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NO. 19-8634

In The

Supreme Court of tlje ®ntteb States?

Tehib Mahiem EL Bey (PRIVATE ATTORNEY GENERAL.),
Petitioners, Affiant, Special Appearance

v.

Dougherty County State Court et el,

Respondents.

On Petition for a Common Law Writ of Certiorari 
from the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit 

Presiding Judge(s) No Information given for 
Presiding Judge(s), Case No. 19-13401-K

REQUEST FOR REHEARING

PRIVATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
Prepared by: Tehib Mahiem EL Bey 

C/o 717 West First Avenue 
[Albany! Dougherty Georgia Republic [317011 

Main-(229) 462-1484

When a citizen is attempting to enforce the Constitution, as herein shown, he is doing so "not for 
himself alone but also [for others] as a 'private attorney general' vindicating a policy that [the 
Constitution writers] considered of the highest priority." Newman v Piggie Park Enterprises, 390 
US 400; 88 S Ct 964, 966; 19 L Ed 2d 1263, 1265 (1969); Oatis v Crown Zellerbach Corp, 398 
F2d 496, 499 (CA 5, 1968); and Jenkins v United Gas Corp, 400 F2d 28, 33 n 10 (CA 5, 1968).
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REQUEST FOR REHEARING
Pursuant to Original Jurisdiction Article III and Supreme Court Rule 44.1, Tehib Mahiem EL Bey

the Maur petitions for re-hearing of this case before a fully constitutionally delegated Article III

Nine-Member Court. The denial was entered on March 30, 2020. Bey v. Dougherty County State

Court, No. 19-8634, 2020, No. 19-13401-K, 2020, notice to proceed informa pauperis was filed

in this case. Bey moves this Court to grant this petition for rehearing and consider his case with

constitutional law in support of treaties and merits. No oral arguments are requested, Tehib

Mahiem EL Bey the Maur/Moor believes the briefing in this case is sufficient. Pursuant to Supreme

Court Rule 44.1, this petition for rehearing is filed in good faith and without delay.

REASON FOR GRANTING REHEARING

This is case of diverse citizenship and brings into question certain constitutional issues before ruled

upon and upheld. Among these issues is the right to travel, the right to determine citizenship and

the right to contract. On March 30, 2020 the justices denied hearing this case which we do believe

is in error. The Respondents herein listed including all corporate representatives involved with this

case through normal mode of correspondence was allotted several opportunities to prove their

claim, Jurisdiction and authority has failed to be claim by the respondents since March 19, 2019,

Respondents were given over 60 to prove jurisdiction, derived authority, and course of law by

means of discovery. The Respondents will argue that Mr. Bey has not proven to be Sui Juris, states

that Mr. Bey is not a (Moor/Maur/Muur), In fact due to the ignorance at law the Respondents failed

to comply with courts rule and regulation undermining Constitutional Obligation SEE. Stone v.

Powell 428 US 465, 96 S. Ct 3037, 49 L Ed. 2d 1067 ‘‘State courts, like federal courts have a

‘‘constitutional obligation ” to safeguard personal liberties and to upholdfederal law Mr. Bey
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is exercising his right to name and nationality that was lost under the European defacto

government, creating artificial citizenship to justify false jurisdiction SEE. In re McUtra 189 F.

250 Christianson v. King County 196 F. 79, United States v. McKay 2 F. 2d 257 “Such a

change carries the exact same legal weight as a court decreed name change as long as it is not

done with fraudulent intent'. SEE. Norman v. Zieber 3 Or at 202-03 “If the record does not

show upon face the facts necessary to give jurisdiction, they will be presumed not to have existed. ”

The Respondents failed to recognize Mr. Bey Nationality as a freeman indigenous right to self-

determination for livelihood, wellbeing, giving protection from domestic violence and

government. SEE. United Nation Declaration Rights of Indigenous People Article XXXIII

“Indigenous people have the right to determine their own identity or membership in accordance

with their customs and traditions. This does not impair the right of indigenous individuals to obtain

citizenship of the States in which they live (domicile). ”

The U.S Congress never acquired the authority to regulate the Aboriginal Indigenous

people or the territories.

