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= QUESTION(S) PRESENTED =

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

The

nowledged, and determine as stated below =
(AliBSn the pe*;V<t^cs' /defendant, ask and request to the Court,-may

./defendant, be entitled to;;as grounds exist; maythe
? h the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT, LETTER OF ROGATORY, REGISTERED DEED P-

be applied in this herein _ .OLL, be admissible to 
(B) .Can the pe-frKwK ./defendant, ask and request to the Court,

/defendant, be entitledtto;

may
as grounds sexist; tothe

have’this ptfitim - be heard, denovo reviewed, acknowled^
determined with the additional documents and motions a-

pe-t

ge, and 
Iready filed, such as the
stay*s/etc-. New Trial motion, CantanSficLaw Writ of Error Coram
Nobias, Enforcement liaiblity recovery on the the surety/bond

and Etc., as required by law.
(C) -Can the /defendant, &ak and. request to the Court, may t-

Be entitled to, as grounds exist; to havehe /defendant,
permission for leave to expand the record, word limits, page lime
its,' 24 lines> and typing and suspend additional rules

as to not delay the court, and expedite this apppa
as uppnf

of good cause,
as there' is more than one.case, and all cases/claims, have In­al,

erged into questioning to be argued/reversed/granted in this appeal.
(D) .Can the /defendant, ask and request to the Court,

be> entitledvto;
may

as grounds exist; to/defendant,the
have permission for leave, to VACATE - (modify, dissolve,suspen-
d,terminate,restore), all stay's/injunction's/restraining order-

that the defendant/did not knowor the like,' s/etc
about that was issued by any and all the fifr'i/VKftlwr#/plaintiffs/C-

• ,

to the orders,decision, o-ourt/or this Court, herein stated, as 

pinion, and judgments, in the criminal case, child support case.
Tort claim cases, administration cases, and in this appeal, if
the n^£ph^Wfo/plaintiffs/Court/or 

herein, as all stay's/etc
this Court, issued any stay's
shall be vacated/dissolved/-/etc

restored, before the determination of the appeal.
•»• r

(E).Cah the p(^klfc£>&z./defendant, ask and request to the Court, may 

the Appellant/defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exist; for
• •r

the Court to review the CONSTITUTION PROVISION INVOLVED^* as* the
n-
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P;£.4Vv,Vv'^ 'defendant, D.S. Constitutions, U.S. Constitutons Amen­
dments, Nebraska Constitutions Bill of Rights, Civil Rights, De­
claration of Human Rights, Declaration of Independence,
Rights, were all violated and damage, 
es, immunities,

and add-
and the rights, priviledg- 

and religious immunities that are being violated 

as of rigth "NOW1, are admissible to be reviewed and to have th­
is criminal case reverse, vacated, and dismissed, and all Tort
Claims granted, and etc..

(FKThe /defendant, would like to ask and request to the c-
ourt, may the '^/defendant, be entitled
xist; to have a Advance Hearing, and vacate/dissolve, all the s- 

tay s/etc., that should have not been granted, 
rt, as the

to, as grounds e-

in the Trial Cou-
p&tiio^v/defendant, was not notified by the Trial C- 

ourt or ^^laintiffs, and the appellant/defendant. was
not notified of any stay’s/etc.,
iminal case, child support case, both Tort Claims, criminal his­
tory case, administration

in the preliminary hearing, cr­

eases, 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-as this- appea-1- may proceed - without -beeing- interfered,

------ed_^_or_hi n d e r e d -with
block--

any—sxa-y^-s/-i-ng-unc-feion—s/re-s-t-ra-i-n-irng—©rdei~-s
/etc., as this appeal will not be mooted.

(G) .The p£.^i^/c/defendant, would like to ask and request to the C- 

ourt, may the frf^So^^/defendant, be entitiled to, as grounds 

existcan the preliminary heraing, and the objection by the: 
fi^^KL/defendant, of vacating the preliminary hearings [as sho- 

wing in the issues presented], be reviewed by this Court, 
the District Trial Court loss (would of lost).

which 

jurisdiction, if
the stay’s/injunction’s/etc was not granted, and "NOW", since• I
the stay's/etc

loss jurisdiction and/as the preliminary hearing, was dismissed, 
and etc..

(H) * Can /defendant,
defendant,

Court review the false testimony, inconsistance

are vacated/etc., the Trial Court should still•,

ask and reguest to the Court, may the 
be entitled to; as grounds exist; may the

statements, per­
jury, contempt of court, vindictive/sham/selective/malicious 
osecution, tortious conduct, unprofessional

pr-
act, and etc the•,

plaintiffs and plaintiffs witnesses caused as to violating the
andBRADY LAW ahd GIGLIO LAW, in the preliminary, suppression,
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trial haerings and as 

District Court Judge denied the 

motion, which should of been 

shall review the Trial Court

in the discovery materials. as to why the 

Defendant/^impeachment
granted, and the Court of Appeals,
record in the Bill of Exceptions of

the officers admitting to giving 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.

