68509; 

Chidld Support Services, 7101 Mercy Road, Suite 310
, Omaha, 

Nebraska, 68106gD1H.H.S. P.O.BOX 94728,Lincoln, Ne
, 68509; 

Risk Management Division of Nebrasks, 1626 "K" St.,
 P.O.s,-

ox 94974, Lincoln, Nebraska, 68509; 

Nebraska Commission on Law Enforcement, 100 hall of
 Justic—

ce, 1701 Farnam Street, ONaha, Nebraska, 68183; 

Law Dept. Omaha/Douglas Civic Center, 1819 Farnam 
St., Su- 

ite 804, Omaha, Nebraska 68183 

(M)- 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 California, U.C.C. Division, and the p-

etitioner is the Secured Party Creditor; and owns 100C,of the Debtor, 

JAMAAL ANDRE MCNEIL@; shares, stocks, soul, spirit, property, assets, 

and etc., and is here to discharge/offset all debts and here to collee= 

ct all proceeds, and the petitioner is new to this and is a nongovern-

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

al Court Law. 
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defenseaadd objecttOn (to the U.S. Supreme Court 

Court Order) and be amended with this rehearing, and 

shall be ruled on; 

Appendix - C.The petitioner Petitions/Writ/Motions that also shall 

be admended, consolidated, construed, heard and rulM 

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, arggements, pleadings, and affirmative 

d defense that shall be acknowledge,aidspected, reviewed, 

investigated, and granted and/or forwarded to the lowe-

r Courts/Administration Offices, as recitired by Law; 

Appendix - D. Letter from the Dept. of CorrectionsWWarden/Administr-

ation Offices, contacting the Clerk of the Clerk of the 

U.S. Supreme Court, Verifing that hand-written documens 

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 Adthinistration Lockde-

wn, untililuther notice, and etc. 
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- PRAYER - 

The petitioner prays this U.S. Supreme Court Acknowledges this pe-

rmission for leave to file a petition for rehearing, as it has a merit-

able results and facts, and has a important matter of consideration th-

at erroneous factual findings has been made and additional informative 

defense has been presented and there have been found and a affirmative 

defense,fanddther shall be a denovo review, examination, rehearing, in-

vestigation, inspection, and new orders/judgments issued, that shall be 

acknowkedge, approved, awarded, granted and honored as thquired 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 

of been designated for publication but is not reported; as 

the case was decided on Oct. 7, 2019. 

- JURISDICTION - 

The Jurisdiction of this Court is in-voked under U.S. Sup.CCt R.44, 

20.1424, 25, 28§U.S.C.1253, 1254(1),1257(a)(b),1292(e), 2101(b)(o)(f), 

2106,2254.2253,1651(a1M), andbthe Eccliesastical Court Law. 

- CONSTITUTION PROVISION INVOLVED -  

As pursuant to the U.S.Const Art, I, sec. 9(2), = The petitioner 

habeas Corpus petition herein this Writ of Certiorari shall hot be suspend 

pended, and the petitioner is not aihreat to the public. 



As pursuant 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-

ecutions, arrest and detainment, as the Eccliesastical Court law says 

all the person got to do is speak on the Eccliesastial Court, and the 

request suppose to be issued, 

As pursuant to U.S. Const. Amend. I, = The petitioner eligiousvis 

thetEdckiesastical Court and the State of Nebraska put laws against the 

petitioner establishmeht. 

As pursuant to U.S. Const. Amend. IV,== The petitioner has been 

violated by the respondants search and seizures as there was no probah+e 

le cause that the petitioner was committing a crime, and etc. 

As pursuant to UlaS. Const. V,=-7 The petitioner has been put in dot. 

uble jeopardy of paying aadrug tax, and being imprison which is beening 

punish twice, and bein4ndeprived of life, liberty, and property. 

