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e e T QUESTION(S). PRESENTED = . = . . B,

The petitionéd /defendant, would like to ask and request to the Court
of Appeals may the ground(s) andgrounds presented be denovo reveiw, ack-

nowledged, and determine as stated below =

(A)iesn the ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂﬂ&( /defendant, ask and request to the Court, may .
the pptltidngy - Jdefendant, be entitled to;;as grounds exist; flay

thi-the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT, LETTER OF R@GATORY, REGISTERED DEED P-
OLL, be admissible to be applied in this herein p@b*'whﬁf,ﬁ;?_

(B) .Can the p¢tiiong ./defendant, ask and request to the Court, may
the petitimie -Jdefendant, be entitledttd; as grounds:exist; to
have this pHThaqs’péﬁﬁhn be heard, denovo reviewed, acknowleds:
ge, and determined with the additional documents and motions a-
lready filed, such as the Supsssédess -bund; vaed-e mcﬁ“}ﬁ/bpeﬁmm
stay's/etc., New Trial motion, PonmSh law ert of Error Coram

Nobias, Enforcement liaiblity recovery on the the surety/bond

, and Etc., as required by law.

(C).Can the petih; i e’ /defendant, Bsk and request to the Court, may t-
he ?EH%‘mv&(!defendant, Be entitled to, as grounds exist; to have
permission for leave to expand the record, word limits, page limé
its, 24 lines, and typing and suspend additional rules, as uppn

- of good cause, as to not delay the court, and expedite this appesa
al, as there is more than one case, and all,bases/claims; have m-

. erged into questioning to be argued/reversed/granted in this appeal.

(D) .Can the 4&?&3?%&(/defendant, ask and regquest to the Court, may
the p%ﬁ%ﬁmé?/defgndant, be! entitled: to: as grounds exist; to
have permission for leave, to VACATE - (modify, dissolve,suspen-—
d,terminate.resto;e), all stay's/injunction'g/restraining order-
's/etc., or the like, that the defendant/ ttrt{vmir, did not know
about that was issued by any and all the ﬁ&{ﬁﬁﬂmbﬂﬁyplaintiffs/c-
ourt/or this Court, herein stated, as to fhe 6rders,decision, o-
pinion, and judgments, in the criminal case, child support case,
Tort claim cases, administration cases, and in this appeal, if
the T@§?hﬁkab/plaintiffs/Court/or this Court, issued any stay's
/etc., herein, as all stay's/etc., shall be vacated/dissolved/-
restored, before the determination of the appeal. :h“:,%ik;

(E).Can the p&%%ﬁWQQi/defendant, ask and request to the Court, may ..,
the Appellant/defendant, be entitled to; as grounds ex1st, for "
the Court to review the CONSTITUTION PROVISION INVOLVED;as-the
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perivnes ‘defendant, U.S. Constitutions, U.S. Constitutons Amen-
dments, Nebraska Constitutions Bill of Rights, Civil Rights, De-
claration of Human Rights, Declaration of Independence, and add-
Rights, were all violated and damage, and the rights, priviledg-
es, immunities, and religious immunities that are being violated
as of rigth UNOW', are admissible to be reviewed and to have th-
is criminal case reverse, vacated, and dismissed, and all Tort
Claims granted, and oke..

(F)eThezggrﬂone( /defendant, would like to ask and request to the C-
ourt, May the pttititmés/defendant, be entitled to, as grounds e-
xist; to have a Adwvance Hearing, and vacate/dissolve, all the s-
tay's/etc., that should have not been granted, in the Trial Cou-
rt, as the pch Lwﬂ¥%/defendant, was not notified by the Trial C-
ourt or rﬁﬁmﬁiwﬁ$§la1nt1ffs, and the appellant/defendant, was
not notlfled of any stay s/etc., in the preliminary hearing, cr-
iminal case, ch11d support case, both Tort Claims, criminal hig-
tory case, administration cases, or in this appeal, as all cases
/suits/claims, shall be denovo reviewed in this Advance hearing,
and all cases/suits/claims, shall be reversed and modified/vaca-
ted a5 this-appéat-may proceed-without beeing interfered, Block--

“_m__wed+_nr_hlndered_wlth_any.stayﬂs/mnJunctLen—s%restfainlng—erder—s~

/etc., as this appeal will not be mooted.

(G).The pe\sditaf:/defendant, would like to ask and request to the C-
ourt, may the @@ﬁéﬁﬁw&*/defendant, be entitiled to, as grounds
exist; can the pre11m1nary heralng. and the objection by the p&v
**Q“f‘h/defendant, of vacating the preliminary hearings. [as sho-
wing in the issues presented], be reviewed by this Court, which
the District Trial Court loss (would of lost), jurisdiction, if
the stay's/injunction's/etc., was not granted, and "NOW", since
the stay's/etc., are vacated/etc., the Trial Court should still
loss jurisdiction and/as the preliminary hearindg, was dismissed,
and etc..

{H).Can ?ﬁ*NQJW*V defendant, ask and reqguest to the Court, may the
@ﬁ%rf mti/defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exist; may the
Court review the false testimony, inconsistance statements, per-
jury, contempt of court, vindictive/sham/selective/malicious pr-
osecution, tortious conduct, unprofessional act, and etc., the

pPlaintiffs and plaintiffs witnesses caused as to violating the
BRADY LAW aiid GIGLIO LAW, in the preliminary, suppression, and




trial haerlngs and as in the discovery materials, as to why the
District Court Judge denled the Defendant/WOﬁhﬁﬁfaﬁwj 1mpeachment
motion, which should of been granted, and the Court of Appeals,
shall review the Trial Court record in the B111 of Exceptions of
the officers admitting to glVlng false statements under oath, i-
ntentionally and purposelly, which is a admission to the Civil

Tort Claim case herein, of a admit or deny, and evidence and gr-

ounds of causing Perjury and Fraud.

(I). The pfﬁﬁi@@&i/defendant. would like to ask and request to the
Court, may the péﬁ#fmnéft/defendaht. be entitled to; as grounds
exist; may the Court review the SEPARATION OF POWER CLAUSE, as
to the prosecutor attorney violating both branches and evidence
of the prosecuting witdrawing from the case, and issuing a fraud
motion for stay's/etc., without notice, and review the Trail Co-
ourt of the DISTRIBUTION OF POWER CLAUSE, as the Trial Judge vi--
olated both braches of governments, and causing usurapation aga-
inst the p&ivﬂ?néf,defendant, and enforcing laws and also not e-

nforcing laws under the [Quo Warranto], and executlng ¢riminal

judgments, as the Trial Judge is being a Jud1c1a1 Officer and b-
eing a Exeécutive Officer, at the same time which is v1olat10n of
the Clause, and rlghts being violateéd towards”thé p&@éfhoﬁf/def—
endant, as shown in the record.

(J).The p@tﬁT@nﬁf/defendant. would like to ask and request to the C-
ourt, may the pﬁiﬁfﬁnﬁf'/defendant, may the Court review the NEB#
RASKS DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE, Tax Com1551oner, records and do a
denovo review and inspection of the defendant/p@fﬂ”7@£%3 was pa-
ying Drug-Tax; and had a Drug Tax Stamp, and the p€+HWVhA’76efe*~‘
.ndant, issued the Precipe for subpoena at the New Trial Hearing,
objecting to the P.S.I. Reports, and post—conv1ct10n Relief, and
issued a regular motion for subpoena in the begining of the case
which still should of ‘been admissible, and etc..

(K).The Fm%viﬁW&?/defendant, would like to ask and request to the C-
ourt, may the pﬁ*xﬁhsﬁ’/defendant, be entitled to, as grounds e-
xist; may the Court review the Not Guilty Plea, that had violat-
ed the proceedings of the evidence hearing, suppression hearing,
and additional hearings all being denied, that was withdraw by
the'pﬁtvﬂbn&'/defendant, in the middle of suppression hearing,
which is a abuse of discretion, prejudice, injustice, bias, and

reversal error, caused by the Trial Judge.




(L) .The Qgﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ&é/defendant, would like to ask and request to the C-
ourt, may the @%*@ﬁﬁﬁﬁydefendant. be entitled toi as grounds ex-
ist; may the Court review the Suppression Hearing, that was not
properly handled correctly and plain/reversal error was rendered
and the not gulity plea was withdrawn in the middle of the supp-—
ression hearing, and the hearing was not fully final to suppress
the evidence, or all the evidence, as the extension. was. not. grar
nted and trial started, and the stay's/injunction's/etc., was i-

_ussed, and the ptiWenéi:/defendant, never got 'a proper Suppress-
ion hearing, as required, the Pg&*“ﬂ&ﬂifdefendant would like to
rechallenge the suppression hearing, as to a accurate and effec-

tive hearing without no errors, Or stay's/injuction*s/etc..

tM) .The Qﬁ&@ﬁi&@é/defendant. would like to ask and reguest to the C-
ourt, may the Qietiveté/defendant, be entitled toi 25 grounds e-
xist; may the Court review the p.S.I. REPORT, and examine and i-
nspect the records as to the defendant/@ﬂﬂﬁ%@@&&. presenting ev-
idence and.objecting to the P.S.I. REPORT, and objecting to the
sentencing date, being igssued to early, and the @ﬁﬂ*ﬁwﬁ(;/defen-
. . danty refuesEed fox-the PS: I ;*REPORT TRANSERIPTS; -and-did mot
- ~--—ff“%%?%%¥@*¥§§7@¥%@§9§%P§5—¥9:£9¢9§—99¥f¥¥%fe¥ﬁﬁ¥$vf§ﬁ§egtﬁrﬂabuse‘
of discretion, and constitutional violations, and the Court of
Appeals need these records forwarded, which is a U.S. Const. Am-
end., V, and XIV, Nebr. const. Bill of Right Sec. V and XIV, vi-
~_olation of DUE _PROCESS, and this matter shall be acknowledge.
(ﬁi.EEE“§€$@E§ﬁ%@/defendanil”ﬁaﬁiﬁmi{E"EE"SEE“EH&“EE&HEEEWESFEEE'c-
ourt, may the @gﬁ@&#ﬁ%qu/defendant. be entitled to; as grounds
exist; can the Court review the EXCESSIVE SENTENCE,. as the sente-
nce is a violation of the U.S.Const. Amend., IV, V, VIII, and XI-

Vv, under the Cruel and Unusual Punishment, and Etc., and is to e-

xcessive and do not fit the criteria of the punishment, as the a-
.Fm*@ﬁﬁﬁéﬁdéféndant. had. evidence on record of the Drugi Tax Stamp,
ECCLIESASTICAL COURT REGISTERATION, Tort Claims/Tort Cilaim non—-xr-
esponse, and Etc., which is a Affimative ﬁefense to have the sen-
tence reverséd, vacated, set-a-side, modified, and terminated.
(0).The pEitientl /defendant, would 1ike to ask and request to the Co-
urt, may the Q&Qﬁﬁqhﬁ//defendant, pe entitled to; as grounds exi-
st; may the Court review ™BOTH", Tort Claims, that was withdrawn

from consideration and regquested to be amended/consolidated, with
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the criminal case, and the ptf&hmﬁnm/defendant, would like to r-
quest to the Court, may TBOTH", Tort Claims be accepted,approved,
grantéd, and awarded, and be amended/consolidated with the enfor-
cement liability recovery (cofifiter-claim/claim on bond) on the s-
urety/bond, as to be recovered by(and forwarded to the owner) the
@@ﬁ#ﬁnyp'/defendant, as pursuant to the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT LET-
TER OF ROGATORY.

(P).The Pﬁﬂjmgﬁ( /defendant, would to ask and request to the Court,
may the_Pﬁg#wmﬁﬁw/defendant. be entited to; as grounds exist; may
the Court review the Child Support Order/Judgment, &s. from the D.
H.H.S.,"P.H.H:S. Admin. Appeal Hearing Office, County Court, Dist-
rict Court, District Court Adminiétrator, and the Child Support O-
ffice, as the p&#ﬁﬁwwﬁ(/defendant, vacated all stay's/injunction's
/etc., in all government agenices, and the Pgbé%&&%-/defendant,.h-
ave evidence that requires the child support to be TERMINATED.

(Q).The @ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂnﬁﬁ/defendant, would like to like to ask and request to
the Court, may the pﬁ@ifmﬂau/defendant, -be entitled to; as ground-
s exist; may the Court review all the SEALED? ‘DOCUMENTS; “in all the
government agenices herein, as to a1l the data, records, papers,
order, judgments, and etc.,(as stated in the unsealed documents
involvedi-paragraph) , as to the @f Avﬂﬁi,/defendant. DRUG TAX:'STAM-
P record, P.S.I. REPORT Transcripts, Bill of Exceptions transcrip-
ts, Transcipts, stay's/etc., and in all cases/suits/claims, which
the sealed documents, that was never presented to the gy%ﬁb&aﬁc/d—
efendant, are and -is in violation of the Nebr. Const. Sec. V and
XIV, and U.S. Const. Amend. V and XIV, and the fﬁ#%%ﬂwhé/defenda-
nt, can't receive these sealed document, but shall be inspected,
examine, investigated, and denovo reviewed: by the Court of Appeals

(R) The pkw wnﬁﬁ/defendant, would like to ask and request to the Co-
urt, may the{mﬁykﬁﬁﬂQ'/defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exis-
t; may the Court review, the Cr1m1na1 History Record, in this cri-

minal cases/Clerk Office, as the p?fdwf@éildefendant, tried to ex-

-

punde the record, but was not acknowledge, or granted, and the -
4mqyﬁhm0defendant, showed irreparable harm, damage, and injury, a-
nd the p@béfh@h’/defendant, is aggreived by this record, and would
like to ask for permission for leave to the Court of Appeal, to
expunge the CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORD. -

{s).ThHe Qu*fﬁfﬂ 7 /defendant, would like to ask and request to the Cou-
rt, may the g&%ﬁ&mﬂfz/defendant, be entitled tojas grounds exist;




may the Court review the ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR'S and review the
error's that was had and caused the ?egﬁdﬂﬁf :/defendant, to not
have a effective proceeding, preliminary,suppression, Trial hea-
ring, appeal;, post-cohwviction, termination hearing in child sup-
port,expungment hearing, ameridment hearing, and awarded tort c-
laim reliéf hearing, and additional error' s, that are to be ren-
der reversal error, and etc..

(T).The Q&y%ﬂ“bﬂt/defendant, would like to ask and request to the Co-
urt, may the %ﬁ%ﬁﬁ§§w%/defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exi-
st; may the Court review ENFORCEMENT ILIABILITY RECOVERY ON THE S-—-
URETY/BOND, and review the awarded relief that is required to be
just and fair, with the requeét to be increased, and to amend/co-
nsolidate the (2)-two Tort Claims with this surety/bond, as the
requested relief of $15,000,000.00 (million dollars), shall be
awarded to the @ﬁﬁ%%bﬁngldefendaht. and the @g%@ﬁ@m&f/&efendant,
(3)-three children, EACH, &s required by law and the ECCLIESASTI="®
CAL LAW, as this is a private settlement gond vgtvm stimvlvd check,

(U).The p&*i*ﬂm&fldefendant, would like to ask and request to the Co-
urt, may the gﬁfﬁnﬂ“&(/defendant, be entlﬁled to; as grounds exi-

st; may the Court render a MANDAMUS ORDER, +to compel the Tra;l C-

ourt, to reverse,; vacate, and dismiss the criminal case, issue t-
he levy on the payment (bond/surety), settlement, expunge the CR-
IMINAL HISTORY RECORD, TERMINATE CHILD SUPPORT, Reléase the pgim
{i¢n§//defendant from custody, approve the Tort Claims, and grant
gg;_adﬁrtzenal‘gelleimggggmn ed, and redired By the ECCLIESASTIC=
AL COURT LAW,Gnd & Suparstdea) bomd, thet is haein atreched.