(X). The ipf^teafc^/defendant, would like to ask and 

Court, may the ff^wf/t/defenda&t, 

exist; may the Court review the SEPARATION OF

request to the 

as grounds 

POWER CLAUSE, as 

and evidence

be entitled to;

to the prosecutor attorney violating both branches 

of the prosecuting witdrawing from the case, and issuing a fraud 
without notice, and review the Trail Co­motion for stay*s/etc • t

ourt of the DISTRIBUTION OF POWER CLAUSE, as the Trial Judge vi-
aga- 

not e-
and executing criminal 

a Judicial Officer and b- 

at the same time which is violation of

olated both braches of governments, and causing usurapation 
^/defendant, and enforcing laws and also 

nforcinq laws under the [Quo Warranto],
judgments, as the Trial Judge is being 

eing a Executive Officer,

inst the

the Clause, and rights being Violated towards the p£|v)fW*Vdef- 
endant, as shown in the record.

( J ) . The priiVt(A^ f/C/def endant,

ourt, may the /defendant,
HASKS DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE, Tax Comissioner,

would like to ask and request to the C- 

may the Court review the NEB^ 

records and do a
denovo review and inspection of the defendant/was pa­
ying Drug Tax, and had a Drug Tax Stamp, and the pfrMrm/H/defe^

at the New Trial Hearing,
and

of the case

ndant, issued the precipe for subpoena 

objecting to the P-S.I.Reports, 
issued

and post-conviction Relief,
a regular motion for subpoena in the begining 

which still should of been admissible,
(K).The pj^ttvvK?./defendant,

' may the defendant.

and etc.•
would like to ask and request to the C-

ourt 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, 
the pHvKfcntf -/defendant.

that was withdraw by 

in the middle of suppression hearing,
which is a abuse of discretion, prejudice, injustice, bias. and
reversal error , caused by the Trial Judge.
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ask and request to the C- 

; as grounds ex-
endant, would like to

^/defendant, be entitled to
Suppression Hearing, that was not

rendered

(L).The
ourt, may the f

the Court review the
correctly and plain/reversal

ist? may error was 

in the middle of the supp-
properly handled 
and the not gulity plea was withdrawn

not fully final to suppressression hearing, and the hearing was
as the ektehsion.was. not gra 

and the stay's/injunction's/etc
or all the evidence.the evidence, was i-•,nted and trial started.

got a proper suppress- 

tV^<S^-/<*efendant would like to
accurate and effec-

ussed, and the WMt/defendant, never

ion hearing, as required, the P
the suppression hearing, as to arechallenge 

tive hearing without no errors, or stay's/injuction-s/etc..

ask and request to the C-, would like to$M) .The defendant
ourt, may

, be entitled to? as grounds e- 

and examine and i-
the faM/delendant

review the P-S-I. ' REPORT
defendant/^'^^^, presenting

and objecting to the P.S.I. REPORT, and objecting to the
issued to early, and the ;ptiWtfVdefen- 

1.1 REPORT TRANSCRIPTS, and did irot

xist? may the Court
the records as to the

ev-
nspect
idence 
sentencing date, being
danty •for the'P-*sei-
receive the transcripts to point out the errors 

of discretion, and constitutional violations,
forwarded, which is a U'.S.

-de-f-ect-s-r-a-bu-se- -
and the Court of

Const. Am-
Appeals need these records 

V, and XIV, Nebr.
V and XIV, vi-Const. Bill of Right Sec.

3 this, matter shay.^a^nQ5^|ge.
ask and request to the C-

end • »
olation of JfflE .pQGBS&« _------- •_

ydefendant,would li'keto(N).The p
ourt, may the $&*<<** ./defendant, 

the Court review the -
of the U.S.Const. Amend

, be entitled to; as grounds 

EXCESSIVE SENTENCE, as the sente-
exist; can xv, V, VIII, and XI-. ,nee is a violation

and Etc-, and is to e- 

, as the a-
Cruel and Unusual Punishment,

the. criteria of the punishment
record of the Drug Tax Stamp,

V, under the 

xcessive and do not fit
'defendant, had evidence on

, Tort Claims/Tort Claim non r 

Affimative Defense to have the sen-
CGURT SEGXSTEKATXONECCLIESASTICAL

and Etc .
reversed, vacated, set-a-side, modified, and terminated.

(0) .The ./defendant, would like to ask and request to the Co­
urt, may the pfeWfVlW./defendant, be entitled to; as 9roun ® e 
st; may the Court review “BOTH”, Tort Claims, that was wxthdrawn 

consideration and requested to be amended/consolidated, wrth

which is aesponse, 
tence

a 9

from
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1the criminal case, and the /defendant, would like to r-
may "BOTH", Tort Claims be accepted,approved,quest to the Court, 

granted, and awarded, and be amended/consolidated with the enfor­
cement liability recovery (coflftter-claim/claim on bond) on the s- 

urety/bond, as to be recovered by(and forwarded to the owner) the
/defendant, as pursuant to the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT LET

TER OF ROGATORY.
(P).The ^^.yff^^v^/defendant, would to ask and request to the Court,

be entited to? as grounds exist? maymay the /defendant,
the Court review the Child Support Order/Judgment, as, from the D.

Dist-rp.H.H.S. Admin. Appeal Hearing Office, County Court,H.H.S
rict Court, District Court Administrator, and the Child Support 0-

• i

vacated all stay's/injunction'sas the defendant,
, in all government agenices, and the ppfc4i&£^/\./defendant, ■ h-

ffice,
/etc.

evidence that requires the child support to be TERMINATED.
would like to like to ask and request to

ave
(Q).The 0vv(^/defendant,

the Court, may the p^f^Ar^t/defendant, be entitled to; as ground- 

the Court review all the SEALEDVDOCUMENTS5; Sin all thes exist? may
government agenices herein, as to all the data, records, papers,

(as stated in the unsealed documentsorder, judgments, and etc • ,
to the endant, DRUG TAX/STAM-involved! paragraph), as 

P record, P.S.I. REPORT Transcripts, Bill of Exceptions transcript
and in all cases/suits/claims, which 

, that was never presented to the jfe&t/d-
and is in violation of the Nebr. Const. Sec. V and

^^v^f^/yf/defenda-

ts, Transcipts, stay's/etc 

the sealed documents
■,

efendant, are
XIV, and U.S. Const. Amend. V and XIV, and the

can't receive these sealed document, but shall be inspected.nt,
examine, investigated, and denovo reviewed by the Court of Appeals.