As pursuant to U.S. Contt. Amend. VI, = the petitioner did not en-

joy or have a fair speedy public trial, or a fair new trial, or a fair 

appeal, as trial judge entered a invalid nod guilty plea, trial judge 

entered a sentence date to early, before trial was over with, suppress-

ion hearing was not correct, preliminary hearing had false testimony in 

it, and preliminary hearing nudge did not except the petitionertmotion 

for subpoena, and the preliminary hearing never should have been bond-

ed up, and the preliminary hearing was vacated and the trial judge abst 

jurdiction, but did not except the petitioner issue, and etc.. 

As pursuant to the U.S. Const. Amend. XIV, = The state 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 sub 

Pp 



ppoed to be granted, and the U.S. Supreme Court is in Violation of the 

petitioners due process law of not discharging, enforcing, and issuing 

the EccliOsastical Court Law , and rendeiing a invalid and viid judgme-

nt, that is depriving the petitioners, life, liberty, privileges, immu-

nities and God Givens RigEtt. 

As pursuant to the NebrasConst. Bill of Rights Art. I, sec. 1,2,3, 

4,7,8,9,12,20,21,23,24, and Art.,VIII, sec. 2, shall be acknowledge of 

the petitioners's rights being violated. 

As pursuant to the Declaration of Human Rights, 1 to 30, shall be 

acknowledge of the petitioner's rights being violated. 

As pursuant to the U.S. Amend. VI, = as the petitioner is under 

the Nebraska's Marijuana and controlled Substances Tax Act, Nebr,-,IsRev. 

Stat. 77-4301 to 77-4316, Section 28-416(6) and subsection (20 of this 

section address different types of misconduct and are not in consistaht 

with Nebraska's Marijuana and Controlled Substance Tax Act, construe to 

grant derivative - use immunity, provides protection to tax payers coe-

xtensive with the constitutional right agaist compulsory self - incrim-

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

petitioner shall have been immuned from being convicted as the evidence 

was presented in the new trial motion, and was sealed. 

As pursuant U.S.C.A. Art. I. sec.II, Art. II, Sec. I, Art. III, Sec 

I, =the prosecutor and the trial judge is under the separation and distt. 

ribution of Power clause which cause a violation of due process, and etc. 

towards the petitioner in a fraud, vindictive and malicious prosecution, 

and in the NbbE.Cobst. Bill of rights Art. II, sec. I. 

- STATEMENT OF THE CASE -  

The petitioner issued a WEit of Certiorari in the Month of April 

3 



23, 2019, and docket on 26, 2019, and the respondants suppose to respond 

by may 28, 2019, and the respondants did not respond, and the clerk sub-

mitted the doctments, as June 10, 2019, the petitioner issued (2)-two 

Supplemental Brief and (2)-two additional motions for excess 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 gni:maids and reasons why the criminal judgment 

of the conviction and sentence is viod and invalid, as the respondants 

violated the petitioners God given Rights established by the Eccliesast4ca 

ical Court, the Omaha Police Officers gave false testimony under oath in 

all hearings, and caused perjury, contempt of Court, malicious prosecut- 

ion and violation of the Brady and Giglio law, and the prosecutor and t-

he he Midge did not stop the abuse of fraud and tortious conduct, and is 

in the violation of Separation and distribution of Powers Clause, and t-

he respondants violated the petitioners U.S, Const., U.S. Const. Amen., 

Nebr. Const. Rights, Civil Rights, Code Rights, Vested Rights, and Human 

Rights, and The respondants are being held accountable in (2)-two Tort 

Claims, and the Board did not reppodd or disimiss the claims,(as (1)-one 

claim is approved) within (6)-six month of the extension disposition, 

which puts the respondants at fault for fraud, and the responddnts did not 

not respond in this herein Writ of Certiorari, which waives their right 

to participate, object, or defend their matters, and since the responda-

nts did not respond, they agree with the petitioner claims and Writ of 

Certiorari, and approve of all the requested relief. The petitioner wou-

ld like to object to the U.S. Supreme Court decision of the Denial of 

the Writ of Certiorari, of the Tort Claims Board determination of not 

(1 



respondin4, which the board did not dismiss the claim, which is a affit-

mative Defense,thgainst the respondants, and against the U.S. Supreme Cc 

Court order on 10/7/2019, and the U.S. Supreme Court decision on 10/7/-

2019, shall be vacated and reversed, as the U.S. Supreme Court did not 

acknowledge, the petitioners GodbGiven Rights established by the Ecclie-

sastical Court Law and etc.. 