(V).The §£§&%%mmﬁ7dfendant, would like to ask and request to the Co-
urt may the @fﬁ%iéﬁﬂyydefendant, be entitled to; as grounds exist;
may the Court review the "’ - motions in the Trial Court as of

right ®"NOW"7:which the motions may reverse the case also with th-

is appeal, and the Court shall acknowledge these motions, as the

Trial Court could of ruled on these motions before the briefing

date, and before the determination of this Appeal, which this is

the same incident that occurréd last time, as a stay/injunction/

etc., was in the record, as the Court of Appeal have been notified

andd Gvibw tn & 2ideace by the appeland, in thi Count ot Appenl oydie, o Avg %2 Tha was den/td .fy;"hmf-/}
(W) .The pBX, Eﬁsé'/defendant, would like to ask and request to the Co-

urt, may the @&*Eﬁ@mﬁ//defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exi-

st; as a error of the U.S. CONST. AMEND. V and XIV/Nebr. Const.




Sec. V and XIV, was violated, as to the pﬁ%?“WNVE/defendant, NEW
TRIAL MOTION, was fAot doorredtly Handled properly and thé“pz%%ﬁ
tomed/defendant, did not have a fair new trial,; as the District -
Court Judge, did not terminate the notice of appeal, and did not
nullify the appeal , and did not answer the NEW TRIAL MOTION, be-
fore the appeal (as this happen twice before), and the POST-JUDG-
MENT MOTION, was not answered, as shown on 5/1/17 to 5/10/17, 5/-
10/1% to 8/26/17, and as shown on 12/1 /19 *thotwas STILL PENDING,
the District Court did not say no further rulings will issue,_wh-
ich is grounds that the gg¥\ImE’ /defendant, MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL,
’ has grounds to be issued a NEW  TRIAL for further rulings to had
and issued, as the District Court vacated/restored the saty's/et-
and this criminal case needs to be finalize in this Court of

Cer

Appeals. :
{K).The pf¥timir:/defendant, would like to ask and request to ¢ Court

|
!
|
!
! may the ?gﬁﬁﬁwmledefendant, be-entitled to; as grounds exist;
’ may the Court review the order on Nov. 26, 2019, and Dec. 2, 101=
| 9, as the criminal case shall be reversed, vacated, dnd dismissed,
from all the @@%@ﬁ@ﬁ&%]ﬂéfendant, evidence, facts, errors, aruge-
ments, grounds, and etc., stated herein . and the pé@%@iﬁﬁt/defen-
dant, would like this Court to review all the pleadings that was
filed in the Trial Court on April 2, 2019, &s to all the complain-
ts/motions/pleadings/filings/claims/etc., that was admissible to
have all the requestes!'issued, and the pleadings shall be acknowl-
edge and denovo reviewed and reversed and granted with the orders
on Nov. 26, 2019, as Habeas Corpus relief shall be granted.
(Y).The p&&é@&%ﬁt/defendant, would like to ask and request to the Cou-
rt may the @ﬁﬁihﬁﬁﬁ%/defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exist;
may the Court review the ***SSCOPE OF REVIEW ***, and examine and
inspect the abase of discretion caused by the Trial Judge in this
criminal case, as the gﬁ&?ﬁvm&’/defendant. rights were not acknow-
ledged, and the abuse of discretion of issuing the not guilty plea
and the motin for stay/etc., caused all all the cases/claims/suits

to be void,: invalid; and rendered ai-injustice criminal proceeding

that has to be reversed, vacated and dismissed.

(Z).The €§§@ﬁmqﬂ'/defendant, would like to ask and request to the Cou-
rt may the(ﬂﬁa*\dﬂﬁi/defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exist;
may the Court review the traffic stop of the arrest and the disc~-

overy material, from the begining of the audio and videe and ins-
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pect the footage as the defendant/PQ»aiw%f » applied the turn sig-
nal and all tail lights were working properly, the FEﬂfﬁﬂhﬁildefe-
ndat, ask for a lawyer, and stated he is registered with the, ECC-
LISASTICAL COURT, and the officers examined the drug tax stamp, at
4:08 am, and the conversations the officers had with their superi-
or supervisor officer, stated Mr. Mcneil can legally possess what
he has and shall not be arrested for a felony charge, which the o-
fficers did not follow orders from the superior supervisor officer
order (WHICH IS THE SAME AS A TRIAL COURT NOT OBEYING A MANDATE FR-
OM THE SUPERIOR COURT OF APPEALS), an the arrésting officers made
inconsistant statments and violated the FRUIT-OF-THE-POISONOUS-TR-
EE DOCTRINE, as the matter of the traffic stop is illegal, unlawf-
ull, and vindictive, which the arresting officer abuse their poli-
ce power, and the motion for arrested judgment shall be granted,
(BA).The @gﬁﬁéiﬂﬁjdefendant,_would like to ask and request to the Cou-
rt,:may the @@%ﬁ“q“&ét/defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exist
i May the Court review the "FOOTNOTES! and examine,; the necessary
information that is required, protalnlng to the p@&dmvnvf Jdefenda~-
Bttt 11 féqﬁestes and” rlgﬁf§7 to have a fair, adéquate, and effectiv-
e e &Pﬁg&irwasmﬁehhéveTth§“Gﬁﬁrtmof—ﬁppeaiSWto_understand_appeai7
and to prevent the unjustice, injustice:and usurapation the pgt-
figngr,‘defendant, is going agalnst, as there is no cause why this
criminal case is pending, the @tiéuﬂﬂbﬁ/defendant, is totally in-
nocent .and is. automatlcally/afferatlvel;_net yjuilty, and. the he—
rein “FOOTNOTES“ Have aréﬁgﬁéﬁgé, evmdence, facts, thedrles, and
issues to be acknowledge, and the Truth is herein stated in this
?g{ k\gm\a Brief.
(AB).The @%%vh%aﬂﬁ/defendant, would like to ask and reuest to the Cou-
rt, may the @%ﬁﬁkwﬂ%{Ydefendant, be entitled to; as grounds exist
i may the Court review, all the Habeas Corpus,.motions herein fi-
Jed in\the record and as on May 8, 2017 thur april 4, 2019, as t-
he pﬁﬁfﬁﬁn@ﬁidefendant, is entitled to a evidence hearing and a
RELEASE ORDER, the Trial Judge denied all the Habeas Corpus motis
ons, which is a'violation of the IV,V,VII, and XIV of the U.S. C-
onst. amend. and Nebr. Const., and Habeas @orpus shall not be su-
pended, as to U.S. Const. Art. 1,sec. 9(2)., as DUE PROCESS, has
been violated, the excessive sentence shall be vacated, and the
.@gﬁkﬁ@ﬂwﬁ/defendant, shall be immediate released.
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= PARTIES INVOLVED =

The appellant/petitioner/claimant/defendant, in this appeal is = J-
maal Andre Mcneil, #86301, ¢.¢.L.L,. P.O. Box 22800, linclon, Nebr. 68542,
(On behalf the ET. AL., DEVION MURRY, DEANDRE MURRY, ahd DEMARVE-MCNEIL,
2002 No. 37th, Street, Omaha, Nebr., 68111, the . petitioner (3)-
threé' children); Pro'se Attorney for the record, JAMAAL ANDRE MCNEIL, #8-
6301, C.CUTL, P.O.%Box 22%00, lincoln, Nebr. 68542.%

The Appellees/respondants/claimees/plaintiffs, in this appeal is =
STATE OF NEBRASKA, ET. AL., Attorney General, 2115 State Capital, Build-
ing, lincoln, Nebr., 68509.

Lohe ge%%iw%¢'ldefénﬂant; would:dlike toistate. that = the Court of Appeals issued a

order and opinion in the appealccase No# Ar17 463, State V. Mcnell, and stated that " A

FINAL JUDGMENT IN A CRIHINAL ACTION IS NOT THE CONVICTION, BUT THE SENTENCE IMPOSED TH-
EREON, State v. Engleman, 5 Neb. App. 484, 560 N.W. 2d4. 851 (1997)} and if the convict-

ion is not the final judgment, the Trial Court Judge should have not issued a stay on

the Judgment on May 1Q, 2017, when the sentence was not issued yet, and the NEW TRIAL,

.-was-still -pending,—and-the-criminal-actionwas—not final-titl -Aug+ 26720177 even if-a"

.injunction was“issued+_the‘ﬁ%4kﬁﬁmﬁtjde£endant¢ motions. were. issued- first before stay/

injunction/restraining ordér/etc., which puts the trial court judge at a abuse of disc-
retion and fault/fraud, of not answering the Pﬁf@¢mmﬂ‘/defendant, motions first within
the 10 days NEW TRIAL limitations, and before the appeal.

The petvilinic /defendant, would like to: state that = In Case No# A-17-1076/$-17-1-
076, the é@%ﬁ*?@ﬁﬁ%}&éféﬁﬁéﬁi, issued a appeal in this criminal case, and on 10/25/17
thur 11/1/17, the appeal was overruled as moot, and the appeal may have been granted
and revgrsed/vacated the criminal judgment, and the appellant/defendant, was released
from the Dept. of Correction Services, and then rebooked and refinger printed, as the
stay's/etc., may caused the F&%&Jh&h’/dfefendant, not to be released, and "NOW". the
stay's/etc., are dissolved/restored/vacated, ahd thé;péfﬁimﬁﬁ(?defendant, would like
to request to the Court of Appeals may the released be ordered, and may the Judgment

.ti&ﬁg_v€¥éefendant, rief date, as there is no need for deiay, and
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as
no need for the [&@ﬂ@@*_ufplaintiffs, to respond, as the ﬁ@ﬁéﬂﬁlﬁ@?&?ﬁ@ﬂ&%ad is already
in violation of the law of issuing a stay/etc., and the Torﬁ Claim Board not respondi-
ng within six months, as affirmative defense of a default decision/judgment has alrea-
dy been rendered and the Trial Court modifing the order on 11/26/19, and all cases/su~
its/claims have to be modified to be amended/consolidate and granted, and the g%ﬁﬂ%ﬂ&w
& /defendant, is entitled to a corrected judgment and a ECCLIESASTICAL COURT JUDGMENT.




= CORPORATE. DISCLOSURE STATEMENT =

A The appellant/defendant, would like to state that = the Appellant/p-
etitioner own's 100% of stocks, shares, spirit, soul, property, assests,
and etc., of the Corporate Debtor; JAMAAL ANDRE MCNEIL&; and is here to
collect all proceeds, interest, assets, awards, property; and etc., and

would like to discharge all debt, that is necessary, if possible and re-

quired by the Eccliesastial Court.

= ALL CASES & ALL APPEAL CASES =

The appellant/petitioner, would like to state that = all cases/sui-

ts/claims that shall be denovo review herein are stated below =

A).

B).

Cc).

E).

F)-

G).

H) .

I).

The Douglas County District Court criminal case No# CR-16-3742,
300 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam St., Omaha, Nebr., 68183;

The Douglas County District Court criminal preliminary hearing,
criminal case No# CR-16-23223, 100 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam
Sty, Omaha, Nebr., 68183; .

The Douglas County District Court child support case No# 986-4-
25, 300 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam St., Omaha, Nebr., 68183 ;¢120.755
The D.H.H.S. Administration Appeal Hearing Office, case No# 19-
1172, (CIr109210543/986-425), P.0.BOX 94728, Lincoln, Ne.,68509;
The City of Omaha/Douglas County Civic Center, Law Dept., Tort
Claim Div., case No# 066-19, 1819 Farnam St., Suite 804, Omaha,
Nebr., 68183;

The State of Nebraska Risk Management, Tort Claim Div., case N-
o# 2017-17133, 1626 "K" St., P.O. Box 94974, Lincoln, Nebr., 6-
8509;

The Douglas County District Court Offices, miscellanous case n-
of#_ _ - _ _, of the Criminal Histroy Records of the Defendan=- -

ts, 300 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam St., Omaha, Nebr., 68183;
The Nebraska Court of Appeals, 2413 State Capital Building, P.O.

Box 98910, Linclon, Nebr., 68509, of Case(s) No# A-17-1076, A—-
17-463, S-17-1076, A-19-391, and A~19—012201A'Zl’ZOlﬂrlt~Z10
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std 4 A thiir summa e adBoman(t mgtion s h Fié

Contof Agpeud s anse No®A-1Q-0220 abaut ¥at appellant, Jameal A Muned, lheuing a
T — 2 J

wHirmetive dedense

Appdnda-G tne Sistnd Court Crdér on Sept 29, 7020, which denied #he dedendants

mabion s, bt the ardkc chcm?pd whea the dettadant varattd all inpvictions
g, K

Appiadix- H. Cnild Suppect case Mo 481425 jer g 0azi0543 inthhe Distrit (ert, that shell
be tecminated and paidd from thi (a,’(né\rﬁfdéq/fu-f‘ff‘}/ bend and d-‘jcbﬂ:g_@'é'évm J_1‘:‘mvl'a(

A;a‘omdi& -1 Child 5(1;0'{30?"{’ cast (T -20-758Y Jin the District Coul, tha £ shall

i ot teerinatéd sad paid from $he Suaersideas)Sarety bimd aad discharge.
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z RRELZMINARY QUOTE =

The petitiune would (1} |
ol ‘ : . ; S
hove p&rm‘fsé b Le ‘i‘:é w© "f?“’éff and ask the U.5. Supreme Cour? My thé petitlende
715560 For Leave to have alfl Writs heéavd angd daced i g r
Sory, and e Habbas Corpus wei vindeced tugether, if opssible and récss- «
4 abbas Cerpus way ) red bl f . / andnEcgsS-
'f;{'h/;n@- shal b gy‘ﬂ:ﬂi{d tbia . 2Q$ e z@%t)s,(.:. Zﬂ.f_.;‘-f, shall be entitled +o have a b éorin and the pe-
e hiard and angwered. wth :ﬂé; thi vicord and 6dd vl denee and issue subpoenas, gnd qu,v( ., *,?ms
cwith ol Fhe Writs together; as the petiti ; / S el st
Hebrss Corpyns P ‘jJ ; a8 the petitionegpeed 41| P s e ; '
posg 4o f:apdu;'.ﬁ;“ﬁ-s pUPOSE, thé Mandaris gotirtd porpoSe &1 compsl and cte, and riz,h;n {"5’;0,30 Together as the
o p:)“ A. Si;,:n; :he Ce;ﬂor‘ad o+ ita purpese, i redlew the recerds Comm . ‘//‘:;n ;hm 4ot 145 o perr-
e A Fraprids . . . ’ “in 17 ) ¥ L2
e g ) ’);h: Acn!. :f;mr‘ in/mf' have its purpose bscavse Phis mather and jssuc ""s EML' CN‘i’:fyem 507 ¢S
Lt Hie of ﬁgal‘wy 52‘ " ;5 f‘ﬁﬁ;ﬁ hem;_m issut d oo this Coork 4l this Lot 3 +hp opl Cons - th:f;‘&fim‘?’ “l‘"d the
: ) oin 'S YeadTAC 1S ,‘fpkol’.d:n“.‘y and teg ored g o Eng- Ealltialbical Covgf
e 4 .- N . 3 Il pétrtiondyT (4 not . , .
if_;l:‘_;'\'_?e \:fr::;f tf;:f:hhcr.a«: Lt“{.hma‘ history recerd shals bt sxpunac all trgetine, 4::;”;:#“‘“‘_[ \W mprison, duk to pa solé
B! * e I:tf‘(‘:hl:f. & i :“Eatuﬂbt}ﬂj a5 <ll gourts have dored b o )I Ae pétrtin ¢ Showed, the svidany
vt with 4l hid kS peEAIN, 01Eadirgs mations A regtltid, on thg petutimie woud or ot v
’

b it pmedds B mad.‘-f} th & Siarriédéa )y, ‘f‘j,uaﬂ‘fé-,{ and €fL and petits Lo
N lid4s bond crpunm ; . pétitimE&— world 2 e N
Twith Thot ded i, g forty SrOnT, For all regeitid réguirddmenT, tne pei it heve nia;;ff:b?: foont
1

1zs the (f}u?\{éﬁ"tf Coo. . shall acknowledge the Coram Nobias herein filed, as to o—
pen the appeal case Fo# 2-2)-207/S-17-1076, as all the child support motions were fil-
ed, and now since all stay's/etc., have been vacated/dissolved/restored, in the D.H.H.-
S., Coﬁnty Court, District Court, District Court Administration Office, and etc., the
child support is free to be terminated. ‘ .