(R) .The ^-/defendant,
urt, may the pfiytfWf^./defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exis- 

t; may the Court; review, the Criminal History Record, in this cri­
minal cases/Clerk Office, as the ^H^f££/^/def endant, tried to ex­
punge the record, but was not acknowledge, or granted, and the 

^^ytof^/defendant, showed irreparable harm, damage, and injury, a- 

nd the /defendant, is aggreived by this record, and would
like to ask for permission for leave to the Court of Appeal, to

would like to ask and request to the Co-

,

expunge the CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORD.
(S) -The ^^M/defendant, would like to ask and request to the Cou-

/defendant, be entitled to;as grounds exist;rt, may the
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may the Court review the ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR'S and review the 

error's that was had and caused the nt -./defendant,
have a effective proceeding, preliminary,suppression. Trial hea­
ring, appeal/ pbst-cohviction, termination hearing in child 

port,■ expungment hearing, ameridmeftt hearing, and awarded tort c- 

la-i-m relief hearing, and additional error's, that are to be ren­
der reversal error, and etc..

(T) -The t/.t/defendant, would like to ask and request
urt, may the j/defendant, be entitled to;
st; may the Court review ENFORCEMENT LIABILITY RECOVERY ON THE S- 

URETY/BOND, and review the awarded relief that is required to be 

just and fair, with the request to be increased, and to amend/co­
nsolidate the (2)-two Tort Claims with this surety/bond,

to not

sup-

to the Co-
as grounds exi-

as the
requested relief of $15,000,000.00 (million dollars), shall be 
awarded to the vt&OKz/def endant, and the -p£tWi ./defendant,
(3)-three children, EACH, Ss required by law and the ECCLIESASTIe’:
CAL LAW, as this is a private settlement(kHk.t 

(U) .The /defendant,
urt

would like to ask and request to the Co- 

, may the /defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exi­
st; may the Court render a MANDAMUS ORDER, to compdl the” Trail C-
ourt, to reverse^ vacate7, and dismiss the criminal 
he levy on the payment (bond/surety), settlement,

case, issue t- 

expunge the CR­
IMINAL HISTORY RECORD, TERMINATE CHILD SUPPORT, 
Xdefendant from custody, 
aal additional relief requested,

Release the
and grant 

and reuired by the ECCLIESASTIC-
approve the Tort Claims

AL COURT LAW^d^ci Ainj W^+Vi<-f ij Wfre/rt

^>£^V^J^M^/dfendant, would like to ask and request to the Co­
may the defendant,

may the Court review the

(V) .The
urt be entitled to; as grounds exist; 

’ -j motions in the Trial Court as of
right aNOWa.?ii which the motions may reverse the case alfeb with th-

as theis appeal, and the Court shall acknowledge these motions,
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 occurred last time. as a stay/injunction/ 

the Court of Appeal have been notified
feviftw -tVi i evicjfrlCt lay m in frhfc t-n Auy ihik we, s d&m'tJ.

(W)-The /defendant, would like to ask and request to the Co—
, may the ^i^dlU^f^/defendant, be entitled 

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

= vi =

etc was in the record, as•,

urt to; as grounds exi-



the defendant, NEW
cborrectly handled properly and the'

fair new trial, as the District
terminate the notice of appeal, and did not

be-

V and XIV, was violated, as to 

TRIAL MOTION, was hot
Sec.

tcna^defendant, did not have a 

Court Judge, did not
nullify the appeal , and did not answer the NEW TRIAL MOTION, 
fore the appeal (as this happen twice before), and the POST-JUDG-

not answered, as shown on 5/1/17 to 5/10/17, 5/-MENT MOTION, was
12/1 /19 STILL PENDING,
further rulings will issue, wh-

10/17 to 8/26/17, and as shown on 

the District Court did not say no
the g^l/l/defendant,

has grounds to be issued a NEW TRIAL for further rulings to had_
District Court vacated/restored the saty's/et-

MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL,ich is grounds that

and issued, as the 
c., and this criminal case needs to be finalize in this Court of

Appeals•
{X) .The ./defendant, Would like to ask and request to 'Court

be entitled to; as grounds exist;
26, 2019, and Dec. 2, 101^ 

and dismissed,

may the wi/t/defendant,
the Court review the order on Nov.may

9, as the criminal case shall be reversed, vacated.
errors, aruge-evidence, facts, 

stated herein r and the f&g&S&ft/defen-
from all the defendant.
ments, grounds, and etc •,

like this Court to review all the pleadings that was
c;S to all the complain-

dant, would 
filed in the Trial Court on April 2, 2019,

that was admissible tots/motions/pleadings/filings/claims/etc., 

have all the requestes' issued, and the pleadings shall be acknowl-
reviewed and reversed and granted with the orders 

as Habeas Corpus relief shall be granted.
edge and denovo 

26, 2019,on Nov.
(Y).The p£^l^fe^t,/defendant, would like to ask and request to the Cou-