-.PROPOSITION OF LAW  
7 
The petitioner is registered with the Eccliesastical Court, Letter of Rogatory, 

Deed poll, and is the only Law, that shall be Acknowledge, issuedd ineffect and admi-

ssible and shall be applied and used in this petition for rehearing, as the petition-

er can discharge debt (and the criminal case and child support case shall be disghar-

ge) and collect any and all proceeds and awards (and the Tort Claims shall be Collecete 

ted, levied and paid out), and the petitioner can speak on the Eccliesastial Court a-

nd the request suppose to be granted, anywhere, including the Courts, Administrative 

Offices and tribunals, and the petitioner is not beninggacknowlegde in all courts he-

rein, are in violation of the petitioners due process rights and etc. 

As pursuant to U.S, Sup. Ct. R. 20.6, 285U.S.C. 1651 (a)(b), says = "(1)As an A-

ppellate proceeding for the re-examination of action of a inferior tribunag,and"(2) 

As Auxiliary process*260 to enable a Court to obtain further information in respect 

to some matter already before it for adjudication, it's for the last purpoes only th-

at the Writ is employed in this United Stateds Supreme Court"1  and the petitioner re-

quest permission tc) construe this Common Law Writ of Certiorari with this Petition f-

or rehearing, as the U.S. Supreme Court did not set a hearing for the petitioner to 11 

have this Writ issued, and the petitioner request for permission that all cases, pet-

itions, breifs, appeals, claims, and requests, be de-novo re-examine, and have a new 

subpoena issued, suppression, Quash, evidence, Vacate, and 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 obt*an 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 285U.S.C.1651, All Writs Acts, says ="Federal Act which permits 

federal appellate courts to "issue all writs necessary or appropriate in aid 6f jurit 

sdiction and agreehble 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. 



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 Merits within 45 Days after this 

Writ was granted, 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-O 

er responded or granted the extenddd time, as the Brief on the Merits have Facts and E-

vidence that needs to be heard, acknowledge, renewed, as to strengthen the petitioner,' 

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 Eclliesastical 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.SS ConstitutionalRRights and Amended Rights. 

- ARGUEMENT - 

The Attorney General for the State of Nebraska in this Herein Writ, is a repponda-

nt and all the other respondants did not respond in this matter and the Attorney Generi7 

al rejected the defense, appearance, objection; and 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 Attorney General all ag-

ree„accept, and approve with all the terms and conditions, of petitioners requestes a-

nd all the respondents would like the petitioner Writ of Certiorari and petition for 

rehearing Granted as Required by law. 

- CLOSING ARGUEMENT-- 

The U.S. SOpreme 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 respondants did not commit fraud, and the Tort Claims Division Board by not 

respondants or answering to the petitioner tort Claims basically is saying the respondants 

nts committed Fraud and etc., and the petitioner would like to object to the U.S. Supre- 

me Courts  decision on 10/07/2019, with the Decision of the tort claims Board, which admi- 

ssible and a affirmative defense. 

The petitioner 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 ,ases 

cases, claims, suits and appeals to be re-opeded anddrenderedoon, as all cases are final 

and need to be closed on the private sector side and granted, and forwarded to all agey- 



nicies. 

The petitioner has motions in the Appendix, that shall be admissiable to be filed 

with this rehearing as to have the U.S. 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/remanddd/order/Judgment down to lower Courts and Administrative Agenices to be 

ruled on and directed tooadorder to grant all the requested relief ask requested by the 

hbepetitioner. 

The Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory has the U.S. Supreme Court in it, and 

the U.S. Supreme is directedeto abide by the Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory, 

and is in violation of the Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory, and the judgment 

issued on 10/7/19, by the U,S. Supreme Court, have to be vacatdd, reversed, set-a-side 

and remanded (terminated/4ischargd), and to be corrected, as the U.S. Supreme Court is 

in Violation of the petitioner Due Process 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.S. Supreme Court caused a error in not following the Letter of Rogatory, in 

the Eccliesastical Court Law, which is a violation of Due process, as the U.S. Supreme 

Courtis in the Letter of Rogatory, and is directed by the Eccliesastical Court to disc-

harge and dismiss all debt, cases, and etc., and Ole eriminal case and child support 

case is a debt and needs to be discharge, vacated, dischaged, dismiss, and closed on hot 

both sides of the private and public account. 