If the staty's/etc., aren't vacated &ill the end of the expiration of the appeal,
in the Trial Court, the pH{%Q‘mM/defendant, will file another éppeal, after this appe-
al, and the-answer from the Trial Court on the j = _ motions, as the s’l,&ﬁb{%’ﬁgﬁéﬂdefenr‘:a’:

dant, would like to request to expedite all issues, matters, and requestes to be handl-

ed "NOW', within this appeal, instead of the next (second) appeal, to hot: cause a-delay
The the pefg\%f‘iﬂ%f/defendant. will be issuing a reply brief to vacate all stay's/-
injunction's/etc., in this appeal, and -etc., after the fggpﬁ%eﬁ,&;ﬁ"/plaintiff's. file th-

eir ‘D‘(‘\t‘% as this is notice.
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. Lne 4 paf"/defendant,, would like to request for permission to proceed, with this
4§;§£§§,23?ﬂf ., with additional motions that is on record and filed in the Supve¢ Cou-
rt, as would like to ask may some of the rules requirements be suspended/modified, in t-
his VVTR+*, as a good cause is shown, as to expedite and render all matters in all cases/
suits/claims, in one appeal/order/judgment, and not to delay time/and delay the Courts,
as the PgﬁH{mA@K/defendant, is proceeding pro'se and is learning as he goes along, and
just found out about the 24 lines, at the last minute, and if the dﬁipvfwdﬁﬂﬁgrfﬁgs, nee-
d the ?g*;ﬁ§wﬁ&ydéfendant,‘to reissue another torrected Wri-E, may the Court inform/not-
ify the Pﬁ%&ﬁivnﬁc/defendant, with a extention of time, as pursuant to Nebr. Rev. Stat.
6-1519.

The P@Qdimﬁx%/aefendant, did not receive the P.S.I. Report, Bill of Exceptions, and
Transcripts, and did not receive the transcripts from the begining of the case, and the
Pe%@ﬁmﬁéf?defendant, can't point out no error's, find new error's and defects, show doc-
uments, find seal documents, and object to the record, in the proceeding, which is a vi-
olation of "DUE PROCESS? which thefseﬁﬁryn&ﬁldefendant, can't defend or prosecute the c-
ase/appeal, effectively, and the Clerk of the District Court is in violation of office,
and causing prejudice, injustice, bias, and injury to the pc{fﬁfnérVdefendant, "DUE PRO-
CESST rights, which shall be acknowledge bt the Appeals Court, of these records not bei-

ng forwarded.




The Dﬁéﬁimmkﬁ/defendant, didn't receive the transcripts from the CHILD SUPPORT CASE
and the (2)—TWP EPBT CLam from the C}?rk of the CPPPFY/DlStIlCt Cpurt and admlnlstrat—
ion Offices, as these cases/cla1ms/su1ts, shall be amended, to the Criminal cases, as t-
heeg@&“”@?defendant, can't p01nt out no efror' s, defects, show documents, seal document-
S, statements made on telephonic conference, and objections that was on record in the p-
roceedings, which the pﬁﬂ*iW?ﬁé/defendant, can'’t defend or prosecute thése cases, and a-
ppeals adequately, effectively, and correctly, and the Clerk of the County/District Cou-
rt and the Administration Offices of the City of Omaha/Douglas County Law Dept. and the
Risk Management, shall be liable, and is in violation of the Q&fﬁthN%/defendant, "DUE
PROCESSY- and the Court of Appeals shall take Judicial Notice of this matter.

The 9?@*§Vﬂb’/defendant, would like to state that = In appeal case No# A-17~1076/A-
17-1676, the pc*?*ﬂ"V%ﬂ7defendant, issued a appeal on the child support case, with the c-
riminal case, and on 10/25/17 to 11/1/17, the appeal case was overruled as moot. and the
pﬁ*ﬁfmﬁbfydefendant, appeal may have been granted, and terminated the child support ord-
er, with the Judgment vacating the conviction and Sehféncé,.and the stay's/etc., may ca-
used the child support order hot be terminated, and "ROW", the stay's/etc., héve been d-

issolved/restored/vacated, the child support, shall be terminated, with this Criminal c-

ase.

The pthéﬁﬁ&m;/defendant,_would like to reguest to the 6upffﬁw'chﬁﬁ? for a INTERLO-

CUTORY APPEAL to be had (lf necessary), as pursuant to the “DEATH KNELL DOCTRINE, as

. motlon are in the eral Court rlght:“NOW“. and shall be reviewed: by the Court of
Appeals, and the Fﬁ%vﬂﬂwrr/defendant, would like to request to may the Court of Appeals
monitor and watch over the Trial Court, if a mandamus/remanded order, is entered.

2 the Hp?iﬁ{mnhﬂﬂefendant, would like to apply the Nebr. Rev. Stat. 25-2224, if no o-
ther-aéeqﬂaﬁe~femedy~i5wavaiiab&e7-in-the"Appeaiy'and“this“statutE'that”ié“being“présen*
ting to the;Squ?¢n&'Cw~+, shall be admissible for the pﬁ%ﬁ&@%ﬁﬁ/ﬂefendant, and etc..

3$he PN t/defendant, also would like to present the WEST HANDBOOK SERIES FED.
CT. APP. MANUAL FIFTH EDITION BY DAVID RNIBB, for evidence, arguement, and defense for

this appeal, and all the cases,suits/claims, and etc..

The:@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁWEOHEEeﬁdant, would like to oust, eject, op-out, recuse, remove, termin-
ate, and withdraw from the State of Nebraska and declare his indepence, as a right te 1-
ocal self-government, and terminate all contracts, sentence, convictions, orders, judgm-
ents, and debts, as pursuant to the DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE JULY 4,11776, and the E
CCLIESASTICAL COURT LAW.

The pptvtitabé/defendant, do not know 1f the! plaintiff/fEspindonyon téial the Judge
put the stay's/imjunction's/etc., in the criminal proceeding, (and in all the cases/sui-
ts/claims), as notice was giving, so the plaintiffs/f%ﬁffhdﬂ#?Court/State of Nebraska,
shall all be liable and held accountable under the surety/bond, and etc..
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= PRAYER::
The,@ﬁﬁ$ﬁAmﬁ]defendant/petitioner/claimant, would like to pray
5 S y Y
the Svprat gt -+ acknowledge this W {gf)and grants the requested

relief, as required by law and the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT LAWj and as pu-

 rsuant to the Certificate of Good Faith, U.C.C.§§1-201(b) (19).

= PRELIMINARY INTRODUCTION" STATEMENT =

The .{o_ﬁﬁ&f‘mf«{l;’de:‘fendant, is presenting this Appellant Brief, to be

issued on the merits, as g
rial Court Judge order/judgment,

rounds exist for a reversal of the District T-
which is dispositive to this appeal and

= TUALSNICTION =

L0 Cases Froen State Couct

Treidote on wihich the Althraskes Supctmse {cum'“ll(’a','rf‘ of Appeal decided my

Casll 05 \'Toﬁ'}/ 25202t A cpy of that dreision oppfar b aﬁg{ pondx A
Sree denied on the ?ai(sw//rﬁ

A *!ﬁf’*é(\/ petiton for f—ehmﬁ wead tNece o

nd a Cofy ot thi Gwr‘é.‘r‘diﬂ:/!hg

ddrféd : /(Uﬁ tié)/ oz sindd Af)Lrpf 4‘. ny(‘:!‘ &1

s"f»hiég;r;'\ng a1 A@ﬁmdM

dimé 3p Bl 1hé ftne Wea el (Mf%’af;/fh_ whS 37"“*""'_51[

An sit ‘nsicva of

| 8 zo2( on, Dec, &, 202 n Applicatiors A. :

The Supreme Courtoidhetns, is invoked, as pursuant to Nebr. Rev. Stat.
29-2301 to 29-2308, 25-1901 to 25-1937, 25-2728 to 25-2740, 25-1062 to
25-1082, 25-2224, 25-2001 to 25-2009, 49-101, 29-2102 to 29-2106, 29-28-
01 to 29-2824, and the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT LAW, LETTER OF ROGATORY,Gnd

US.80p.C. R, 10 %0\, 20,2\, 22,23,29

+0_gind tacloding Oct.



= OPINION BELOW =

Foc CC} 5 fromm Stote Lout
iThﬁ apinion_of the aeboaska Sepmme Cout/Cout of Appeals

Lappears ok Appendix - A the petition and (5= nas béer
L .

desiﬁm-}ed for_publication butis net yet wparf&d.A

Thhe_opnion_of tae %\ouakr..g(mi'v Bistriet Cond appears at Apptedix

"F\ tihe ne st ond 182 has bem dcemzwl-m o wo ‘u*t'»m

hot 1§ nmert yf—*‘c repaﬂ'eA'

= UNSEALED DOCUMENTS INVOLVED =

THe Supieng Codier e 5Eall do Denovo Review, of all the sealed docu-
ments, data, papers, records, materials, orders, judgments ant etc., ln
all the government offices of the =

°Clerk of the Douglas County District Court, 1701 Farnam St.,300 Ha-
B of Justice,” Omaha, Lincoln, 68111, Case NoFCr=16= 3742/C¥=16-232=
223/C1109210543/986'425 (L 2 O 758‘/ b‘mé A“ eases cn the pqsf/cm"m- [ P:u"fv'r‘)« fﬂ'w"/ﬁ

 SBLHIE. S Admin. ‘GEfice H.O;, P.U.DOA 93“14, L; co1H, Nenr., Case No#
191172;
°Tax Commissioner Office, 301 Centennial Mall S., P.O.Box 94818, Li-
ncoln, Nebr., 68509, Case No# Mcneil;
°City of Omaha, Law Dept., 1819 Farnam St., Omaha, Nebr. 68111, Case
No#006-19;
°Risk Management, 1526 "R" g&. Ste4220, P.O.Bow 94974, Lincoln, Nebr.
68509, Case No# 2017-17133;
and all other respondants/Claimeeg ‘/plaintiff/claimee offices, herein
stated, as all the government have documents that are sealed and need to
be unsealed in all the herein cases/claims/suits, as pursuant to Nebr. Ct.
R. 6~1524(D), and 6-1466 (D} ,and the eriming h-'sf“m’\/ e Cargd ~Feion7§ and misdeameanars



= G_ONSTITUTION PROVISIONS INVQLVED'_, =

As pursuant to the United States cOnstltut1on =

'A:t. I, Sec. 9(2), says -the privilegé& of the Writ of Habeas

Corpus shall not be suspended, unless when cases of rebellion

AArt. IV, Sec. 2(9), says = the Cltlzens of each state shall h-

be entitiled tonall pr1v1eges and 1mmun1t1es of citizens in
in the several states,
As pursuant to the United States Constitution Amendmént--

Amendment I, says==Congress shall make no law respecting and

"establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise

there of, or abridging the freedom of speech, or right of the

people peaceable;

Amendment IV, says = the right-of the people to be secured in

| or Invas1on the public safety may require of;

their persons, house, papers, and effects, against unreasona-
ble searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no war-

rant shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by oath

or affirmance and particularly describing the place to be se-

arched, and the persons or things to be seized;

Amendment V, says -Nor shall be compelled in any persons su-

e -

bject for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of 1li-
fe or life, nor shall beﬁﬁeprived of life, liberty, or propes
rty without due process of law, nor shall private property be
taken for public use, without just compensation;

Amendment VI, says = In all criminal prosecution, the accused

Amendment VIIT, says = Nor shall cruel &nd unusual punishment

shall enjoy the right to a speedy and,public Trial;

inflicted;

Amendment - XIV, says = Nether slavery nor involuntary servi-




tude, except as a punishment for crime where of the party shall
have been duly convicted, shall exist within the United States,
or any place subject to their Jurisdiction;

Amendment XIV, says = No state shall make or enforce any law whi=b

ch shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the
United States; nor shall any state deprivedany person of life, 1li-
berty, or property, without due process of Law; nor deny to any p-~
erson within its jurisdiction th( equal protection of laws.

As pursuant to the Nebraska Constltutlon Blll of Rights =

AR
'

Art. I, Sec. 1,.23 38, 4, 7, g, g, 12 14, 20, 21, 23, 24;

- YY)

Art, VIII, Sec. 2;
As pursuant to the Beclaration of Human Rights =
Art. 1 tO 30;

The appellant/ptltloner, is under all the constltutlon hereln st-

ated and all the hereln constltutlons and artlcles are,‘and was, and is
bemng v1olated by the appellees/plalntlffs/respondants, as Bhown herein
thls motion for summery reversal and shown in the lower District Trial

Court, as the -nj nctio ns/stay s/ est;a;nlﬁg order where put in by

the appellees/respondants/plalntlff's and by the Dlstriéé Trlal Court
which is why the petitioner/appellant shall receive a New Trial under
these U.S. and Nebraska Constitufions beening violated.

The pﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁr'/defendant, has also been viclated by the re$pondants
/appellees under U.S.C.A. §§ Art. I, Sec. I, Art. II, Sec. I, and Art.

IITI, Sec. I, as to the Separation of Power and the Distribution of Po-
wer Clause.

The ptrtiofc/defendant, DECLARATION OF TNDEPENDENCE OF JULY 7, 17-
76, Wa8 violated, by the CBurts and the plaintiffs/appellee.

The p&ﬁ%@hﬁ[&/defendant, RIGHTS TO LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT, iRisfwas/-

were being violated, by all parties and the District Court.




= STATEMENT OF THE CASE/APPEAL =

_ This appeal shall be a 1nterlocutory appeal, as pursuant to the "DEA-
TH KNELL DOCTRINE? ®i/and the 4gﬁ%tW3€’/defendant, Wwould like to ask-for
perm1351on for leave to have a interlocutoty appeal , if necessary, as th-
e gg%ﬁdmoéfi/defendant, would like to give judic¢ial notice to the Hﬁquﬁw%
Okt that there-are _ - ':.0 motions in the District Court that have n-
ot been answered or ruled on, and the forgoing motions that AWaE [ssud: s-
hall be reviewed by this' Court, as to not delay time and/or cause another
appeal to be issued, as the foregoing motions may reverse this criminal c-
ase without this appeal, as the.pgﬂiﬁﬁhﬁ%“/defendant, had to issue/file/di-~
scharge the NEW TRIAL/AND ADDITIONAL MOTIONS, twice or on both accounts,
as applied, and District Trial Judge could,bf answered these motions befo-
re this appeal was ruied on, and the.fm+éFﬂmﬁ¢/defendant, would like to a-*
sk for permission for leave for the 'Ewtrnwdi};.g!.ry. M@}f to issue a mandamus/
order, to the Trial Judge, to answer and rule on the p@ﬁ+ﬁwﬁﬂmotions befo-
re the determination of the appeal, ifr'recessary, and/or have the Pgh%ﬁnﬂ’
motions forwarded to the Court of Appeals, ruled on or not ruled’on, and
have thist'Court rule on them, (as the Wngcgls - motion of the vacating all
stay's/etc. in the child support case, New trial motion, Arrested Judgmen-
t, and etc.,) shall be ruled on before the mandate issue. '

= NATURE OF THE CASE =

The Peh&{&bbfﬁ/defendant, was invalid and unlawfull arrested, by the
Omaha Police Dept./Officers, within the year of 2016, and the arresting
officers gave false testimony in all hearings, as to fraud, perjury, mali-
cious/selective/sham/vindictive prosecutlon, contempt of court, tortious
violations, and etc., within the year of 2016 to 2017, the?oﬁbﬂﬁq#V”/defe-
ndant, had a veid preliminary hearing, a void arrignment hearing with a i-
nvalid not guilty plea was issued and later withdrawn, a void suppression
hearing, that shall be renewed, and had a void andginvalid trial and new’
trial that should of been a mistrial, as the defendant/@%%@ﬁ%QVh'was foun#

.d guilty, on May 1, 2017, a new trial motion was filed, and a error occur-

ed and a stay/injuchtion/etc., was issued, without notice, the Trial Judge
did not rule on the new trial motion, as appeal was filed, and the nofice.
of appeal/appeal was not terminated or nullified. The @anﬂ%ﬁﬂ@ /defendant,
was sentence to 18 to 15 years, the defenddntfpﬁiﬁfkﬁﬁﬁﬁ issued 2 Tort Cl-
aims, as admissible, against the plaintiffs/ap%?&QQ@/ an the Tort Claims

was not answered to within the 6-months extension, disposition, and gave




the(pt&ﬁmwat/defendant, a affirmative defense, to proceed with suit and
to object to the criminal case and etc..