The U.S Congress never acquired the authority or power to regulate the Aboriginal Indigenous

People. The Constitution is the document by which congress or any of the states derive any

authority. Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 gives congress the power to regulate commerce only, living

people are not commerce SEE. Ibid: Gibbons v. Qgen 9 Wheat 1: 5 Cond. Rep. 562, “Persons

are not the subjects of commerce, and not being imported goods, they do not fall within the

meaning founded upon the constitution, of a power given to congress, to regulate commerce, and

the prohibition of the statesfor imposing a duty on imported goods . The law enforcement officers

are used in such a way that regulates the people in their everyday pursuit of life, liberty, and pursuit

of happiness, unconstitutionally. The fact of the matter is, no crime has been committed here.
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Though the original action has been classed as a crime, it involved no injured party which is a

stipulation set out by the Bill of Rights of the Constitution to limit the power of congress in the

regulation of the people and ruled on by the Supreme Court as the Corpus Delicti Doctrine.

Therefore, any contract that may have existed in the past is today null and void because the people

whom originally made certain agreements were unaware of the total take over by the Union States

which was never disclosed. Such documents like, H, CON, RES. 331 the 100th congress 2nd

session, given honor to the Iroquois Confederacy that set the standard for the Constitution adopted

for the United States of America, also proving certain obligations to the Indigenous people being

therein at Article 1 Section 2 Clause 3 the Aboriginal people being mis-classed as Indian Tribes

and this person requesting this rehearing is direct descendent of the first people in the Americus.

“New Evidence” Notice given to Morocco on January 10, 2020.

The new evidence herewith presented is an authenticated document including certified trust

indenture process to Morocco via the Georgia Notary Department/ Apostille Division and filed

with the Dougherty County Recorder of Deeds and can be found at Document NO. 002485 Book

4488 Page 339-347 filed April 23, 2018 at 09:37a.m. Therewith and herewith given notice of such

treaty jurisdiction existing at the Shore of the Americus particularly North America. This same

document is being serviced on all Parties as Exhibit LI, L2, L3.

CONCLUSION

Let us do recall this case is not of a statutory nature and do keep in mind that no contract exist that

subjects this petitioner to the statutory rules of the United States, or any of its States; but this is

one case arising out of constitutional standards and a 233-year-old treaty (Treaty of Peace and

Friendship 1787 (Old Morocco)) superseding all United States laws even the adopted constitution,

rendering this treaty the Supreme Law of the land. This is not a purposed question of which law is
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supreme, only that a precise separation is made between statutory rule and common law

(constitution, treaties).

Leaving this important matter undecided will give the corporate states leave to violate the rights

of such person’s immune from such statutory rule, this cannot to be tolerated. I Tehib the son of

the Maurs, hereby call on this One Supreme Court of the 9 Justices in whom judicial power is

vested, to grant the rehearing of this case. If this Court refuses to uphold the Supreme Law of the

land, which it is bound to do so, the lower court’s decision will stand and the rights of the

Aboriginal Indigenous people will be continually vulnerable to unwelcomed violations by the

acting local, state and federal governments in all common law territories which they should not

have to be forcefully subject to against their will.

Be It Furthermore Concluded,

Tehib Mahiem EL Bey the Maur/Moor respectfully requests that this Court grant the petition for

rehearing on the merits of this case and because the Aboriginal Maurs have a right to Self

Determination and a right to reject the U S Citizenship in order that we might return to ours fathers

land. This court should demand that the Dougherty County State Court, U S A. overturn this case

for lack of authority and jurisdiction over this person and territory and rule in favor of the petitioner

the true injured party. Therefore, this request is submitted in good faith that all law shall provide

remedy.

Wherefore, Affiant Respectfully Submitted, in ‘Good Faith’, and with Honor Request:

I affirm under penalty of perjury under the Treaty of Peace and Friendship 1787/1836, per Article VI of the Articles of 
Confederation 1778, and per Article VI of the Constitution for the United States of America, that the foregoing is true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge.

UExecuted this day of 2020 A.D = 1435 M.C.Y
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Natural Person, In Propria Persona Sui Juris:
All Rights Reserved and Retained
Special Appearance: Under Threat, Duress and Coercion

;
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AUTONOMOUS AUMAURIKANOS REPUBUIC FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 
THRONATEESKA TERRITORY, ALMOROC, ATLANTIS

In the Supreme Court of the United States

Apostille Order Summary 

Apostille
Trust Registration

APPENDIX G
On Petition for a Common Law Writ of Certiorari 

from the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit 

Presiding Judge(s) No Information for Presiding Judge(s), Case No. 19-
13401-k
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GSCCCA ■ 1875 Century Blvd.. Suite 100 • Atlanta. GA 30345 • (404) 327-6023 ■ http://www.gsecca.org/apostille