The U.S. Supreme Court caused a error, in not Granting the petitioner 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, in not acknowledging the respondants did n 

not respondOgr 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-

ioners Writ of Certiorari beening granted, which is 2 to 1 vote, the petitioner and 

respondants equal By= 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 thbeU.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 Eccliesastical, and did not discharge the appeal and t- 

7 



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/Probable Cause and all lower Court Case/Administrative agency 

but did not, whichz;is a violation of due process and etc; 

The U.S. Supreme Court caused a error in not granting a extension for the petitioner 

nerxto issue a brief on the Merits to be issue, as petitioner gave notice, and did not 

deny it. 

The U.S. SupremeeCourt Caused a error in not acknowledging the petitioner Supplem-!-

ental Brief of the N.J.Q.C.(Nebraska Judicibal Qualification Commission) of the compla-

int on a judge, that issued and amended, and needs to be reviewed, as the petitioner an 

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 objection, from the Tort Claims Division Boards 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 Servites)AAdministration Hear-

ing Appeal Office Case No#191172, that is the Government agency as pursuanttto the Chi* 

id Support Services, that was amended herein this brief on the Merits and rehearing pe-

tionrthat the petitioner childrens are over the age of 19nyears of age, the debt is 6is 

discharge in the I.R.S. General Counsel Office, as the child Support order shall be t-

erminated. 

The U.S. Spureme Court caused a error in not acknowledging the petitioner owns the 

debtor, JAMAAL ANDRE MCNEIL@, AND ALL his property as registered in the the U.C.C. div-

ision in the Secretary of State Office of California, as the petitionertis the Secured 

Party Creditor; and all property shall br returned back tbethecreal owner, as required 

by law, and the Eccliesastical Court Law. 

The U.S. Supreme Court caused a error as not acknowledging the petitioner U.S. Di-

strict Court Case No#4;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 perioUhas expired and since the dismissal was rendered, the dismissl is void a-

nd invalid and needs to be vacated, and the petitioner motions that was granted, as the 

petitioneriis entitled 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 petitioner perminiary 

hearing base nokr-16-23223, as the petitioner subpoena motions was not accepted or gr-

anted, and the respondants caused a violation of the Brady and GlglinoLaw, and the pet- 



itioner issued a vacate motion and vacated the preliminary hearing, as the District.  

Trial Judge lost jurisdiction, beftreethe sentecing hearing, ifotheittialujudge sayf 

ing the petitioner lost jurisdiction to the appeals court in the motion for new trial 

that issued by the petitioner, the the trial judge lost jurisdiction from the prelimina 

inary hearing being vacated, and dismissed, and the trail judge should have dismiss t 

thd,_criminal case no#CR-16-3742. 

The U.S. Supreme Court Caused a error in not Grattipg the awarddd relief of $ 

$15,000,000.00 Million Dollars, (times two = from (2)-two Tort claims) and not award-

ing the relief of $15,000,000.00 Million Dollars to the petitioners .0) -three childi 

ren of loss 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 shobldbhave been releadt,  

ed from the warden or7N.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 Sealed documents, dat 

ta, records, papers, orders, Judgments. materials, and etcx, in atl the government o-

ffices, as required by law. 

- REASON(S) FOR GRANTING THIE PETITION FOR REAHEARING -  

Theepetitioner would like the U.S. Sppreme Court to accept this permission for l-

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

in the Letter of Rogatory, Eccliesastical Court; 

44). As quoted 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 to civil review as a product of Fraud, coll-

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

.at 711-12,96 Sup. Ct. at 238, 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. 

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

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

"We resolked any doubt about granting a C.O.A., in the petitioner's favor,"Will- 

iam vMood ford, 384 F. 3d. 567, 583 (9th Cir. 2004). 