The pﬁ&ﬂﬁwhfjdefendant, issued mulitple motions and filings on April
2, 2019, and was denied, on April 4, 2019, as the defendant/#ﬁb%gmwac, is-
sued mulitple motions again on Nov. 25, 2019, and vacated all stay's/etc.,
and the order was modified, oh Nov. 26, 2019 and Dec. 2, 2019, which neéds
to be dispositive/settiéd/dispose of, in favor of the defendant/Appellant/

claimant/petitioner, with all reliéf granted, &Bs the injunctdonsystay's/es:
tc., were issued without notice, is automatic grounds for a immediate app-
eal, immediate Habeas Corpus,relief, -and New Trial, shall be required.

= STATEMENT OF FACTS =

The ﬁéfﬁwﬁﬂﬁ;/defendant, is entitled to a affirmative denovo DEATH K-
NELL, appeal, as the pfﬁﬁfbvyﬁ/defendant, vacated all stay's/injunctions/
restraining order's/etc.y in all herein cases, as all stay's/etc., were n#
ot giving notice and caused injury, damage, and irreparable harm.

The pgty#mE . /defendant, had a ordered modified on NOV. 26, 2019, and
Dec. 2; 2019, which is grounds for further proceedings to be held and etc.

R _The_m&lﬁpﬁéf‘_,Ldefendant;;:_wo_u“lid-_]:ike—;the;sj:.aj;e_;that:_'BQTB_-'Lo.Lt__Ci:a:ims__ ——

did not respond to or answer within the 6 months extension disposition, w:-
hich is a avoidance and a affirmative defense, which is a objection to the
District Trial Judge Order and Judgment, as to fraud, abuse of discretion,
and etc., and all stay's/étc.,:were vacated in all Tort Claims, as BOTH,
Tort Claims shall be amended/approved/awarded/granted and etc..

" The child “support - case/order shall be terminated; - as grounds- show -th-
e 2 childrén are past the age of 19 years of age, and all stay's/etc., ha-
ve been vacated, the debt has been paid, and this issue shall be amended
with this appeal/case, and shall be terminated.

The pq%ﬂﬁma&f%/defendant, showed grournds hérein this appeal/case as to
why the CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORD, shall be expunge, as the Officers used it
te make a arrest, the prosecutor use it te enhance the sentence, and ete.,
as this record is causing harm, damage, and injury to the defendangéﬁwfﬁﬁgé
¥ ., as the record shall be expunge, as required by the Eccliesastical Cou-
rt Law. The petvkionefdetdint has o affimbbi defre alio shited by ot vespmdin2s in A pppnd ix - g’ “:-

The pﬁpéfWuf“/defendant, shall be immediately release, as all relief
shall be granted and issued in this criminal, as the NEW TRIAL shall be
granted, as it was modified, and further rulings need to be granted in fa-

vor of the f%ﬁ%ﬁgbftldefendant, and- dispose of the’case.




= PROPOSITION " OF LAW, STATUTES, AND LAWS =

e e —on en e ket s b s am i 1 A e e o b o T i i st e e e
s

As pursuant to the Eccliesastical Court, Letter of Rogatory, Registf

ered Deed Poll. shall be applied and applicable to be used by the petiti-

oner/appellant/defendant in this appeal/case/claims herein and herein be#c

low.

As pursuant to the Nebrw-Rev. Stat. 25-21,121 to 25-21,148, Quo War-

ranto, shall applied and admissible for the Appellant/petitioner/defenda-

nt defense and arguements, as the Court shall acknowlédge the Plaintiff/-

appellee's/respondant's, willfully, failure, neglected, and refused the

law of the Eccliesastical Court Law, requested by the Petitioner/defenda=’

nt/appellant.

As Pursuant to the NebrivRev. State 25-1062 to 25-1082, injunction
Law, shall be admissible to be applied by the petitioner/appellant/défed-
dant, as to vacate/dissolved/restore all stay's/injunction’s/restraining
order's, in this herein appeal and herein all the lower court's and admi-

nisrtative offices, and amend/consolidate the bonds with the (2)-;wo Tort
Claims that was issued by the Appellaiit/petitioner.

As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev. Stat. 77-4301 to 77-4301, Tax Commiss-
iongr Rules and Regulation of the Drug Tax Stamp,.and this statute shall
be admissibie to used by the appellant/petitioner as the petitioner/appe-
l1lant had a Béug Tax Stamp during the arrest and was valid.

As pursuant to the N&bE. Rev. Stat. 25-701 to 25-705/Fed. Civ. P. Ru.
£5%b) (2), shall be applicable for the appellant/petitioner to amend this

criminal case with all the other additional cases/claims, as the petitio=

ner/appéllant just issued motiohissrpetdétionés’sanddapptication's fo vacat

ate all stay's/injunction's/etc., in all cases/suit's/élaim's, and a ame-

ndment shall be had to render judgments in all requestes by the petitions

er/appéilant as required by the Eccliesastical Court Law.




As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev. Stat. 42-371.01, Terminate Child Supp-
ort, shall be reviewed, by this Court,zas pursuant to Nebr. Rev. S8tat. 2-
5-2740, Domestic Relation Matter, as the QUPF©W3@ Q%Yfﬁs shall terminat-
e the child support order.inrthhs advance hearing also, as grounds exist
to have the child support grder terminated.

| As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev Stat. 25-200% to 25-2009, Vacate the J=

udgment, shakl be admissible for the appellant/petitiener to vacéte-thé
ciiminadsandecivil child support case order/judgment and etc., as grouids
exist and are shown in this appeal.

As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev. Stat. 29-824 to 29-826, 29-115 to 29--
118, Suppression hearing shall be reflefiovo determined and reheard, as the
petitioner/defendant/appellant is entitied to a new suppression hearing,
as the records shows of a abuse of discretion, and violation of due proc=

ess, and etc., and the new trial motion was also filed with the suppress-

Ebn-motion; that was damage by the Trial Jidge order on Mhynlc, 201;1 as
both the Suppression motion and New Trial motion have to be redonovo rei-
nstated, with a motion to Quash, as pursuant to Nebr. Rev. Stat. 29-1808.

As pursuant to the Watson Law; says = Suggested as possible exceptis
orr the Watson Rule; The decision of Eoclicsastical tribunals might be su=
bject to Civil Court review as the product of PFradd, collusion, or arbi-
trariness!!y As the petitioner/appellant is under this Rule/Law as the p-
etitioner/appellant the respondants/appellee caused fraud and etc..

As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev. Stat. 77-2201 to 77-2215, 25-2916, 77-
~1623, Fed. Civ. P. R. 16 (c) (2), settlement & Agreement, shall be applied
as the petitioner/appellant would to settle all suit and claims, as requ-
ired by law, and the appéllee!s/respondang's are already guilty of fraud,
unprofessional acts, malicious prosecution and etc. and all awarded amou-

nt requested for shall be consolidate/amended in the surétyfbond from the

invalid and void injunction/stay's/restraining order's that was issued.




“and all crimes shall be a civil fine, and th

As pursuant to the 27 §§ C.F.R. 72.11, says.= All crimes are civil

e appellant/petitioner shall
be held only for a civil matter only, which is required for a discharge,

and off~-set, as petitioner is registered with the Eccliesastical Court.

As pursuant to the Watson Law; says = Suggested as possible excepti="
on to the Watson Rule; the-decision of Eccliesastical tribunals might be
subject to Ciwil Court review aé the Product of "Fraud, collusion, or Ar-
bitrariness"!!, As the petitioher/appellant is ynder this issue.

As pursuant to Expungment of Records, Nebr. Rev. Stat. 29-3523(6) sa-
ys = Any person arrested due to the error of law enforcement agency may
file a petition with the Pistrict Court for an order to expunge the Crim-
inal Histrory Record information related to such error. The petition. shall
be fited inithe District Counrt of the County in which the petitioner was
arrested. and petitionef/appellant filed a petition in this criminal case
and ins the Clerk's Office andcwas denied, and petitioner/appellant would
like to pfesent this matter to the Court of Appea%s, to be review and rev-
ersed and granted, as petitioner/appellant ériminal Histroy Records and a-
11 records herein the agenices, corporations, entities, and all government
offices (Nebraska Commission On Law Enforcement)! shall expunge and dispo-
se of éll records,: as pursuant to the BEccliesastical Court Law.

As pursuant to Ekpungement of Records, Nebr. Rev..Stat. 29-3528, says
= Whenever any officer or employee of the State, its agency's or any poli-
cial subdivision, or #%' s agencies; fails: tor.comply with the requirement of
section 29-209, 29-210, 29-3501 to 29-3528, and 81-~-1423 or of regulations
Lawfully, adopted torimplement section = any person aggrieved may bring
an action, including but not limited to ancaction for mandamus, to compel
compliénce and such action may be brought in the District Court. As the

petitioner/appellant presented this matter and claim to the District Court

and was déndied, and the petitioner/appellant would the the Court of Appeals




to review this matter and do a denovo review, inspection and reverse this

order, as the Oméha Police Officers used the petitioner/appellant Criﬁinal
Histroy Records to caused a invalid and void arrest, and the plaintiff/ap-~
pellees used this record to enhance the sentence against the defendant/ap-
ellant, and this issue is éausing injury and damage towards the appellant/
defendant/petitioner and shall be expunge, and as pursuant to the Ecclies-~
astical Court Law.

As pursuant to the West Hand Book Series Federal Court of Appeals
Manual Second Edition by David G. Knibb, Chapter 18.47Page 221 to 222, En-
forcing:Liability on bonds, €hall be admissible for the petitioner/appell-~
ants defense and claim; Chapter 12.1 to 12. 6 page 117 to 137, shall be
adm1s31ble for the appellant/petltloner arguement defenqe, and facts, as
to the post-judgments motions; -Chapter 18.3, Vacating a stay, page 220 to

221, shall be admissible and applied for the petitioner/appellants defens-

injucntion's/etec., and the defendant/appellant is entitled t6 a New Trial
to correct the Errors, as the Trial Court modified the order on Nov. 26,
2019, and futher rulings need to be held and the case needs to be dispose
of iB.f@X@I.Qﬁ‘thg"Appgllant[petitiQner[déﬁendant, as the. merits and. facts
have been provided to the court in this Ay o C&H‘(;a(ér} andt eb¢ and addit-
ional attached motions herein. and the Fifth Edition shall be applied also.

As pursuant to the H.J/R - 192, Public Law - 73-10; shall be applied
and issued to discharge the herein debt by the appellant/petltloner/defen-
dant, as requir d by Iaw. '

As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev. Stat. -2801 et.seq., Habeas Corpus, s-
hall be entitled to the appellant/defendant, to be released from his unla-

wfull confindment, as this matter was presented in the Trail Court, and a

ev1dent1ary hearing shall be conducted, and the excessive sentence shall
be vacated.
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25-2740, shall be admissible for petitioner/appellant to have a hearing on,
the issues for the child support order, as the child support case shall be
terminated, and be amended/consolidated with this criminal case.

As pursuant to a motion for judgment against Public Corporation, Nebr.
Rev. State 77-1621 to 77-1626 (77-1623)7 25-2136 to 25-2169, shall be iuss-
ed against the appellees/respondants herein this matter.

As pursuant to Cases not provided for in this code; procedure;, Nebr.
Rev. Stat. 25-2224 If a cause ever arise in which an action for the enforc-i-
ement or protection of a right, or the redress or prevention of a wrong,
cannot be had under this code, the practive here-to-fore, in use may be -
adopted so far as may be necessary to prevent a failure of justice, and
the appellant/petitioner shall be under matter and shall be admissible to
apply this situation in this appeal and all 1o§er cases/claims/suits.

As pursuant to Quo Warranto Law,¥Nebr. Rev. Stat. 25-21,121 to 25-2~
1,148, shall be applied, as the Appellees/respondants widlfully neglected
and refused to enforce the law of the Eccliesastical Court and etc. the
appellant/petitoner provide to the Courts.

As pursuant to a motion for payment warrant, Nebr. Rev., Stat. 17-711,
17-714, 17-715, 13-903, 16~70%} to 16-731, 23-131 to 23-134, 23-160.1,
23-160,02, 772201 to 77-2215, shail be applied to the government administ-
ration to pay for all cost for the respondants/appellees for compensation
and. reimbursement, recovery on the bond/surety, and all additional claims;

: rrAswpurSUantmtouthe~EmpeﬁchmenﬁaﬁawsiNebrx Rév;;Sﬁat.ZQSrlzll and 27--
607, shall be admissible to impeach the Plaintiff/appellees witnesses, as

false testimony, perjury, contemp of court, and tort claims violation were

committed, and the witnesses testified on the stand at trial admitting gi-

ving false statementsrunder oath.

As pursuant to a motion for action on official bond, Nebr. Rev. Stat.

25-2101 and 25-2009, shall be admissible for the appellant/petitioner to issu-




e 1ién/garnishﬁent/cléim on the wpespondahts bond{$§}rfor compensation
for injuries and damages caused by respondants.
As pursuant to a Action under 42§U.S.C 1981 to 1983, €ivil Right=~
.8 Aﬁts, shall be admissiblé to petitioner Writ-herein as the petitioén=v
er shall have the same rights as a white citizens, and shall be entit-
led the terminate all contracts as to términate the convietion and se-~
ntence contract, and the respondants violated the petitioner ciwhirri-
. ght, and as pursuanthto the Policitical Subdivisdon Tort Claim Act/Mi-
scellanous Tort Claim Act.of Nebraska shall be admissible as Nebr. Rew.
v. Stat. 13-901 Et.Seq., 81-8,209 to 81-8,39.11 and 81-8,294 to §I~8,3-
01, as'géépoééants.;re liable under this statute for all unprofession-
al conduct, malicious prosecution, and etg,, and as to §25~21}184 to

25-21,185.12, 25-20let.seq., neglience and §25-201 to 25-225, Commenc-—

" emnt and limitation of action shall ba applied to the respondants as
they caused numersus fraud and misbéhaviorous acts that is'under”this
statute and petitioner is within the time frame to be admissible issu-
e these claims, §25-21,241 to 25-21,246, Public petition and Particit—~
iQn,“shallmapplyainatﬁisiméﬁteikﬁoxhthe»péti@ienerkaﬁguemehtsy-§@5&®&é
;201 to. 25-21,218, Adtion in which the State of Nebraska is a party s-
hall be appliéd and amended with the additional claims, §29-4601 to 29
-4608, Unlawfull and Wréngfully Convicted and imprison, shall be appl-
ied to the petitioner as the petitioner 'shall be entitled to compensa-
tion and reimbursement, §U.C.C. 9-102(a) (13), shall bs:issued to the
petitioner for business damages as the petitioner had a successive bu-
siness under §77-2381 to 77-4316, §25-908 to 25-910, 25~201let.seq. un-
der Quantum Mertuit, shall be for the petitioner to be reimbursed by

the respondants as thétrespondants benifited from dbusihg. the petitio-

ner.
= 12 =-
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As pursuant to ﬁeﬁfaéé; ﬁévised S£atu£e 25-1956;'Appéal inﬁunctioﬂ
};caﬁse advanced; when - says 5 "In ali actions in which a temporary i-
njunction has been éranted'and entefed in the District Court, which or-
' der ailowing the tempofary injunction is or has been superseded for by
law, and in which action the trial Court, on the Merits, determine that
the 1njunct10n not to be granted and a permanent 1n3unct10n was refused

in such action, such cause shall be advanced by the Court of Appeal/Su-

preme Court for hearing] as the Appellant/petitioner is entitiéd”to a

édvanced hearing with this ;Suﬁﬁﬂht;CM&fﬁkﬁvefn ﬁﬂd;as there is no need
for a delay.

As pursuant to nebr. Rev. Stat. 25-1916 (1) to (4), "Appeal; super-
seded; cash or bond; effect, pndertaklngs, amount, terms, and conditio-
ns; effect o£~hav;ng corporgfe sufety,’ls admissible for the petitioner
/%ppéllapt to issue a claim for damages, recﬁver on bond/liaility/sure-
ty, and to be entitled to bé compensated for thé stay's/injunctions th-
at-was ineffect, and to'be determined and approved by the *5&?}1p¢pacf;
fuw%' of the petitioner/appellants requested awarded amount.