be entitled to; as grounds exist;
, and examine and

rt may the ^ ./defendant,
the Court review the ***SSCOPE OF REVIEW

of discretion caused by the Trial Judge in this

•kfeie
may
inspect the abuse 

criminal case, as the rights were not acknow-/defendant,
of discretion of issuing the not guilty plealedged, and the abuse 

and the iriotin for stay/etc 
to be void,- invalid; and rendered a; injustice criminal proceeding

caused all all the cases/claims/suits• /

has to be reversed, vacated and dismissed.
/defendant, would like to ask and request to the Cou­

rt may the /defendant, be entitled to; as grounds exist;
may the Court review the traffic stop of the arrest and the disc- 

overy material, from

that
(Z).The

the begining of the audio and video and ins-
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pect the footage as the defendant/ , applied the turn sig­
nal and all tail lights were working properly, the p.eA^NtfMi/defe- 

ndat, ask for a lawyer, and stated he is registered with the, 
LISASTICAL COURT,
4:08 am

ECC-
and the officers examined the drug tax stamp, at 

/ and the. conversatio.ns the officers had with their superi­
or supervisor officer, stated Mr. Mcneil can legally possess what 
he ha-3 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 arresting officers made 

inconsistent statments and violated the FRUIT-OF-THE—POISONOUS-TR-
unlawf-EE DOCTRINE, as the matter of the traffic stop is illegal, 

ull, and vindictive, which the arresting officer abuse their poli­
ce poyer, and the motion for arrested judgment shall be granted, 

(AAV.The p^^S^/defendant, would like to ask and request to the Cou­
rt,^ may the f §£vWt&/def endant, be entitled to; as grounds exist 
; May the Court review the "FOOTNOTES" and examine> 
information that is requied, protaining to 

-nt, re"guestes'a'nd rightoto have a fair, 'adequate';

the necessary
the pfe^^l^m^.ydefenda- 

and effectiv-
-e- appeal, :as---to -have: the-Cpu-rt--Q.f—Appeals to;-understand-appeal, 
and to prevent the unjustice, ^injustice and usurapation the

defendant, is going against, as there is no cause why this 
criminal case is pending , the fii;^.&YLfc£/defendant , is totally in-
nocent and, is automatically/a-f f irmat-i-vel-y■ not ..qu-i-ltv, and. the he­
rein "FOOTNOTES? have arguements,' evidence, facts, 

issues to be acknowledge, and the Truth is herein stated in this
theories, and

Brief.
(AB) .The ^r^Fh&alst/defendant, would like to ask and reuest to the Cou­

rt, may the p£^£^i$D&f/defendant, be entitled to? as grounds exist 

? may the Court review, all the Habeas Corpus, motions herein fi­
led in the record and as on May 8, 2017 thur April 4, 2019, 
he defendant, is entitled to

as t-
a evidence hearing and a 

RELEASE ORDER, the Trial Judge denied all the Habeas Corpus motie 

ons, which is a violation of the IV,V,VII, and XIV of the D.S. C-
onst. amend, and Nebr. Const., and Habeas €orpus shall not be sus­
pended, as to U.S. Const. Art. l,sec. 9(2)., 

been violated, the excessive sentence shall be vacated, 
defendant, shall be immediate released.

* viii *
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= PARTIES INVOLVED =

The A^ellant/petitioner/claimant/defendant, in this appeal is = J- 

maal Andre Mcneil, #86301, c..Q£. i, P.O. Box 223100, linclon, Nebr. 68542, 
(On behalf the ET. AL. , DEVION MURRY, DEANDRE MURRY, SShd DEMARVE MCNEIL,

68111, the .petitioner (3)-2002 No. 37th, Street, Omaha, Nebr 

three children)? Pro-se Attorney for the record, JAMAAL ANDRE MCNEIL, #8- 

6301, C.otcrt,, P.O.^Box 22Z00, lincoln, Nebr. 68542.1
The Appellees/respondants/claimees/plaintiffs, in this appeal is = 

STATE OF NEBRASKA, ET. AL,, Attorney General, 2115 State Capital, BMld-

• e

ing, lincoln, Nebr 68509.• t

-^The /defendant, wduld-like to Estate- that. = the Court of Appeals issued a
order and opinion in the appealcease No# A—17-463, State v. Mcneil, and stated that " A 

FINAL JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL ACTION IS NOT THE CONVICTION, BUT THE SENTENCE IMPOSED TH-
5 Neb. App. 484, 560 N.W. 2d. 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 10, 2017, when the sentence was not issued yet, and the NEW TRIAL,
- -was—still- -pending-,—arnd--the-er-im-i-n-a-l—-aetrion-was-not--f-i-na-l-tri-i--Augv-26L7—20±7-r 'eveTL- -if-a

the_ >^(4^Xfrw^b/defendant-, motions—were- issued- first -before stay/ 
injunction/restraining order/etc., which puts the trial court judge at a abuse of disc­
retion and fault/fraud, of not answering the /defendant, motions first within
the 10 days NEW TRIAL limitations, and before the appeal.

The pt^vj'VS^i^./dezendant, would like to- state that = In Case No# A-X7-1076/S-17-1-
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 reversed/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 p^ejjM^r/dfefendant,
stay's/etc., are dissolved/restored/vacated, &hd thfe p^J^^Hfr^defendant, 
to request to the Court of Appeals may the released be ordered, and may the Judgment 

^^ife^/defendant, brief date, 
no need for the /^/^S^/plaintiffs, to respond, as the 

in violation of the law of issuing a stay/etc., and the Tort 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 

&/Vdefendant, is entitled to a corrected judgment and a ECCLIESASTICAL COURT JUDGMENT.