As quoted and stated in the Groun4s) Presented; 

"A Motion which seeks a new hearing based on newly discovered evidence may be 

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

792, 687 n.w.2d. 672(2004). 

As quoted and stated in the Ground (s) Presented; 
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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.S., 405 U.S. 150, 92 Sup. Ct. 763' and Brady  

v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83, 83 Sup. Ct. 1194, 10 led 2d 215 215(1963). 

As quoted and stated in the Groudd (s) Presehted; 

"Even though nearly a year and a half elapsed since denial df Certiorari, Supreme 

Court Vacated, sua sponte, its order denying timely petition for rehearing, so that c-

ase might be dispose of consistently with two other cases involving 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, vat 

cated the order denying certiorari, granteddcertiorari, and reversed lower court's ju6gme 

dgments". Ohio Power Co. v. U.S.. 77 Sup Ct. 652;  

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

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

v. Scott bluff County, 64 Neb. 419, 89 N.W. 1063, and '.Remedy is furnished to compel 

payment of judgment sectiredaagainst government subdivision; Madision County V. School  

district No2, 148 Neb. 218, 27 172. 

As qouted and stated in the Ground(p),Presented; 

"The Supreme Court may issue a Writ of Mandamupsin 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. 

As qoted and stated in the Ground (s) Presented; 

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

bunal, board, corporation orpperson to perform a purely ministerial duty imposed by 1-

aw;" Nebel v. Nebel, 241 N.C. 490, 85 Se 2d 876.  

As quoted and stated in the Ground (s) Presehted; 

As Quoted And Stated in the Ground (WPresedted; 

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

court's further determination whether judgment should be modified as to alter it&s 

adjudication of rights of parties = while petition for rehearing id pending there is 

no judgment to review: 28§MS1C. 1651(0,  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 properiand 

corrected requested relief as rquired by law. 



The petitioner did not know if was suppose to issue a Brief on the Merits, and it 

was at the last moment, but the brief on the Merits, herein attached, shall be for this 

petition for rehearing and for the Writ of Certiorari as to reopen the Certiorari with 

a CorammNobias, and present the brief on the merits as to correct all the errors, and if km 

if known at thelAime of judgment, the U.S. Supreme Court would of rendered a different::. 

judgment., 

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

ue a motiontfor praeOipe 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 petitioner 

did, as the petitioner would like tip issue a Coram Nobias(writ of Common-Law Writ of 

Error Coram Nobias/Common Law Writ of Certiorari), to open the DistrictyCourt Judgme- 

nt and correct the errors, as if known at the time cf hearing before Judgment, would 

of rendered a different a judgment, and petitioner is entitlecito,it, but no lower Court 

ourt won't let petitioner ccrrect the error, as the petitioner would like to ask and 

request to the U.S. Supreme Court is it possible to correct all errors in this Court. 

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

case No# A-17-1076, as the Overrule as moot was suppose to release the petitioner, but 

the peitioner did object and was to late, because the petitioner received the Order to 

late, and the State of Nebraska violated the duepproeess and the petitioner would li-

ke to request fot 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 browas not at fault, or 

neglienc4 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 delcifjudgment 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, Common-Law Writ of Error Coram Nobisa, Deliverance, Habeas Co-

puus :;(.be  construed with this rehearing petitiont),, 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 Clerk 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 the U.S. Supreme Cour-

t shall review and inspect the filings (this filings are also filed and requested in aE! 
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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 shtt. 

all be amended and consolidated with this rehearing conclusion, as required :by Law. 