As pursuént t§ Nebr. Rev. Stat. 25-1902; Final order - defindéd; -
says" = An order affecting a substantial right in a action, when such
ofder in effect determines fhe action. and prevents a judgment, and an
order affecting a substantial right made in a special proceeding~-or up-
on summary appiication in a‘% action after judgment is a final ordér wh=ot
| '1ch may be vacated, m odifiéd'dr reverse, as provided} and the Appellant

/petitioner judgment on the New Trial motion was prevented from being
| granted by the. respondants/plaintiff/appellees and District Trial Coutt
order of a injunction/stay/restraining order,—was issued and shall be
vacated; reversed, modified,‘and restored in this,-ﬁﬁﬁ%’(ﬁfféf%;wéf, as

the petitioner/appellant rights where affect, final order was affected




se of discretion.or no hinder/deprivation/usurapation/ and etc.

final order was affected, and the petitioner/appellant/defendant shall
be granted all relief.
As pursuant to Nebr. Rev. Stat. 29-2102 New Trial - Affidavit says

= (3) Vacate and set - side the judgment and release the person from cus--

tody or grant a New Trial as appropriate" which the petitioner/appellant/

defendant is entitled to the New Trial releif}
As pursuant to Nebr. Rev. Stat. 25-19187 Appeal bond; approved, by

whom made; shall be applied and admissible for appellant/petitioner.

As pursuant to Nebr. Rev. State. 49-101, 25-525, 28§§U.s.C. 1651(a),
{b), shall be admissible fer a Common Law Writ &€rErrdr-Ceram Nobias, as
all cases/suits/etcshall be reopened denovo reviewed, and redetermined.

As pursuant to Nebr. Code BfnJud1c1al Conduct §§5-302. 11(A), 5-303 (-
B} {7), Nebr: Judicial Ethics Committes ‘Opinien” 08-3, Cannon 213 2009, W-
484368§§5-202 to 5-203, Nebr. Rev, State 24-724et. seq., as the distict co-
urt Judge shall be removed from this criminal case as the defendant/appel—
lant, can have a proper and adequate and effxcxent hearlng w1thout no abu-

As pursuant to Fed. App. P.R. ‘2, 32(e), and Neb. Ct. R. §§6-1518,
sﬁall‘be admissible Upon Of good cause, Files may be’ suspended in"a parfi-
cular instance in order to aveid a manifest lnjustlce and etc..

As pursuant to Nebr. Rev.istat.29-2308 Reduttion of Sentence, (1)In
all criminal cases that now are or may hereafter be pending in the Court
of Appeals or Supreme Court; -the Appealsi€ourt may reduce-the sentence re-
ndered by the District Court against the accused when in its opinion the
sentence is excessive.

- 1

‘As the Arrested Judgment'ﬁotion that .is in the APPENDIX - g, which 3§ Shegag - in t-
he Trial-Court, shall be granted wii':h the New Trial Motion, as the charge don't constit-
ute as a qffense, and the Arr.ested Judgment, motion herein attached shall be granted by
£he F>~crﬂnt Lok, )

T
3 b ‘I:!\ o N ok I 2 N Ny JERC ST PR W <
A1l the Zocuments stated in the APPENDIY — A to ¥, are admissible to be evident for

the p&tv e I-d’&fendant. burden of proof,

The child support case no# CI109210543/986-425, also had stay's/ete., that was vac-
ated/restored/dissolved, by the @'HYY{ {wéf f/defendant, with a attached Coram Nobias, and a
request. to.aménded the proceedings, and the Trial Court Judge in the child support case

have not answered, but the Trial Court judge in the criminal case have answered, which,

is still admissible to have the child support case terminated.




The

= ISSUED TRIED IN- THE-€COURT BELOW = - - -~ -

Peﬁ&&&%ﬂﬁ/defendant, praselted facts/evidence/the burden of pr-

ocof /subtantial arugement/affirmative defense/errers/discretion/etc., to

the District Trial Court, as required by law =
.« ++ Fhe issues: and:pdebdings that was presented before Trial was =

i+

I+

The

- Theé defendant presented being regiétered with the Eccliesasti-
cal Court; ,
withdrawihg.-aiNOT GUILTY PLEA that was issued under a misunde=
rstanding, that cause errors in the criminal proceeding;

The defendant presented having a DRUG TAX STAMP, that was adm-
issible; ‘ '

The defendant presented a MOTION TO SUPPRESS, which was void
from the invalid not guilty plea;

The defendant presented a MOTION FOR SUBPOENA, which was void
from the invalid not guilty plea;

The defenddnt presented a MOTION FOR EVIDENCE HEARING, which
was void; from the not guilty plea;

The defendant presented a motion to return property which was
denied 3 times and void from the not guilty plea;

Additional motions were filed and issued, as shown in the tra-
nscripts, and were void;

The defendant had a suppression hearing but was void from the
not guilty plea, as the defendant withdraw the not gulity pl-
ea, in the middle of the hearing, and change the proceeding,
and the hearings had errors in it, that need to be corrected;

issues and pleadings that was_presented at trial:

-]

The

All motions, pleadings, and filings are in the transcripts;
issues and pleadings presnted within 10 days of the New Trail:

The defendant presented a motion for a new trial, arrested j-
udgment, pracipe for subpoena, informa pauperis, suppression,
vacaete, habaes corpus, expunge, coramnobias, and etc.

The defendant was not notified of the stay's/injunction's/etc,
at this time, and everything became denied as moot;

Appéalswas filed as to case No# A-17-463;
issues and pleadings presented after the New Trial hearing:

o

The defendant presented a motion to object and vacate the pre-

liminary hearing;
The defendant presented a motion to object to the P.S.I. Report




and hand delivered to the P.0., and mailed documents to the
clerk/court, of presenting evidence;

Appeal was dismissed as to case No# A-17-463, mandate was for-
warded, and the Trial Court denied all motions, as to the void
stay's/injunctions/etc., that was issued;

The issues and pleadings that presented after the judgment:

The defendant persented all the same motions after trial: and

L3 3 ] ‘.'l.\. ‘_l
were all denied, and child suppeort was reinstated at this tim

0

The defendant persented a motion to return property and was g-
ranted, but was denied in all other hearings, and the prosecu-
ting attorney was going to keep the defendant funds, but didn-
t because the PH&RV“EF'/defendant, presented evidence of the
TAX COMMISSIONER records, the funds would of been giving to
the prosecuting attorney, as to forfeiture, and this is a aff-
mative defense .s to why the Appellant/defendant, shall be re-
leased, or should of been released when the funds were release;
Appeal case No# A-17~1076 and S~i7-1076, was issued;

Appeal Case No# A-17-1076 and $-17-1076, were all:overruled;
The defendant presented avpost-conviction motion anc'was: denied;

-~2~4Théwdéféﬁ&én£"pfesehtea;muitipiemmdtioﬁ“wtfﬁiﬁ“Kﬁgt“2017‘fﬁ'Méy“ o

2019, ; ,
The defendant presented multiple motions on April 2, 2019, whi-
ch as to all complaints/claims/suits/amendments/coram nobias w-
as issued and to reopen the cases and etc., and was denied on
April 4, 2019;

Appeal case No# A-19-391, was issued, and dismissed;

The defendant presented a notice and motion to vacate/restore/
dissolve all stay's/etc., Motion for New*Trial, Claim for Dam-
ages, Vacate, Coram Nobias, Subpoena, etc., and was MODIFIED on
Nov. 26, 2019, and Dec. 2, 2019, (as both Notice to appeal was
issued); '

He

By

nd was denied on Dec. 10, 2819;
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Appeal Case No# A-19-01220, was issued, and Ay@p&w{ Cast /"F#A'“‘Z‘)"

The defendant presented motions in the Trial Court, to be issu-

ed after the stay's/injunction's/etc., are dissolved/restored/
vacated, and the mulitple motions WErE all demied

H
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= SCOPE OF REVIEW =

The pﬁ%vhﬁﬁﬁi’/defendant wohdd like the Court of Appeal to scope the

review of:

*khk: T % % %

The District Court Trial Jﬁdge, caused a abused of discre-
tion, of not denying the plaintiff/appellee motion for a stay/-
injunction/restraining order/etc., on May 10, 2017, whether no-
tice or no notice is required, it still cause injury, damage,
and violation of the U.S. Const. Amend. I,1r,111x,1Vv,v,VIL,VII1I,
and XIV, and the Nebr. Const. Bill of Rights Art. 1, Sec. I,II,
111,1Vv,Vv,VI,VIII,..and XIV, rights torwards the defendant/petit:=

ioner/appellant ; and the sentence is a excessive:sehtence.
* k% II * % %

The District Court Trial Judge, caused a abused of discre-
tion, of not ansveringithe!defendant/appellant new trial moiti=
on before granting the plaintiff/appellee motion for stay/inju-
nction/restraining order/etc., within May 1, 2017 to May 10, 2-
017, as the new trial motion was filed and issued first.

.

* %% ITXY * k%

The District Court Trial Judge, caused a abused of discre-
tion, of granting the plaintiff/appellee, motion for a stay/etc
., when the conviction order was not the final judgment, which
is a error, defect, and injustice, as the plaintiff/appellee,
stay of judgment order, shall have not been granted on May, 10
. 2017, and the stay/injunction/etc., that was issued on May
10, 2017, was invalid and void, and caused a violation of due
process as pursuant to the U.S. Const. Amend. V,VI, and XIV, a-
nd Nebr. Const. Bill of Rights Art. 1, Sec. V,VI, and XIVy rig-
hts, torwards the defendant/gppeilant, and torwards the prosec-—
ution, and all Appeals in all Appellate Courts,_and the senten-
cing judgment is the final order/judgment, that was suppose to
be stayed/etc., not the conviction order judgment.

* %% IV~***

The District Court Trial Judge, caused a abused of discre-
tion, of not:acknowledging the PRELIMINARY HEARING, was reopen-
ed; reversed, vacated, -and dismissed; and the Trial Judge did -
. not have jurisdiction of the criminal case before sentencing a-

= 17 =




nd this case shall be denovo. reviewed, .and renewed, at the
PRELIMINARY HEARING stages or the New Trail proceedings.

*kk . v * kK

The District Court Trial Judge caused a ébused of discreti-
on, om not acknowledging the plaintiff/thAHMﬁZ witnesses caused
perjury, fraud, and unprofession conduct and acts, that the Tri=
al Judge should have gramted the aerenuants/?rfd;w¢<, motion for

impeachment and etc., as the BRADY v. MARYLAND LAW/ETC., was vi-=
olated.
*kk YT kxkx
The District Court Trial Judge ©aused a abuse of discreti-
on, of not granting the New Trial motion on Nov. 26, 2019, as
the criminal judgment is void and invalid, from after May 10th
2017 whlch the defendant is still entitled to a NEW TRIAL HEAR-

iHG on the merlts and/or PRELIMINARY HEARING and/or all relief
be issued and granted.

* k% vII * k%
The District Court Trial Judge caused a abuse of disecreti-

~-0h;-0f-not--granting - theBOTH - Tort-Claims ~“issued” by the petltlo—"
ner/clalmant/appeallant, after BOTH withdrawal from considerat-
ion, and vacate alil stay's/injunctions/etc. all have been issu-
ed and all requested awarded relief should have been granted.

Rk * VIII .***

The District Court Trial Judge caused a abuse:'of!discreti-
on, of not granting the petitioner/appellant request of expung-
ing the CGRIMINAIL HISTROY RECORD, after the request been reques-
ted numerous of times, as being requested NOW.

***"'IX * % %

The District Céiurt Trial Judge caused a abuse of discreti-
on ~nt g MTIDALT REA M AT s

r OF HOC LORMINATIRG the child support order as the children
are past the age of (19)-nineteen Years of age and etc..

kkduyg kkk

The District Court Trial Judge caused a abuse of discreti-
on, of not AMENDING/GONSOLIDATING, the cases/claims/suaits, in
this criminal case; on April 4, 2019, as not AMENDING/CONSOLID-




ATING the child support case, BOTH Tort Claims, awarded relief
. with the surety/BONH/recovery on the BONOD/enforcement liabili-
ty on BOND/counterclaim on BONE/=claim on BOND awarded relief,

and etc..,w'\& ad % W Suphrdedéad bimd.

k%% YT, **%

The District Court Trdat Judge €Gause a abused of discreti-
on, when the Trial Judge abuse the DISTRIBUTIGN OF POWER CLAUSE
, of being.a Judicial Officer Judge and. then Bxecuting a inval=¢
id and void Judgment, and not acknowledging therpetitioner/app-
ellant/defendant request of p;esenting the SEPARATION OF POWER
CLAUSE, against the plaintiffs/appellees/respondants, and etc..

* k% XII * %%k

The District Court Trial Judge cause a abused of discreti-
on, when willfully, refusing and neglecting to enforce the ECC-
LTESASTICALCCOBRT, LETTER-OF: ROGATORY," REGISTERED.DEEb~p0LL;:as'
pursuant to the Quo Warranto statute, and the Appellee/plainti-
ff/respondants/Trial Judge, denied to acknowledge the Appellan-
t/defendant/petitioner GOD GIVEN RIGHTS., and the defendant/pet-
itioner RIGHT OF LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT, which the Habeas Corpus, .

shall be admissible and applied in this herein Appeal.

k% YXITT *k%

The District Trial Coﬁrt Judge caused a abused of discrets
ion of not rendering a Mistrial, as there was no evidence to c=
onvict the defendant and the charges were insufficentj as a mos=
tion: forudrrested judgment should have been granted, as the ve-
' rdict that was annoucned by the trial judge was void, the defe-

ndant/pehtEmé”, shall be entitiled to a ADVANCE HEARING, as i~
. he Stay’ s/injunction/restraining order/etc., shoild have not b-
een granted as not"NOTICE", was giving and interfered w1th the
prosecutions/proceeding and all stay's/etc., shall be vacated/
restored completely, and the defendant/pﬁh%ﬂ&ﬂwh, is under the
litijeberg Test, Brady Rule, Watson Rule, Bailey Rule, Halper
Test, and the Good Faith Exception, as all cases/rule/testes s-
hall be acknowledge and applied, and the defendant/petitioner,
presented a subpoena motion, to the TAX COMMISSIONER, %o Forwa-—

rd defendant/petitioner, tax record, as the defendant, it




taxes was and were paid, and the defendant/PﬁfﬁxvﬁN‘, should be
exempt and immune from government usurapation as the Qgtﬁﬁmqﬁ’/
defendant, is "NOW", utider "DOUBLE TAXATION" and "DOUBLE JEOPA-
RDY", as all "CRIMES ARE CIVIL"  and "ALL DEBTS SHALL BE DISCHA~

/Jf RGE; - "DOLLAR FOR DOLLAR!*and by the Trial Judge not suppress-—

ing all the evidence at the suppression hearing/and new trial
hearing, (Whether or not a pracedpe for subPbena or a subpoena
motion, was issue as long a subpoena was issued), caused the c&*
hild support to be _reinstated, and caused additional cases/$u1~

ts/claims, to commence; merged, and snow-balled, into this mat-
ter, and all cases/claims/suits, shall be amended, which the a-
ppellant/defendant, is entitled to a "BOMESTIC RELATION MATTERS
7 £6 terminate the void @mdgr.of Ciild Support, and a undertak-
ing hearing to recover on the ﬂEEEORCEMENT LIABILITY ON THE SU-

RETY/BOND"FEn requlred awarded amownt (AND AMENPED WITH TORT C-

LAIMS), tﬁ the Dﬁﬁéﬁdant/clalmant/anpellant/oetltloner. and the
claimant, (3)~THREE, children, as herein requested, as required
by law and the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT LAW.

= SCOPE OF REVIEW OF THE DEFENDANT LIFE HISTORY =

_ ThegjﬁﬁWm%N' /defendant, was born in the State of _NEBRASKA, asd zesi-
des in the Douglas County, City of Omaha, and is at the age of 42, has 3
children, all gentleman, the @ﬁ%YVWW&f/defendant finished school in the
11th Grade, and got his GED, attended college a few times, has a good emp-
loyment history record, and has employment lined up when confindment is te-
erminated, and has a place to live when released is had.