EREON, State v. Engleman,

. injunction .was. .issued.,

076, the endant.

not to be released, and "NOW"f the
would like

as there is no need for delay, andbe issued at the
is already
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= CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT =

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). The Douglas County District Court criminal case No# CR-16-3742, 
300 Hall of Justice, 1701 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

• /

68183?
C). The Douglas County District Court child support case No# 986-4-

Omaha, Nebr., 68183?
E) . The D.H.H.S. Administration Appeal Hearing Office, case No# 19-

1172, (CI109210543/986—425), P.O.BOX 94728, Lincoln, Ne.,68509?
F) . The City of Omaha/Douglas County Civic Center, Law Dept

Claim Div., case No# 066-19, 1819 Farnam St., Suite 804, Omaha, 
Nebr., 68183?

G) . The State of Nebraska Risk Management, Tort Claim Div., case N-
o# 2017-17133, 1626 "K" St 
8509?

H) . The Douglas County District Court Offices, miscellanous case n-
, of the Criminal Histroy Records of the Defendan­

ts, 300 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam St., Omaha, Nebr., 68183?
I) . 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, Shd A-19-01220j A-Zl - 201 -z \(j

Stv, Omaha, Nebr • /

25, 300 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnamr'St • /
C 2 l o $ 1 * o i

Tort• r

P.O. Box 94974, Lincoln, Nebr., 6-• /

o#

X =



= TABLE OF CONTENTS =

i,ii,iii,iv,v,vi,vii,viii? 

.....................................................ix;
Question! s ) Presented............................................
Parties Involved .....................................................
Corporate Disclosure Statement ......... ............
All Cases &, All Past Appeal Cases................
Table of Contents.................. .............................
Table of Authorities ............................................
Prayer................................................................... ..
’’reliminary Introduction Statement...............
Jurisdiction ................................................ . ♦............
Opinion Below /Unsealed Documents Involved
Constitution Provision Involved ....................
Statement of the Case/Appeal ..........................

I).Nature of the Case ...............................
XI).Statement of Facts .............................
III) .Proposition of Law............... ..
IV) .Issues Tried in the Court Below
V) . Scope of review/Defendant Life History...
VI) . Vacation of all Stay's/injunction's/etc.
VII) .Assignment of Errors ..................

Summary Arguement...............................................
Arguement . ...................................................................
Ground(s) < €or*-:Granting the.‘-HotV>&&S: Corpus
Closing Arguement ..................................................
Conclusion ...................................................................
Requested Relief .....................................................

x?
x;

........................ .....................xi,xii?
xiii,xiv,xv,xvi,xvii,xviii,1;

1?
1?
1?
2;

3,4?
5?

5,6? !
6?

7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14?
.............................. 15,16;
........... ...17,18,19,20;

21?
22,23,24,25,26,27?

27?
28?

...29,30,31,32,34,35,36,37,38? 

...39,40,41,42,43,44,45,46,47; 

...................... .....................47,48,49;

* « #

50 ?
yAppA-'d i A CrsjAc erf AfAfif cv\ JlAy ZL.ZOZl. <cis

rl o'Jf-fi'uSvn

fi'i j- /z-nvY/y

o £ all i-l/if jo6 lie, si f jApptJC'£!‘sf.,iAj{)*tA'2.( ~ZQ{$a\f\

^ flrlW strict Cr,iM pirdtV

ar»d rfekfranyx; /na^g-iA-S C(k£6

&nA IH' ?.t>7\Arf\ytr\^ a(I QVi 1Clfs

~ (L Loud of /-$ ftrAfiSMT, and Atp-h. <? 7.07. t Afis\ymtj rvf -

^ c\s oi/iiicn&ty. dr\A fi'l/Aj
Apf

ifiq.5 rnao^

fht Ci\y of fLacJ tr>(rpA~y 4bf fibvvsr.X Icr-f

CAkv-m . c.iA<d \A//h<* ncA w;tb//\ ,51^ r^owt-hS CU^M^Okkif

ar«r>

/Appfr.diX-|N "XVs£ L fC)/y\

A E frcmfhk (ic Tr^-b CA/im nf bkt p&Eit&ntv

, o. a<A i.<5 f>G~t A.iTiS'wfr'pA wi's4oi//i vik rv\//v")t J'VS Ci&»/v-> aJo 20l7-$7^3*3
7 ----------------------------

= xi *

r>AiX -



-iriX-Fr Th-g ,i'To-f jVcbfa.5^.&Apflf:rU'fc5/

Ah/H-flf ^ AJa^A-ifrftlEZOj abcuF tinfc >1,

tfr^faVv^ plfj^VV^

,iV> tinflr SiJsnwA°f

^p-t ?q. 7C)-?C>' whi rtn dfinifd tUt, r?f d-fiyi d<*^3aA,*.-/^ Tirtf NiSt/iH Cm/rt Ord&r
\nut -frh/- ordfa~ cherno-t-A u/lo/m fin {■ irfisCci't^J aII j/Tji/yiCfl'’*v*S

Appt cr>

or\ -S t)
App^rlk- i-j C\n\\A ^cpc-rb A)a* $&le-'t2S/lZiOMtSi3f /nth; b/j-frVf.f fr,tW*, tW-jWf----------—_

hxp/:i’W Frgm <i,p&rtedt<d£vf€iy bc^d An d <t>'S(hfrr^ ^ ri *u/t0 sii'nJo f.