--REQESTED RELIEF -- 
The petitioner would like to ask and reqest 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.O.A./P.C. a-

nd expand all the Writs Together as pursuant to the All Writs Act, and as Pursunat to 

U.S. Sup. Ct R. 10(a)(b)kCI, and this matter can only be settled in this Court„as tniz, 

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 petitionerLwould 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 accept the (2)-two Tort Claims, and Accept the withdrawals6,ofiClaimSer 

from:Consideration, and grant a Mandamus order to compel: the respondants to pay and 

levy all the request said awarded relief herein, and to the 'petitioners (3)-children 

of $15,000,000.00 Million Dollars4- each, and to the petitioner times L2)-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 the U.S./Supreme do not grant all the reque-

sted relief herein, is it possible, and atleast can the CoprttGrant a release order 

releasing the petitioner from his confinement from the N.S.P. Warden, as required by 

law, and Eccliesastical Court. 
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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 controlliiggeffect/substantial grounds availhble to petitioner but 

not previously presented as detenstraded in 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 petitioner has a foundation with fundamental facts on which an ac-

tion rest (e.g. negligence; breach of contract) the real object of the petitioner legal 

right and right of action to bring suit and maintain action, growing out of given transac-

tion or state of facts, based on grounds presented that proteins to remedy and relief th-

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

and the petitioner have a right presently to enforce a cause 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 sustain 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 (=Asher judicial sale; and by the respoddahts not resp-

onding in this herein Writ of Certiorari and in the (2)-two Tort Cliams, the respondants 

foreclosed on tharsobjeotion, defensej,evddence, facts, and this Case and all the respo-

ndants contracts have to be terminated, recalled, 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 Coirt, which 

this is a groudd to beandarddandkaokho.vnedge, and the U.S. Supreme Court shall issue Cert 

tificate of Question of Law to all the Lower Courts and Adthinistration Offices, of the p-

etitioner certificateSherein filed and all the petitioners grounds and questions that are 

Certif, and as to the Eccliesastical Ciurt Letter of Rogatory which is a Certificate of 

Question of Law, as all Courts and Administration Offices 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, additional relief granted and the pet-

titioner shall be released from the the Warded facility, as ait(1 the lower Courts and the 

Administration office have no Cettificate of good faith on record and if they did they 

would respect and honpr the Eccliesastical 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 accepted and filed in the U.S. Supreme Court. 

The All Writs 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 Witt 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 reversed and granted. 

The petitioner (2)-two Tort Claims, that was not answered ind(6)-six months of the 

extension, disposition, is grounds to have all the Lower 'Courts/Administation Offices 

orders and judgments reversed and vacated, as the Tort Claims Boards did not respond in 

the petitioners Tort Claim (And the petitioner shall be entitleddto proceed with the slut 

suits)in this COurt), which is a Affirmative Defense for the Petitioner Statement of 

groudds, and grounds presented, as this matter shall be remanded/mandamus ordered down 

to the lower Courts/Administration Offices and ordered, which this ground is affordable 

and effective to have the criminal;case reversed and vacated, Mid thihsTU.S. Supreme Court 

Order reversed and vacated, andtby thetTe3talC1Stimraoard not responding is ananswerasay4ng 

the respondants committed fraud and perjury, and etc., 

The respondants did not respond in this herein Writ of Certitiorari, which is groun 

groudds that the respondants approve, accept, and would like the petitioner requested 

relief to be granted and awarded, as pursuant to tHayEccliesastical Court Law. 
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amaal A. Mcneil-P er 

- RELIEF SOUGHT - 

Wherefore, the petitioner, 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 

the the EccliesasticaliCourt Law; 

(B)Accept jurisdiction on this permission for leave to file a petition for rehe-

aring with Brief on the merits, allimotions attached, all Writs of all Writs 

andapetitions attached; 

Accept the duti.kdictiOnCoyer the (2)-two Tort Claims herein; 

Accept the expansion of the record, word limits, page limits, eXpandathe;,?sn 

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

applied and issued to be construed with the petition for rehaering and etc; 

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 issues and matters, as the petitioner 

L 't Itilcanftrfillevor receive a. new hearing in lower courts; 

Require the respondents to respond or answer to all allegations in this reh- 

ed lig earing, Brief on the Merits, Certiorari, and etc; 

Issue the petitioner 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 Grant the requested relief, 

examine, inspected, and investigated 

Requestfully Submiited, 

Dated  

as as this rehearing shall be re-denovo review, 

and granted, and shall be exclusively granted!! 



Additional material 

from this filing is 

available in the 

Clerk's Office. 