The aefendantlgkﬁﬁ&mmﬁﬁj is not on medication, do not do drugs, is w-
ell milddmannored, is in good health, PAYS TAXES TO HAVE RESPECT FOR HIS
CITY, COUNTY, STAWE, AND FEDERAL GOVERNMENT, AND CONTRIBUTES TO HELP WITH
GOVERNMENT FUNDING, has no misconduct reports/or no bad behavorial probl-
ems while at the N.S.P. Department of Correctdéons, and is not a threat to

the public or society ard hds good plans for the future, his family, and

helping his community grew, as the defendant/appellant, is registered and
employed with the ECCLTESASTICALWCOURT, and is "ORDAIN? By the "LETTER OF
ROGATORY, REGISTERED DEED POLL.




’ = VACATION OF ALL STAY'S/INJUNCTION'S/RESTRAINING ORDER'S/ETC. =

3 . .
The49&ﬂ%ﬁﬂx&(“/petitioner, would like to vacate (modify, suspend, di-

’ ssolve, restore), any and all stay' s/injunction's/etc., in all cases, su-

} it's, clalm s, and in this herein appeal, as all cases, ¢laim's, and sui-

t's are stated below =
A). The Douglas County District Court cr1m1na1 case no# CR-16-3742,

i 300 Hall of Justice, 1702 Farnam St., Omaha, Nebr. 68183;

B) . The Douglas County District Court criminal preliminary hearing,
criminal case no# CR-16-23223, 100 Hall of Justice, 1701 -Farnam
, Omaha, Nebr. 68183;

| C). The Douglas Céunty District Court child support case no# 986——
425, 300 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam St., Omaha, Nebr. 68183££ﬁ2é§7

E). The D.H.H.S. Administration Appeal Hearlng Office, case no# 19-
1172, (C1109210543/986 425), P.O.Box 94728, lincoln, Nebr.685097

F). The City of Omaha/Douglas County civic Center, Law Dept., Tort
Claim D1V., Case No¥ 066-19, 1819 Farnam St., Suite 804, Omaha,
Nebr, 68509;

G) . The State' of Nebraska Risk Management, Tort Claim Div., Case No
#2017-17133, 1626""K" St., P.O.Box 94974, Lincoln, Ne.,68509,

H) . The Douglas’ County District Court Offices, miscellanous Case no
$# - _ _, of the Criminal Histroy Records of the defendants,
300 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam St., Omaha, 68183;

T) . The Nebraska Court of Appeals, 2413 State Capital Building, P.O.
Box 98910, Lincoln;~Nebr., 68509, case No# ArlS-OlZZO,am!A"ZV@OV

All stay's/injunction's/restrainin order's/etc., shall be vacated (M-

odified, suspended, dissolved, restored), in all the above cases/suits/c-

| laims, and if any stay's/etc., were issued again on Nov. 26, 2019, or af-
? ter Nov. 26, 2019, by the plaihtiffs/ﬂ%gymékmfu; or by the District Trial
| Judge,small be vacated and void and invalid, as the appellant/petitioner/d-
efendant was not notifed, and the P?ﬁ*imm&&/petitioner objected to all t-

he stay's/etc..
ALL STAY' S/INJUNCTION S/RESTRAINING ORDERS/ETC., SHALL ALL BE VACAT-
ED IN ALL APPEAL CASES NO# A-17-463, A-17-1076, A-19-391; S-17-1076 AND A-2§-coi

A-19-01220, AS THE APPELLANT/DEFENDANT, WOULD LIKE TO REQUEST TO THE SU™

PrErt (ot obIITo




= ASSIGNMENT OF ERRORS =

The District Trial Court Caused a error, in not granting the multip=
le motions on Dec. 02, 2019, as the District Court Trial Judge modified
the order on Nov. 26, 2019, which the Trial Judge should of let the defe-—
ndant/appellant/claimant/petitioner proceed with the multiple motions and
claims, whether or not stay's/injunction's/restraining order's/etc., were

‘vacated/restored, as the petitioner/defendant/claimant, should of been a-

ble to proceed with the suits/chai ms, that was withdrawal from considera--
tion, and presented in the herein criminal cases, to be amended/éonéé&id—
ated, and be amended/consolidated with any and all surety/bonds of the r-
equested awarded relief, as required by law, and if the District Trail C-
ourt Judge modified the order on Nov. 26, 2019, the Trial Judge should of
had modified the order on Dec. 02, 2019, 43 o Fiwar ULl Febud, 10U
" The District Trial Court ¢aused a error, in not acknowledging the

plain+iff/{£5yW44ﬂ@5being in violation of the Brady v. Maryland, and Gil-
igo v. U.S., law, and plaintiff's/appellees, shall be Impeached and term-
inated from the case, as to the matter of perjury, false testimony, cont-

empt of court, w1thhold1ng evidence from the Grand jury/court, _and fraud,
being issued to prosecute the defendant/. '

‘The District Trial Court caused a erfér, in not acknowledglng the
plaintiéf's/rﬁgmh&add causing a Separation of Power and Distribution of
Power, against the ﬁefendant/gﬁvfwu/’“, in this criminal case.

The Trla& Court caused a error'd, in issuing a notAguil ¥y plea and
caused the preceedlngs to a malicious prosecution and all the defendant#
ggﬁ#h@awﬁ, motions were void and invalid.

The Trial Court error'd in conducting the suppression hearing wncore
ectly, as the not guilty plea that was not requestedito be issued, caus-
ed the suppression hearing to not function accurate ana\the suppression
hearing was corrected before the trial but was not clearx of the 30 days
of the appeal expiration to have eve rthing suppress, and the P%mﬁw@?”*!
defendant, corrected the suppression hearing within the MOTION FOR NEW
TRIAL, but the stay's/etc., were issued, and made the suppression heari-
ng invalid and void again.

The Trial Court &rwor'd in not EXPUNGING the CRIMINAL HISTORY. RECOS
RD, as the defendant/?é*%ﬁﬁw@” showed grounds and evidence of injury,
damage and harm being committed by the CRIMINAL HISTOQORY RECORD, being
used by the government agencies and entities.




The Trial Court error'd in not impeaching the officers fales test-

imony and false statement's, and lied stating Mr. Mcneil automobile

back light's where not working, which this matter is a error, and
the officers also used the petitioner's Criminal History Record

to ‘harrass the petitioner as to issue the petitioner criminal history

shall be expunge and terminated, as the petitioner showed® this court

that this court that the criminal history record caused injury to the

petitioner's life, and the petitioner has God Given Rights establish~

ed by the Eccliesastical Court, to not be detain, harass, imprisbhed,

arrested, investigated, and all license granted, records shall be ex-

punged, and etc., and this ' . Court, :5hadll revieéw the record, aud*

io, and video in_the trial.qpqrtuq15¢qvery, as the petitioner made s* °

tatements of requesting for a lawyer, did not consent to be searth, a-

nd stated that he is registered with the Ecclelsastlcal Court, and sk

howed hi§ tax stamp, as the omaha policer officers dld ‘not acknowled~

ge the petitioner status, and plain error and defect to this caes and

in this .. court.
The trial court error'd in not acknowledging the defendahts/pet-

itioners perliminary hearing that was vacated and reversed, as the d- ~

efendant/petitioner brought this isste to the trial court befors sen-

tence, and the preliminary hearing case No#:'Cr-16-23223, should‘bé an

should of been dismiss, aS.defendant/petitioner vacated the case wit-

hin 6 mohths;as pursuant to the motion to vacate stattite, as the case

should of never been bonded up, as the petitioner showed evidence of

the tax commissioner records, false testimony,and etc., and the prel#

iminary hearing was modified to a dissmissal, in .the county court but

the district court never modified the judgment of a dismissal in the

district éourt which i¢ a error, and trial court loss jurisdiction to

proceed with the crimiﬁal case, and the sentence daté should of never

shall review this issue o6f the prelim-
= 23 =
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-inary hearing, as this is a violation of the defendant/g&% 4ﬁﬁﬁﬁ, const-
itutional rights, due process and etc.,
The Trail Court error'd in rendering a P.S.I. Report, when the Trial

wasrhot finished, and the Trial Judge should have entered the P.S.I. Reps=ri

ort after the tem days of the triail being over with and after the clerk

file stamp and after the motion for new trial was over with and expired
and the @%%ﬁﬁﬁxwz‘defendant never had a fair trial, as P.S.I. R&port ca-
used & violation of Due Process and Right of the Accused, as the P.S.I.
Report Court Date was not admissible and inter&éred with the defendant /..~
@E%\\W\N* trial and New Tiial, as the trial and New Trial was not final-
ized, and the P.S.I. Reportcourt date was not requested by the defendant/
FmﬁrMJ\ﬂt, and if the P.S.I. Report court Date was waived or not issued
the conviction would of been vacated, by the New Trial. As this matter

shows it is too many laws that are in conflict with each other, that causss

ses error's, as this P.S.I. Report court date caused a error by being i-
ssued too,early, the €rafl judge-should of issuéd the P;S.I. Report ‘durs
ing the suppression hearing if that is the case. .

The Trial Court caused a erro#®ddin the P.S.I. Report and as pursua-
nt to 18§§U.S&S.G. 6A. 3(a), the P.S.I. Report rules, the defendant/: : -
llant, can present evidence to the Courts or the. Probation. Officer, and -

the defendant/@&M*wﬂﬁf p Hhadd dellvered the probation officer paperwork

of documents of evmdence, “and maa&édwthe“C&erkeéfathe Dlstrlct Court the
same documents and evidence, the Trial Court sealed the documents and d:=2

id not knowledge the evidence eénd documents, as the conviction order sh-
ould of been dismiss and vacated and sentencing date should of never be~
en issued or had, gs this matter was a abuse of discretion.

The Trial Court error'd. in not acknowledging the¢ijﬂauw‘/defendant.
did not sign the P.S.1I. Reporte which is grounds to vacate this Hudgment,

as the defendant/f?ﬁnun@f £, did not agree with the P.S.I. Report contract

and what 1s the point of signing something, as it got to mean something

when not 31gned as_this incident shall be reviewed by this LS. Spaw€ Court.
The Clerk of the Douklas County District Court Caued a error'd in
not issuing the record to the defendant/petitioner, on May 10, 2019, as

on the time line of the motion for New Trial, as shown in the transcript,
and the aefendantlgéﬁﬁuaapc, never received the documents from the clerk,
which were the stay’ s/injunction’'s/etc., that was probably issued, which
is grounds to vacate the criminal judgment$§§ 25-2001 to 25- 20009,

The Mbrasks Cont of Yotsd oy ¢d Error i nat actonedels g tai opp cllantfietindect f okt Vg bt

thi attiat gin By he Comt ¢f Appesl of the /l,a/)f’“&éo/f’/“/"'f"‘:@d/fespow MA’!-‘ 10 "'lﬂj the C/?‘Qﬁ“d“”//‘fﬂw"“f//ﬁﬁ/b,&

hafa ct€vm cbvg dbfon g on vt d |




WThe District Trial Court Judge‘céused a error, ih‘granting the inju-
nction, or iussing a injunction/stay/restraining‘order on May 10, 2017,
and‘othef injunction's the appellant/petitioner did not know about, that
the injunction caused injury, and prevented the petitioner/appellant to
have a fair trial, a‘fair New Trial, a fair Appeal (in all Appellate Cou-
rt*s in different forum's) and caused extraordinary damages and violatio-
ns of Due process, and etc..

The District Triai Court Judge caused a error, in not answering the
defendant/petitioner/appellant, New Trial = post judgment motioﬁ before
the appeal, and by the Trial Judge answering the motion after the appeal
, caused the appeal to be moot and denied as moot, and caused the defend-
ant/appellant/petitioner to be inéffectivé as a Pro'se Attorney Jamaal A.
Mcgeii, could not perform his legal counsel representation for the petit~
ioger/appellant/defendant in the case and in the appeal.

‘ The District Trial Court Judge caused a error in not terminating and
nullifing the notice to appeal and the appeal, the defendant/petitioner/a
ppéilént had issued before the motion for New Trial.

The Distric Trial Court Judge caused a error in not acknowledgirg:
the petitionér/deféhdant/appellant God Givens Rights established by the
Eccliesastical Court, Letter of Rogatory, which shéll be applied and issu-
ed, as the defendant/petitioner/appellant is registered with.

The District Trial Court Judge Caused a error in not granting the
Ne;hT;ial Motion on November 26, 2019, which is Modified but shall still
of been granted, due to the stay's/injunction/etc., being dissolved/rest-
ored, and the petitioner/defendant/appellant not having a.faif Néﬁ Trial,
is a abuse of discretion.

Thé Prial Court cause a error in not amending/consohidating/allithe

cases/claims/suits, in this criminal case which is admissible.
whg rehiaring as the petiren sofay sl bod gvidea e

Tt Comt of 6p/5.|§ cavig b Lvrov va net jv*r.n-f:»j
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TThe District Court caused'a error in the matter of not answering
the Néw Trail motion of the defendant/@ﬁi@@@ﬁ€¥before the judge rule on
the plaintiff's/appellee motion for stay/injunction/etc., which is a abuse
of discretion, as the defendant motions should of been &answered. first bef-
ore the plaintiff motions.

The City of Omaha, Law Dept., Tort Claim Div. and Risk Mangement Tort

Claim/Miscellanous Tort Claim Div., Board caused a error of not responding

» answering, of failing to enter a determination on the Tort Claims, filed
by the petitioner/claimant when the petitioner/claimant had a valid suit
regardless offr anyhmattérs; - in: the Claim No# 066-19, and ih the claim No#

2017-17133.

e — e mem e — e —— e e — e —— . ————

The City of Omaha, Law Dept., Tort Claim Div. and Risk Management T-
ort Claim/Miscellanous Tort Claim Div., Board caused a error of nohcompl-

iance of failing to enter a disposition on the claim within (6)-six mont=

hs statute of limitation extention, and did not state a affirmative defe-
nse, ‘and not ééfiiﬁné the claims and not awarding the required requested
corrected relief. amount and additional seperate awarded fee's amount to
the petitioner/claimant/defendant/appellant, and toc the claimant/petitio-
ner/defem&aﬁt%aﬁpell&nt, (3)~three children for a loss of consortiumship,
as both the Tort Claim Boards could of handle this séttlement and_dispute
within the Tort{Claim'Pivisitohn Departméent.

The District Court Judge in the Criminal Case and the District Court
Judge in the Child Support Case caused a error; in not' reversihg;vacati-
ng, or terminatipg the child support order, as the children ére past the
age of (19)-nineteen years of age.

The D.H.H.S. Appeal H.O., caused a error, in not reversing, vacatin-

g, granting, and terminating the child support order, and not acknowledg-

ing the petitioner/defendants/appellants God Given rights established by

the Eccliesastical Court.




The Trial Court error'd in not acknowledging the é$¢f$%%ﬁf7defendant
evidence of com@llng with--the Tax~C0m1531ener, fules—ané—fegulatlons, as
this is abuse of discretion, and: the defendant/appellant, is in violation

off Constitution, of’ * DOUBLE JEOPARDY AND DOUBLE.TAXATION“ as taxes was p~

aid and the p@%@iﬂfﬁC]defendant, was exempt and immuned, from prosecution

and criminal charges.
All lower Admlnlstzatlon Offices and’ County Court all error'd in not

acknowledglng the defendants/Pﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁf} pleadings and £ilings of Vacatlng
all stay s/etc., Coram -Nobias, Vacate, and.etc., and GOD GIEENS RIGHTS,
establlshed by the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT LAW, all entities herrin stated
is a abuse' of dlscretlon, and this Appeal Court shall do a DENOVO REVIEW
of the chlld support orders and expungement of the records.

'the Trial Court error'd in not granting the Habeas Corpus rellef.

The Tr1a1 Court error'd in not granting the 1ncrease/amendment/enfo—
rcement liability recovery on bond, awarded relief, with the tort’ clalms,
awarded relief to thetnﬁvﬁfﬁhh(/defendant, and fhree children, as requlr-
ed by law, and the "ECCLIESASTICAL COURT, LETTER OF ROGATORY,and etc..