- r [ A -Fopp^-F -go- f^6 blst/sC-t Uuft_ -th* f sh$d_------------------

hi- \N-Mu\rAeA &p A paid frcw AuftfStdke&jSifrtt'f bbnri &/iA dischtir^-----------------_..
Apptnit (,

* jffigLZM£NAR¥ QUOTE*

~The pttihcntr would UU -to repJdd And *fk the U. 5- Supreme Cwtf My tint p&tHfortff 
-fc^ U^i to have thli WiriH V\eufz/^d irfndfr'ed tff&eth^ if'p&tffbU and^6c^£- 

?7* «"* m Ce'f",s *•'*>•, *> t«i«S'C.ZS$t,sMI U enM& ft Mir, 4 Mj ntce-
+‘4(WnJr ^ -to A gfiffinj +*>* Tictrrd &M O^’^We W issue 5^/Ktf/ioi, a*d h^vaf- wH*n$
kt Hu-U^i answer £ d, w. tin all ih6 U*i*5 -tuje+lo^ « tk£ pttWt^nJ. all 5 w/v'fj « .£, fK£v as *f

3 ,7' - . . . y>ciA<» ^ ^Jfrrr*^^ li ^ *'priS4*Ame*oa*ro\6
^‘^3 uf‘^d P^c/HSp cr^.^j Wistmry 4hUv be A« Uc,<rfotr,^d fhj, ShtuJj ti* * c V* /

‘“isrAsar •«

CVirrv

shall acknowledge the Goram Nobias herein filed, as to o 

all the child support motions were fil-
f have been vacated/dissolved/restored, in the D.H.H.-

the

l&s the CcAiF^-
pen the appeal case No# A-2)-2&Z/S-17-1076, as
ed, and now since all stay's/etc.

District Court, District Court Administration Office, and etc * t
S., County Court,

child support is free to be terminated.
•vacated- till the end c-f the expiration- ef the appeal,aren! tIf the siaty! a/etc

in t}ie Trial Court, the pHrtl^^/defendant, will file another appeal, after this appe-
as the ^.Hi4l.8'o&/defenr^.J; 

matters, and requestes to -be handl-

»• ;

motions,al, and the-anster from the “Trial Court on the j 
dant, would like to request to expedite all issues.

(second) appeal, to hot) cause' a? delay, 
will be issuing a reply brief to vacate all stay's/-

ed "NOW*, within this appeal, instead of the next 
The the pC^Ui ti v^V/def endant, 

injunction's/etc., in this appeal, and etc., 

eir b>,fVi£ as this is notice.

after the r£5ph^eii>.^/plaintiff' s. file th-
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10?Knibb Chapter 18.4, 12.1 to 12.6, 18.3...............................................

West Handbook Series Fed. Ct. App. Manual Fifth Edition By David
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^■The •.pi^'i'tjtrA^z/defendant, would like to request for permission to proceed, with this 

with additional motions that is on record and filed in the . 
would like to ask may some of the rules requirements be suspended/modified, in t-

to expedite and render all matters in all cases/

Cou­

rt, as
his W^f', as a good cause is shown, as 

suits/claims, in one appeal/order/judgment, and not to delay time/and delay the Courts,
as the /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 'Ct^Cfkt .*, nee-
d the <prWHffYi^!yde£&ndant,; to reissue another borrected may the Court inform/not­
ify the ^£4lr\jpn4f£/defendant, with a extention of time, as pursuant to Nebr. Rev. Stat.

6-1519.
The p£ixi\(tok&/defendant, 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, 
endant,

uments, find seal documents, and object to the record, in the proceeding, which is a vi-
can't defend or prosecute the c-

and the
can't point out no error's, find new error's and defects, show doc-

olation of "DDE PROCESS? which the c^fn/defendant,
ase/appeal, effectively, and the Clerk of the District Court is in violation of office,
and causing prejudice, injustice, bias, and injury to the p'defendant, "DOE PRO­
CESS? rights, which shall be acknowledge bt the Appeals Court, of these records hot bei­
ng forwarded.

— xv



The -iV^irt/defendant, didn't receive the transcripts from the CHILD SUPPORT CASE
(2>-TWp CUM® ffom t^ CLerkand of, the CpiAnfy/^stpict. Court, and administrat­

ion Offices, as these cases/claims/suits, shall be amended, to the Criminal cases, as t- 
he^ ^/defendant,' can't' point 'out no error's, defects, show documents, seal document-
s, statements made on telephonic conference,
roceedings, which the ^/defendant, cani’t defend or prosecute these
ppeals adequately, effectively, and correctly, and the Clerk of the County/District 
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 f.cHrt^/^/defendant, “DUE 

PROCESS?' and the Court of Appeals shall take Judicial Notice of this 

The t^f^/defendant, would like to state that =
17-1076, the ^fl^defendant, issued a appeal on the child support

and objections that was on record in the p-
cases, and a- 

Cou-

matter.
In appeal case No# A-17-1076/A- 

case, with the c- 

as moot, and the
appeal may have been granted, and terminated the child support ord­

er, with the Judgment vacating the conviction and sentence, and the stay's/etc., 
used the child support order hot be terminated, and "NOW", the stay's/etc., 
issolved/restored/vacated, the child support, shall be terminated.

riminal case, and on 10/25/17 to 11/1/17, the appeal case was overruled
i (^/defendant.

may ca-
have been d-

with this Criminal c-
ase.