«\
l GSCCCA Order Summary\

listed below. For additional information, contact our office atThe GSCCCA successfully completed your order. Additional comments 
(404) 327-6023, or visit our website.at http://www.gsccca.org/apostille.

are

Order Details

50537
APOSTILLE
COMPLETE

MOROCCO

OrderlD:
Order Type:
Order Status:
Destination Country: 
Quantity Requested: 2 
Quantity Issued:
Activity Date:

2
1/10/2020 10:12:21 AM

Requestor Details

Company Name: 
Name:
Address:

TZEDKIYAH EL YAHSHARALAH BEY
717 WEST FIRST AVENUE 
ALBANY, GA 31701

Phone Number: 
Email Address:

Payment Details

Check
Number:

Order
Amount:
Handling
Fee:
Postage:

Processing
Fee:

503929153:26236793351$6.00

Check
Amount: $6.00S0.00

$0.00

60.00

Amount
Paid: $6.00

http://www.gsecca.org/apostille
http://www.gsccca.org/apostille
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Autonomous A1 Maurikanos Republic Society Confederacy
Thronateeska Territory, AI Moroc, Atlantis 

DOJ DIPLOMATIC REGISTRATION NO. AA222141

After Recording Return to:
care of: Al Maurikanos Republic Society
Confederacy
care of: 717 West First Avenue 
[Albany], Georgia Republic [31701] 
Non-Domestic, Without the USA
Thronateeska Territory

DGCft 003382 
FILED IN OFFICE 
6/16/2020 
BK=4714 
EUONME S.
CLERK COURT DOUGHERTY COUNTY

02s01 PH 
PG =156—178 

HULL

THE.

Addendum to Document No. 002485, Book 4488 Page 339-347, filed April 23, 2018, at 09:37 a.m.

RECORDER OF DEEDS, DOUGHERTY COUNTY 

June 12, 2020 

VIA HAND DELIVERY

RE: TRUST REGISTRATION

}Georgia State 
Dougherty, County } ss.

1) TRUST INDENTURE, SCHEDULE A, TRUST MINUTES, SECURITY AGREEMENT
2) NATIONALITY DOCUMENTATION AND PROCLAMATION
3) TREATY OF PEACE AND FRIENDSHIP (Morocco)
4) RELINQUISHMENT OF US CITIZENSHIP
5) TAG REGISTRATION, TAG DESCRIPTION

GEORGIA DOUGHERTY COUNTY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the above and 

foregoing is a true copy of the recorded 
document filed in this office.
> EVONNE S. MULL, Clerk

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
MINISTERSCONSULS
DIPLOMATS”
Article HI, Section 2; Article VI 
United States Republic Constitution 
Treaty of Peace and Friendship 
‘Established Law of the Land’

BY_i
DEPUTY

DATE:,
Federal Question(s):
Constitution, Treaty;
Religious Liberty;
Due Process;
Substantive Rights of Travel, etc., 
Supreme Court Rulings

!

/■'Ty

'6

c\cv r
i s^v3-k\

'/

DOCUMENT OF THE AL MAURIKANOS REPUBLIC SOCIETY, COPYING, CHANGING OR ALTERING IS PROHIBITED 
BYLAW



GEORGIA SUPERIOR COURT 
CLERKS’ COOPERATIVE AUTHORITY

Notary and Authentications Division 
1875 Century Boulevard, Suite 160 

Atlanta, Georgia 30345 
(404) 327-6023

0

APOSTILLE
(Convention de La Have du 5 Octobre 1961)

1. Country: UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

2. This public document
has been signed by CHARLES G MCDONALD

3. acting in the capacity of NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF GEORGIA

4. bears the seal/stamp of CHARLES G MCDONALD
NOTARY PUBLIC 
CALHOUN COUNTY, GEORGIA

CERTIFIED

5, at ATLANTA, GEORGIA 6. the 10TH DAY OF JANUARY, 2020

7. by GEORGIA SUPERIOR COURT CLERKS’ COOPERATIVE AUTHORITY

8. No. 1-588014

9. Seal/Stamp Signature:10.

JOHN E, EARLE 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

Tin's Apostille only certifies the authemicily of the signature and the capaci ty of the person who lias shined the public document, and, where appropriate, 
die identity of the seal or stamp which the public document bears. This Apostille does not certify the content of the document for which it was issued. 

This Apostille is not valid for use anywhere within the United States of America, its territories or possessions.