The Trial Court error'd in issuing a excessive sentence, and is void.

= SUMMARY ARGUEMENT =

The"Defendant/appellanﬁ would like to state that = the respondant/-
‘appellee, have no ev1dence, defense, facts, proof, arguements or objectis
ons to this Nyvy%efégéﬂa§;$N? Jas the prﬁnﬁawprlalntlff, cauged the injun-
ctions/stay's/etc., to be had and issued and a surety/bond, to pay for t-
he damages caused by the{t%””d'fo/plalntlffs, and the Tort Claim Board in
the Risk Management Admln., and in the City of Omaha, Law Dept., Division
of the Tort Claims, already made a ruling, decision, determination that
that appellee/plaintiffs, caused fraud, perjury, comtempt of court and m-
alicious prosecution, and etc., whicﬁ is‘grounds stipulation exist.

The p@&ﬁﬁEQ@ﬁ7defendéﬁt, would like to state = the plaintiff/appell-
ee, did not cooperate with the Attorney General of presenting a defense
or objection, in ¥BOTH; Tort Claims, as pursuant to Risk Management Tort
Claim Nebr.=Revi.Stat. 81-8,239.06 et.seq., which the Attorney General
rejected the plaintiffs/appellee, representation, defense, objections,

evidence, and etc.,
Th yihl’bv"fﬁpj/féipmJan‘fS St
PEYIom b/ thtnd ark Appeal case Me¥ A-1G-01220, 61 shown in tht appendix: whith s cvidan § to

fed the st/ dtdpodant has o aFbirm ot A= deFEnig i ﬁ?@»\
™~

bavg tais pebvbfan reviaed,
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= ARGUEMENT =

- The # 61i+i"b7defendant, would like to state that The Pistrict Tri-
al Judge modified the judgment/order on §§$l é;, Eisa, as shown in Appe-
ndix -~ No# l" where it doeés not say, no further rulings will issue and
thls dlsposes of the cases, as 1t does not show as the order in the App-
endix NB#”& Qés Appendix--NO# @,ﬁ says, no further ruling will issue and
thls disposes of the case, and by the ruling on the New tr1a1 motl n, i
grounds the p{%r%z ¢¢/defendant, is entitled fo a2 NEW %R{AL, er entitl
tobset-a side the judgment and release the defendant/: gﬁﬁvh@Wér'and this
w{ﬁ Brief shall dispose of the case imrnfavor of the pﬁ“«‘h ks /def~

endant, with futher rulings to be had on the merits and the additional

0

0
fu

relief and awarded relief to be ruled on and granted, as both orders on

Nov. 26, 2019 and Dec. 2, 2019, shall be granted together,amssqﬁ<x\a o,
The $£tiP6{f/defendant, would like to state that once the stay's/-

_1njunct10n s/etc., are vacened/dlssolved is affirmative grounds_of the

_ﬁgf?ﬂW“VVdefendant, was being 1njur1ed/damaged/harmed, was showed and
commmtted, and a reversal got to be had to correct the errors that was
caused by the stay's/etc.. .

The appellant/defendant, shall be entitled to amend the surety/bond
with the two Tort~61eims,-as aii_the-dlaims/enit%) shall be entitled to
' be recovered, and the (1 lanﬁ’/defendant,Als the Qyner/Secured Party C—
reditor/claimant, as by the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT.

The pwmﬁxww(ldefendant, would 11ke to state that the trial judge i-

ssued a sentence that is inordinate, extravagant, immoderate, exorbitand

and too excessive against the defehdant/p&tﬁumnﬁf r and the trial ~Jjudge

went beyond the iimit, and dlscretlon, of unmal and unncessaryrgreat of
prejudice, as a reversal error is had, for the reason the stay's/etc wa-
ineffect‘and caused the sentence to be véid as to the U.S. Const. Amend
V and XIV, ahd Nebr. Conét. V and X1v, if the stay's/etc., were not iss-
ued, the sentence would of been vacated or nodified .down, from the P.Sv
I. REPORT, beeing ob]ected to., New:Trial Motlon,band Evidence presénted

by the @ﬁﬂ&\wwﬁc/aefendant, ‘and the Suppression Hearing, would of vacaw

The Appendix ;AG,&sha1l be admissible to be reviewed, as this is
NOTICE to the Court of Appeals, that the child suppoprt was sent a moti-
on to vacate all stay/etc., and was sent to trail court for a ruling to
vacate the stay's/etc., and is still pending, with a arrested judgment

motion, and etc., and needs to be ruled, by this Court,.wd-the petitiong shell £IENVE
e WS FHimylu S Chell Baks Dk nws b Yh Shibd Suppartiptn w87 wuy o @ SH S nd WT3567 svdiv adt 6tk wo Ml
Rond s g d vk o0 gnvtionbes Foinds Y woy S
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rhe”Court of Appeals errored in not granting the rehearlng as the State

exhausting period was expired on Dec. 28, '2018. and the Court of Appeals ruling
of the judgment was on Dec. 27th, 2018, and the petitioner issued a rehearing after
thei%ourt of Appeals Judgment of denying the certificate of appealability and dism*
issed the appeal, and the rehearing was proper to be filed, issued and granted as
the state expiration was expired on the exhaustion period, which the U.S. District
Court Judgment of dismissal was vozd and invalid and the’ Court of Appeals judgment
was void and invalid, as the rehearing period from Dec. 29th, 2018 to ¥eb. 08, 2019
was clear from all proceedings and should of been admissible to be granted.
Thedgourt of Appeals errored in not granting the Certificate of Appealabilst
ity and Certificate of Probably. Cause becauée there was no record provided by the
Clerk of the U.S. District Court, as there was no record rpr-receipt in and on the
Docket Report that the Clerk of the U.S. District Court forwarded the record, which
is violation of due process, - .and etc. of the U.S. Const Amend., and the U. S Court
of Appeals entered a order to the U.S. District Court Clerk to forward the record
and didn't, which theoéourt of Appeals neverx reviewéd the record and the Appeal
as to acknowlege .any and all errors by the U.S. District Court, as thé-U.S. District
Court Judgment is void, and the U.S. Supreme Court shall review the record where
the U.S. Court of Appeals did not review the error's and defects caused by the
U.S. District Court and petitioner mailied a letter to the U.S. Court of Appeals,
U.S. Dlstrlct Court, Nebraska Supreme Court/Court of Appeals, and the Douglas
County Dlstrlct Court Clerk's to.forward all records to the U.S. Supreme Court, idf
possible, as all letter are shown in the Appendix.

" A errored occured during the U.S. District Court Judgment, on*ﬂﬂhYb“(‘& i,
as the U.S. District Court issued a judgment of dismissal, and a dismissal is stayed
suspended till the U.S: Court of Appeal Court Judgment is over and final and/or till
the Supreme Court of the U.S. judgment is over and final, and if the State exhaustion
period was not expired when the U.S. District Court entered a dismissal, but, NOW,
is expired when the U.S. DPistriect Court dismissal is still pending and supended,

puts the U.S. Dist¥ict Court judgment of dismissal invalid and void, and the U.S.

 District Court judgment has to be reversed, vacated, modified and recalled because

the exhaustlon period expired before the stayed supension of the judgment of dismis-
sal, and the U.S. District Court Judge dismiss the Habeas Corpus Appllcatlon because
the reason of the State exhaustion period was not expired at that tlme, but, is NOW,
expired, and the U.S. Supreme Court shall correct this error as to vacate the U.S.

Court Appeals and:thé U.S. District Court Judgment's and enter the correct judgment

that is suppose to be entered as to vacate the conviction and sentence and release

z9



“incvluding 4 sUppression motion, SUbpoens MOELOT, “return property motion, informa

the petitioner from custody, and grant all other additional requestes and reliaf.
The Trial Court in Douglas County errored in not releasing the petitioner
/Appeallant from custody after granting a new trial on May 8th, 2017, and sealed
the records, and the trial court did not vacate the conviction and sentence eight-
ier, as the trial court had (10) ten days eightier to grant or deny the new trial

motion, and the only order within the ten days was granted and sealed.

L LAV LS

The Trial Court in Douglas County errored in not granting thebpetffinnerg
subpoena motions, as trial court causeéd a abuse of discretion and preajudice, as t-
the petitioner had to issue subpoena thur precipe, which the trial court could of
still have' the' ddcuments forwarded to the courts from the Tax Commissioner, before

trial started.

On May 8th, (017, to May 10th, 2017, the petitioner motions where granted,

paupéris motion, and new.trail motion, which the defendant evidence was admissib-
le to have the petitioner's suppress, and trial court seal the motion and trial

court still comvicted the petitioner with no evidence, which is-a error and abus-

. of discretion and malicious prosecution and ete., as the suppression.motion was

granted after trial, and in the new trial as shown in the‘record.

The Trial Court error'd in entering a plea of not guity, and violated the
defendants/petitioners trial and suppression héaring and the petitioner withdrg&
the plea, but the speedy trial time clock was too damage to finish, as the defen-
dant shall be entitiled to a new trial for errors caused by the trial unnessary
invalid and void plea of not guilty.

The trial court error’d in rendering a mistrial, in the middle of trial or

at the end of txial, or at ths cause of a mew trial, which s a error of abuss

- of discretion on the matter of the Omaha Police officers admitting at trial, the

officers admitted to giving false statements, and lieing in the courtroom under
oath at the preliminary hearing and the suppression hearing and trial, of stat=
ing that he did say Mr. Mcneil Drug Tax Stamp was expired, when on camera in d-

iscovery in the Audio and video patrol cruiser, the Omaha Policer Officer admi=

tted in trial, that he gave false Statements under oath and stated that Mr. Mc-
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Neil Drug Tax Stamp was not expired, and petitioner let the court know, and the rec-

ord reflect that this 4§ a violation of due process rights, and perjury and etc. ag-
ainst the omaha police officers administration, which is a error that is defectived,
and the petitioner would like to state that if false testimony in Court is mot admi-
ssible, then why did the officer have to give false testimony in court, the police
officer should of told the truth at all the hearings, and at the preliminary hearing
which is grounds for a vacated of judgment due to agenéiés error's and court procee:s
ds error's and trial judge shall be issuéd a complaint for not issuing a perjury

and contempt of court charge for people lieing in her courtroom.

The ‘Trial court error'd in not impeaching or excluding the Omaha
Poli¢e Officers, and!B@idnltisuppress the testimony of the Omaha Poli«
ce Officers, as the Petlitioner's motions to impeach was denied, as t-
he omaha police officers were not creditable and the records show the
officers are fraud, and caused a malicious prosecution and etc., as
the trial court caused a error and defect, which the trial acted on
.the error intentionally and did not try to stop the abuse oOs consti-
tutional violation error, and now the petitioner is issuing a compl-
iant/indictment/claim/charges for perjury,-contempt, and etg., which
shall be admissible for another hearing for impeachment.

The Omaha Police Officers made an illegal searth and seizérs:
that caused a error, on the Omaha Pdlice Officers Depti~that put th=
e petitioner in a due process violation of the U.S. Constitution;’
as the officers obtain ¥ruit from the poisionous—tree—doctrine, and
and the defendant/petitioner was never prosecuted for committing a
crime or committing a traffic stop, which the audio video shows the
petitioner automobile back tail lights where all working properly

and the petitienerls blinker's where working , and the trial judge,

stated on record that the petitioner's tail light's were working,

and were functiondng, and once again the officers , gave false test-
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imony and false statement's, and lied stating Mr. Mcneil automobile
back light's where not working, which this matter is a error, and

the officers also used the petitioner's Criminal History Record

to harrass the petitioner as to issue the petitioner criminal history
shall be expunge and terminated, as the petitioner showed®this court
that this court that the criminal history record caused injury to the
petitioner'srlife, and the petitioner has God Given Rights establish~
ed by the Eccliesastical Court, to not be detain, harass, imprisbned,
arrested, investigated, and all license granted, records shall be ex-

punged, and etc., and this U.S. Sup. Ct shalil reviéw the record, aud=

o —and” vides in-the tridl-court-discovery; as-the petttioner-made st -

tatements of reqgesting for a lawyer, did not consent to be searth, a-

nd stated that he is registered with the Eccleisastical Court, and sk

howed his tax stamp, as-the omaha policer officers did net acknowled~

ge the petitioner status, ard plain error and defect to this caes and

in this U.S. Sup. Ct.

The trial court error'd in not acknowledging the defendahts/pet-
itioners perliminary hearing that was vacated and reversed, as the d-
efendant/petitioner brought this issde to the trial court befors sen-
tence, and the preliminary hearing case No#: €r-16-23223, should be an
should of been dismiss, as defendant/petitioner vacated the case wit-
hin 6 months,as pursuant to the motion to vacate statute, as the case
should of never been bonded up, as the .petitioner showed evidence. of

nmissioner records, false testimony,and etc., and the prels
iminary hearing was modified to a dissmissal, %in the county court but
the district court never modified the judgment of a dismissal in the
district court which i§ a error, and trial court loss jurisdiction to

proceed with the criminal case, and the sentence date should of never

been had, as the U.S. Sup. Ct. shall review this issue of the prelim-




inary hearing, as this is a violation of the pétitioner's constituti~=
onal rights, due process and etc..

The Trial Courtierror!d in ;endering a P.S.I. Report, when the
trial was not finished, and the trial judge should of entered the P.
S.I. Report after the ten days of trial being over with and after the
clerk file stamp and after the motion for new trial was over with and
had expired and defendant/petitioner never had a fair trial a did not
have a fair new trial, as the P.S.I. Report caused a violation of due
process and rights of the accused, as the P.S.I.=Report Court Date w-
as not admissiblé-and interferred with the petitioner's trial and new
trial as the trial was not done and not finalized, and the P.S.IL. Re-
port court date was not requested by the defendant/petitioner and if
the P.S.I. report court date was waived or not issued the conviction
would of beeh vacated, by the new trial. as this matter shows it is
too many laws that are in conflict which each other, that causes err-
or's, as this P.S.I. Report court date caused a error by beening iss-
ued too early, the trial judge should of ordered the P.S.I. Report D="
ate at the suppression hearing if that is the case, as the U.S. Sup.
Ct. shall reiew this issue as required by law.

The trial Court €aused a erxror'd in the P.S.I. Report And as P-
ursuant to the P.S.I.Report. rules,,the defendant/petitioner can pre=
sent evidence to the Courts or the probation officer, and the defend®
ant/petitioner Handd delivered the probationer officer paperwork of d-
ocuments of evidence and #mhiled the clerk of the Pistrict Court the
same dchments and evidence, and trial court sealed the documents and
did not acknowledge the evidence and documents , as conviction should

have been dismiss and vacatéd and sentencing date should of never be-

en had and situation is a violation+of the defendants/petitioner con-

stitution rights and a abuse of discretion as this issue shall be re-

%




viewed.

The trial Court error'd in not acknoWwlédging the defendant/peti-
tioner did not sign the P.S.I. Report, Which is grounds for a vacate®
of judgment, and evidence hearing, and a review hearing, as the pet#!ic~~

3 E e
d noet agree with the P.S.I. repert centract, a=d

rl'

nd the petitioner/defendant did not agree with the co
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at is the point of signing something, as it got to mean something w-

hen not signed, as the U.S. Sup. Ct. Shall acknowledge this matter.
The trial court error'd in notracknéwledging the defendant/pet+:

itioner evidence of compling?with the Tax Commissioner Rules and Re=

gulatlons and ther is a error of the defendant/petltloner beenlng p—
enalized twice, as pursuant to double jeopardy, as the ;axes was al-
ready paid, as the defendant/petitioner was exempt, and the trial c-
ourt render a void and invalid judgment of conviction, which in -con-
-fict with--the- petitioner/defendant U5+ Const. Amends -Rights—of-dou— — —- -
ble jeopardy, rights of the accused, cruel and unusal punishment and
etc. as the U.S. Sup. Ct. Shall acknowledge the Tax matter as it is
admissible to be review as required by law and the Eccliesastical C-

ourt Law.