_____ The ;/defendant, would like to request to the &VjCt/vrt, for a INTERLO­
CUTORY APPEAL to be had, (if necessary), as pursuant to the "DEATH ihjet.t. DOCTRINE? as

, motion are in the Trial Court right. "NOW", and shall be reviewed- by the Court of >
Appeals, and the pt-WHffvv^/defendant, would like to request to may the Court of Appeals

is entered.monitor and watch ove-r the Trial Court, if a m^Tidaim-ig/r-pmaTiHiad order,
O *•
** The p H n endant - would like to apply the Nebr. Rev. Stat. 25-2224, if no o- 

ther adeq-u-a-t-e -remedy- i-s ava-il-a-ble-, irr the Appeal ,- and“thxs- statute- that’ i's- being-presen­
ting to the shall be admissible for the p^4&hSV:/defendant,

The ^defendant, also would like to present the WEST HANDBOOK SERIES FED. 
\JS. APP. MANUAL FIFTH EDITION BY DAVID KNIBB, for evidence, arguement, and defense for 

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

and etc..

The. .{Ofcivf^t^/dfefehdaht, would like to oust, eject,

and withdraw from the State of Nebraska and declare his indepence, as a right to I- 

ocal seif ^-government, and terminate all contracts.

op-out, recuse, remove, termini
ate,

sentence, convictions, orders, judgm- 
as pursuant to the DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE JULY 4,J1776, and theents, and debts, E

CCLIESASTICAL COURT LAW.

The TpgirVi ffANb/defendant, do not know if -thei plaintiff1 filial 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. plaintiffs/Vrf]lj3^^f/Court/State 
shall all be liable and held accountable under the surety/bond.

so the of Nebraska,
and etc..
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= PRAYER =

, would like to prayft&H* rrj/defendant/petitiomer/ claimant
acknowledge this WW$)and grants the requested 

ECCLIESASTICAL COURT LAW,and as pu-

The .
the

required by law arid the 
the Certificate of Good Faith

relief, as 
rsuant to U.C.C.§§1-201(b)(19).

= PRELIMINARY introduction statement^-

to beis presenting this Appellant Brief,
reversal of the District T- 

is dispositive to this appeal and

The &v\ /Y7/defendant
issued on the merits, as _grounds exist for a

which
= TdifliStbimOAd

rial Court Judge order/judgment,

' ~C,dw 7;^, ZoZi (
Atinicd,

r.&Xti iu/cu6
OiTia -+ir>6T& <\4 -bWnr-li

: At)* l^XJhZl

£i_Aj{L{2£Ci
\ \ ^

Ai/\ 1 a

J ZOLi_ 3aa&/n-/

cjfoc- (1

£fU -hks -fVrW vx/lkfi
f f//yi € Tt)

RevinVOk€d' 98 Pttr8Uant t0 NS '

25-1901 to 25-1937, 25-2728: to 25-2740,
, 49-101, 29-2102 to 29-2106, 29-28- 

LETTER OF ROGATORYf0nd

Stat. 

25-1062 to
29-2301 to 29-2308
25-1082, 25-2224, 25-2001 to 25-2009 
01 to 29-2824, and the ECCLIESASTICAL CODET LAW,
U.S.Sop.a.Z, iO-Vo \L, zo,z\:2Zi23,Z^
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= OPINION BELOW =

for fcov^ 6i&i£ A^rf

yyyvnf. CcAAtkiCtoUft ai Appt& 1$ 

d-LS- HaS btrfrry

i[TH£ npj^fov^ nf Meloraskd

IHppfafrs a4 y4p^^ri?K -A^fhe pehhon 

I irie-.Si jir>A4frrl -fiW~ p^hiA^-bfrin ht/4?5 inO^ yg-f iT£pdrf'.fc/J

: !
/art

jff^ ppi^irtn e>4 tW- Kr^U ^ f CSfji:r'\ct 

I." A, ^ pA-k-KfA/v n*A is = Has bt&r\ desi^/u^ed 

y *s ^cri- y£t re Parted #

f.it)W

i

= UNSEALED DOCUMENTS INVOLVED =

l
THe do Denoyo ^Review, of “ail the sealed docu-

orders, judgments ant etc., inments, data, papers, records, 
all thi“government 'offices"of' the «"

materials,

“Clerk of the Douglas County District Court, 
11 of J-ust-i-ee,1 Omaha,

1701 Farnam St.,300 Ha-
Lincoln, -6-8111, Case No#Cr^l6-3742/Cf-T6-232- 

223/CX109210543/986—425 , C X *20 ■ IS'&Hf a.ll tasti hrttt-ry-

tf'B rHv&-,-S Adrinirr.- cHtfice Hr©-. , P-.0-.Box 9-8^14, Lincoln, Nebr "Case No#• i
191172;

°Tax Commissioner Office, 

ncoln, Nebr., 68509,
“City of Omaha, Law Dept.,
No#006-19;

“Risk Management, 1526 "Kn S-t, Sfee-#-220, P.O.Bow 9-4974, 
68509, Case No# 2017-17133;

301 Centennial Mall s., 

Case No# Mcneil;
P.O.Box 94818, Li-

1819 Farnam St., Omaha, Nebr. 68111, Case

Lincoln, Nebr.

and all other respondants/cla.Wej' ' /plaintiff/claimee offices. herein
stated, as all the government have documents that are sealed and heed to 

be unsealed in all the herein cases/claims/suits, as pursuant to Nebr- Ct„
hiif'^ry CovcJ 4-£rS_R« 6-1524 (D) , and 6—1466 (D) ^ -Hh
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= CONSTITUTION PROVISIONS INVOLVED =
—.
As :,|)tar£xuant to the United States Constitution =?