The CRérk of the Douglas County District Court error®d in not
issuing thé record to the defendant/petitioner on May 10th, 2017 én
the moﬁion for new trial, and on the record of the transcripts say
the defendant was mailed the order of the court on May 10th, 2017,
and defendant/petitioner did not receive no order or no document f£-
rom the court or clerk, which is a error and defect, and a violatd~-
on of due process, because the defendant/petitioner by not receivi-
ng the document from the court the petitioner/defendant can't obje~

ct, of could have not filed a appeal, or the defendant/petitioner

i}
[1y]

;

]

can't defend or prosecute his case properly, *.:
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" The petitioner would like to state that= The Omaha Police Officer's made a void

and invalid traffic stop, made a void arrest, made arwnlawfull search and seizer,

obtain legal evidence that was not admissible to charge the petitione/appealant, the

Officers gave bogus,..fraud, and false information/complaint to the Grana Jury/€lerk/

ment and false testimony in court under oath at

County Attorney and gave false state
and trial and the Omaha Police Officers

the preliminary hearing, suppression hearing,

Mr. Nicholas#_ _ _ _, 8ave statements at all the hearings and admitted to it, on oath

on camera after being cross—examinéd at tr
and M. Meadef _ _ _, was fully aware:san knew that

ial as the pbdice video showing that both

officéers;Mr. Nicholas# - _ _ _.

Mr.iMcneil had a Drug Tax Stamp, that was not e
Antwone Finch# - _ _ _, at the time of

xpired after having a discussion with

their higher superior commander officer Mr.

4:08 a.m. on the police video, which is grounds for perjury, contempt of court, .=

false testimony, tort claim, new trial,
a Police Officers not creditable

conspircy, false reporting, impeachment, and
etc, and giving inconsistant statements: cause the Omah
and the Omaha Police Officers used the criminal history record to damage,

for avillegal arrest, illegal detainment,

v record shall be expunge,

and etc.,
injury and harm the petitione/appeallant,
nt as the petitioner/hppeallant criminal histor

and harassme
Letter of Rogatory, Registered Deed Po&i.

as pursuant to the Eceliesastical Court Law,

The petitioner would like to state that= the petitioner/appeallant child support

dismiss in the Douglas County District Court, but was reinstated, from

civil case was
which is a contract of the

the void)and invalid judgment of the herein criminal:i.case,

petitioner/appeallant being a Ward of the State and the child support ¢ivil case No#

will not terminate till the criminal case No#Cr-16-3742, has “+.:.
terminated, which this child support case shall be joined and consolidated and be

reversed, set—a-side, vacated, terminated and all accounts/cases closed as pursuant

to the Eccliesastical Court” Lawy Letter of Rogatory, Registered Deed Poll.

The petitioner would like to state:that= As to the Complaints/lnformationj there

is grounds for all claims and tort claim to be issued and granted, as requireéd by,

law. The petitioner was found guity on May 15-2017, in a trial, and issued a new tri-

and was granted but sealed, and the petitioner mn-—

al within 1ﬁpefpﬁnﬁggy limitations,
on May 10th 2017, The petitioner received a 10

SUowWwrtHaIn
ever received the order from the clerk

15 years at sentencing on July 26th, 2017, the petitioner appeal the decision and

was denied by the Nebr, Sup. ct./Court of Appeals,
appeal, but issued a habeas corpus application to the
d and appealed in the 8th Cir. Appeals

the petitioner did not know about

the U.S. Sup. Ct. U.S, District

Court and with a rehearing and was both denie

Court and with a rehearing and was both denied, as shown in the appendix A iy 1

1S




- - - of-a¥l-the-Cénstitutional Rights and Dua Process, andif the Officers is found gui
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. The Petitioner would like to state that= the petitionkr/appeallant had

evidence of a Drug Tax Stamp, as the Tax was paid already, the petitioner/appeallant
stated. at the tfaffic stop that he would to speak to a lawyer and he isg registered
with the Eccliesastical Court juriddictdion and ig immune and exempt, from this matter,
the petitioner/appeallant Just proved the officers géve fales testimony and faise
reporting om and uﬁder oath and shall be impeached, and the criminal case no#Cr-16--
3742, shall be vacated dus to a invalid and void statements, void testimony, void
imprisonment, fraud, and eté., the petitioner/appeallant Prensented this matter to -

all the lower courts and nothing was heard or acknowledge, the petitioner/appeallant

=
-
(v

of the charges in the Compliant/information it shall be admissible to have the
Judgment of the conviction and sentence terminated and vacated, the child support
civil case termihated and vacated, all tort claims granted and criminal history
record .expunge as pursuant to ‘the Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory Registered

Deed Poll.

" The petitioner would like to state that= since the Officer Mr. Nicholas# s

already testified on oath, and stated that} He gave false testimony and this whole
case was a lie and fraud, the evidence is already showwm: and pProved and there ig no
need for a trial, the saftlement agreemént shall be granted in the appendix, shall
be granted as there is no need to go any further with this case, as the burden of
proéf has been shown, and petitioner/appéallant shall be granted all releif, and all
glaimsfmétions/péfitionb/complaints in the appendix shall be granted and issued, and

4s pursuant to the Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory Registered Deed Poll.
The petvtimpe can net rtieg ~0 S 4uate e quekted reliel andfor mo swivde d relre € & Stte Combov In s SATE
c‘*”sb.-um Jurisdictim, 58 thi petcttmaer wodl & GLE 20 prgdtntand raQuidt thic metbir rFrelv'H-, fn His (avF and v 4

i

dibbsctop Torizaiction, as 9ty (S, and woid (N6 thi 3, it Cond, and 8.5, Seliotrr Grpsral 45 A0 S ERE
Wil ottt ia wall apt the Secbg of Aebmoids Ao ey G tnben, _
The. U. 8. SupremerGourtibhall review any and 411 documents in the record of the

Criminal case No# Cr-16-3742 and on May 8th, 2017 to May Sth, 2017,and the ¢hilid su-
pport Case No# 61109210543/986—425,ﬁ§;%1§2ggf3¥ort Claim Divison Case No#17133, and

City of Omaha/Douglas Civil Center Case/Claim No# 066-19, as requested by the petit-
ioner, as aill the: gbvérfimént: agentices have documents sealed in thése Cases/Account-

s/Claims/etc. .
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The petitionex is registered with Eccliesastical Ccourt, Letter Rogatory
Registered Deed Poll, and is the only law, that shall be acknowledged, issued,
applied, ineffect and admissible and shall be used in this petition, for all
cases, claims, complaints, and requestes, as the petitioner would like to ask
and request to the Supreme Court may the petltloner have ‘pérmission for leave
to proceed with the Eccliesastical Court Law.

The Quo Warranto Taw, shall be admissible, as all government agents/gr-
oups/agenlces/employee s/lnstrumentalltles/etc., shall all not willfully, not
neglect or refuse any law that the petitioner would like to request, as the
petitioner would like to request the Eccllesastlcal Court law, shall be appl-. -
jed, aund which all claims, cases, accounts, charges, information, and Bonds
have to be discharge, vacated, set-a-side, reversed, terminated and released,
as the Quo Warranto law shall be jssued and directed to the Government admin-
istration to enforce the charges against the respondants for perjury., false
contempt of court, malicious and vendictive prosecutlon, harassment,

testimony,

false arrest, false imprisonment, and etc., and as to the violation of the

Eccliesastical Court law. “Nebr. Rev. Stat. 25-21;121 tn 25-21.148.

The petitioner would' like to state that= as pursuant to 28§U.5.C.1257,
State Couits, Certiorari (a), Pinal Judgment or decree render by the highest
court of the State in which a decision could be had, may be reviewed by the
Supreme Court by Writ of Certiorari where the validity of a treaty or statute
of the U.S. is drawn in gquestion or where the validity of a-statute of any
state is drawn in question on the grounds of it's being repugnant to the
Congstitution, treaties, or laws of the U.S. or where any title, right, privi-
lege or imm mmunity is specially set up or claimed under the Constitution or the
treaties or statutes of, oxr any commission held ox authorlty exercised under,
the U.S., and the petitioner shall have his rights, immunities, pr1V1leges,
and claims all granted herein, by the Supreme Court, as required by law, as
established by the Eccliesastical Court Law.

The petitioner complied with the Nebraska Revised gtatute 77-4301 to
77-4316, of the Tax Commissioner rules and regulations of the Drug Tax Stamp,
and shall be admissible, that all taxes was paid, as required law, and the
petitioner had the Drug Tax Stamp on him at the time of the arrest.

The pottim aukd o SvpecsEdes) bond.

2,71
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As pursuant to Fed.App,P.R.32(e), Local Variation Law, shall be applied
and issued in thisg writ, as the petitioner is trying to keep up with the rules,
brocedures, laws, regulations, and statutes, the best way he can, and to file

the proper motiong correctly as shown herein, as.the law states) that every

requirements of this ruley and as pursuant to Fed.App.P.R. 2" Suspension of ‘::
Rules as the petitioner would like to reguest that thisJSﬁpreme Court accept
the herein docﬁments, as required by law. Ne. Ct. R. 6-1461. 6-1519.

As pursuant to, 285U.5.C. 2106, Determination,‘says& The%§upreme Court or
any other Couxrt of Appellate jurisdiction may affirm, modify, vacate, set-a--
side,or reverse any judgment, decree or order of a court lawfully broughf be-

fore it for review, and may remand the cause and’ direct the entry of such C

had as may be just under the circumstaces, ang all the claims herein bersented |
by the petitioner shall be reversed, vacated, recalled, set-a-side, closed and
broperty released, all lower courts orders and judgments shall be recalled as
Pursuant to the Hecliesastical Court Law, ag.all the petitioners evidence,

facts, defense, and arguements are stated in the appendix,

~As pursuant to 2850.5. C.1292(ej, Interlocutory decision; The Suprems

is not otherwise provided for under subsection {a) (b} (&) or (8}, as petitioner

would like to request to the U.S, Supreme Court does this statute apply for a

won't be no error's or prejudice, caused by the respondants or Court's as both

the U.s. Supreme Court and Douqlas.County-Distixit Court nee

;'As bursuant to the Brady Law; Says= There are 3 components of a true Bfady

violation: the evidence at issue must be favorable to the accused, eigther because

it is exculpatory, or because it is impeaching; the evidence must have been
suppressed by the state, either willfully or ina
eénsued. U.S.C.A, Const. Aend. 5, 14,

dvertently ang Prejudice must have

» and the petitioner is under all the components,
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issued, and theiggﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ{é/defendant, would like mention that the Trial

- -court—has i@ - - —moitionsinthe-tour
+o be render On pefore the mandate 1is issued, as theajg{ .« motions ha¥

ve merits and ‘evidence to 9o wi

thebdefendant4m+ﬁ§vh%ff prought the matter to the Appeals C

1 court shall take ACKOWBEDGENEt and NOTICE, of this issue.

r the.recovery on

th this appeal, as required by law, and
ourt, as the

Appea
The §§ﬁ%{¢qég%/defendant; would like to request fo
the bond/surety., and shall be amended with all tort claims, and the amo®
unt increased to the requirements, as the requested amount of $15,000,0%
000.00 (fifthteen Million pollars), and additional attorneys fee's, and
etc., and awarded amount to the #3) -three children, of $15,000,000;00 |
fifthteen Milliom pollars), as required %o the LOSS OF CONSORTIUMSHIP;e-

@ehgwhatis just and fair, as required by law and the ECCLIEASAICECAL co~

' QRT LETTER OF ROGATORY, REGISTERED DEED POLL, LAW, ang eHall be issued

aﬁdﬁfﬁxwarded, to 6wner/c1aimant/secrued party creditorlp&*?ﬂ¥nﬁf7defen-

dant, as all within this appealqawdijV* th g SqHVUkJé%/ ben

The AppealCourt shall do a Denovo Review; .of the excessive sentence,

which is in violation of the Nebr. const. Sec.V, VIII, XIiv,/U.S. Const.
Amend. V, VIII, and XIV, ECCLISASTICAL COURT LAW, State V. Garza, 242 Neb
543, Nebr. Rev. stat. 77-4301let.seq., and the stay's/etc., blocked, inte-

rfered, distorted, and misstated the P.S.I. Report, incorrectly, as the

é'@%\}t?o‘ﬂ - /defendant, could not object to the void sentence, from the abuse

of discretion, bad faith,exception, judgment, which shall be vacated.

The Court shal do 2 penovo review, of the traffic stop and discovery
materials, as the traffic stop was unlawfully and a selective arrest.

The Court shall do a Denovo Review, of the P.S.I. Report that was O~
jected to, and misstated, and void, from the invailed_stay's/etc..

The Court shall do a Denovo Review, of all the seal documents that

need to be unseal, which ig a violation to defendantSIp;*ﬁﬂEﬂ¢#: rights.
o Review, of the plaintiff witnesses/offi-

The Court shall do a DenoVv
cers, that caused a unlawfull arrested; violated the FRUIT-OF-THE-POISIO~

NOUS—TREE DOCTRINE, perjury,‘fraud,(shouhdof been impeach) and was foun-
4 Lisble in 7BOTH?, Tort Claims, end violated the b/
The Court shall do’ a Denovo Review, of the NEW TRIALEHOTIONS, that
017 to May 10, 2017, which the pebytimnds/defendant,
and should of been granted all relief, or had a mis-
and the NEW TRIAL MOT-

was issued on May 8.,
corrected all errors.,
trial, and the NEW TRIAL MOTION, on NoV, 26, 2019,
10N, pending in the Trial Court as of right "NOW".

t“right—“ﬂew}“ﬁfdfthe“motfons*nee&““““'“

defqn@apggights.
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The p@ﬁw\n@‘w/defendant, would like to request to the ¢35, Svprtm-Cnafs,
1s to inspect, examine, investigate, ang review the Lmquf}%ﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁgﬁig‘on
the merits, theories, evidence,.puoof, constitutional violations,

plain a-
nd reversal error, affirmative defenses

¢+ abuse of discretion; grounds. angd
ral andg vacation to this Criminai

S, and

vacate the vaig cony ien and vacate the exce

as the @ﬁmm&’a./def,enq_.agt_. shall be entit
confinement,.as,this Advance heariqg, shall bhe granted an vacate/restgre
all thé. "sta'zy;s/in’junction/reétfaining order's/etc., in the Trial Court
and in thig Court, thé petin - i 5915 3 4rE 0k $titt and can ey Ve relief ih a shite [’Mo"“l

The petr i‘Dﬂ&defendant,, would like to request to thg U Spim g Canm
Bs to amend -all cases/suits

$sive sentence,
led to a release Order, fremihig

Judgment, accept, approve, and grant tr

laims, ang amend the Tort Claim, with the Recovery on the Enforcement 3..51;‘5—

lest awarded relief shall be granteqd
warded to the rclaimant/,.appellang/defendant/petition

er/secured party credi-
~three Children of the petviiom

& -/defgnQQnt, who is to
the‘entitledment, as the criminal history recorg shall be exPui:'ge,'a.fld in'”
_all the other cases/claim

~==8/claims/fsuits, h“e_t_e_i‘nﬁ_ﬂaltﬁﬂ;_m__ill_ﬁdditiﬁmeq

sted relief Teéquested in the Trial Court as pursuant to tp

L COURT i-AW, LETTER oF ROGA_TORY, REGISTERED DEED POLL.,MJ Petwn pfimudid c b eeic ‘

Th& gk ﬁi‘iﬁ?}&i,’defendaht, would like to request to the (4f, § vpvERa ¢ (o

S-S, to monitor and :wai:ch over the Trial Court, if a mandamus/r.emande’d ord-

er, is issued, as no abuse of discretion, errors, (or st‘ay"s/etc..i,re'iﬁs'tat-—
ed again), or injustice won't occur. - ' -

The @‘&%;’-t‘si*kﬁ{f“;’defendant, would like to re

“at may the RIGTE WP

response, - and the pe&ﬁ,i:m(ﬁ&/defendant, is entitled to

nt and a ECCLIESASTICAL COURT JODGMENT, N - " :
The peratmee spnt wis ) o of GBS hy he Solve; tor 6onemwd ot thg Ynted SOitts enof P
PRUIME 5 not YT Ny hg TYpedted Vel ef fromn e Stott ot Mibnrs iy %mﬂ/@;ij by orthe

1 T o) vl ~ . )
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