Sec- 9(2), says = the privilege of the Writ of Habeas 

shall not be suspended, unless when cases of rebellion
Art,- I

Corpus

Or Invasion the public sa-fOty may require of?

the Citizens of each state shall b

be entitiled tonall privieges and immunities of citizens in 

in the several states;

As pursuant to the United States Constitution Amehdmdntr =

npi^riHment I, says ~ Congress shall make no law respecting and

ftArt. IV. Sec, 2(9), says

establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise

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

people peaceable?

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

and effects, against unreasona-their persons, house, papers, 

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-
;•••* * * * Tj

offence to be twice put in jeopardy of li-bject for the same 

fe or life, nor

rty without due process of law, 

taken for public use, without just compensation;

shall be'deprived of life, liberty, or proper

nor shall private property be

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

shall enjoy the right to a speedy and^public Trial?

Amendment VIII, says - Nor shall cruel and unusual punishment

inflicted?
Nether slavery nor involuntary servi-Amendment XIV, says ~
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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 whie»f 

ch shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the

United States? nor shall any state deprivec-any person of life, li­

berty, or property, without due process of Law; nor deny to any p- 

erson within its jurisdiction the equal protection of laws.

As pursuant to the Nebraska Constitution Bill of Rights =

Art. I, Sec. 1,;2$ 3, 4, 7, 8, 9, 12, 14, 20, 21, 23, 24;

Art. VIII, Sec. 2?

As pursuant to the Declaration of Human Rights =

Art. 1 to 30;

The appeilant/ptitioner, is under all the constitution herein st-

. i j..?

ated and all the herein constitutions: and articles are,harid' was', and: is 

being violated by the appellees/plaintiffs/respondants, as Bhown herein 

this motion for summery reversal and shown in the lower District Trial 

Court, as the injunctions/stay's/restraining order's, where put in by 

the appellees/respondants/plaintiff's and by the District Trial Court, 

which is why the petitioner/appellant shall receive a New Trial under 

these U.S. and Nebraska Constitutions beening violated.

The pfi-tefi /defendant, has also been violated by the regpondants

/appellees under U.S.C.A. §§ Art. I, sec. I, Art. II, Sec. I, and Art. 

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

The /defendant, DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF JULY 7,
Wag violated, by the courts and the plaintiffs/appellee..

The pftrhfofvT* /defendant, RIGHTS TO LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT,iihas/was/- 

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

17-
76,
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= STATEMENT OF THE CASE/APPEAL =

This appeal shall be a interlocutory appeal, as pursuant to the flDEA- 
7 ©If/and the tte&TS/defendant v ffiould like to hsk for

permission for leave to have a interlocutoty appeal , if necessary, as th- 

e p^t]cn6<E/defendant, &ould like to give judicial notice to the • 
that there- are _

ot been answered or ruled on, and the forgoing motions that s"

THKNELL DOCTRINE

’ j.w- motions in the District Court that have n-

hall be reviewed by this Court, as to not delay time and/or cause another
the foregoing motions may reverse this criminal c^ 

the ^^f-Hifi^^'/defendant, had to issue/file/di­
appeal to be issued, as 

ase without this appeal, as 

scharge the NEW TRIAL/AND ADDITIONAL MOTIONS, twice or on both accounts,
as applied, and District Trial Judge could of answered these motions befo­
re this appeal was ruled on, and the p>H'^r^ir*?r/<*e^en<*an't' would like to a-1 
sk for permission for leave for the £or dih&fy. to issue a mandamus/ 
order, to the Trial Judge, to answer and rule on the p^-|4fV/Vinotions befo-

A

re the determination of the appeal, if^hecessary, and/or have the pgfa 

motions forwarded to the Court of Appeals, ruled on or not ruled?on, and 

have thist’Court rule on them, (as the W£c(<^ •? 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 =

was invalid and unlawfull arrested, by theThe pe-M ( (W'f'n/def endant,
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 prosecution, contempt of court, tortious

within the year of 2016 to 2017, the 

ndant, had a void 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 and- invalid trial arid new 

trial that should of been a mistrial, as the defendant/fe^H/^ti^ was foun^

violations, and etc • r

d guilty, on May 1, 2017, a new trial motion was filed, and a error occur-
was issued, without notice, the Trial Judgeed and a stay/injuchtion/etc 

did not rule on the new trial motion, as appeal was filed, and the notice 

of appeal/appeal was not terminated or nullified. The ^.^pj^i/M.^®!i;/defendant, 
was sentence to 10 to 15 years, the defenddnt/p$#taHsSbCV issued 2 Tort Cl-

against the plaintiffs/ep^ir^s/ an the Tort Claims

•,

aims, as admissible,
not answered to within the 6-nioriths extension, disposition, and gavewas
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the .pttv-K'ovi^t/defendant, a affirmative defense# to proceed with suit and 

to object to the criminal case and etc..
The ^/defendantv issued mulitple motions and filings on April

2, 2019, and was denied, on April 4, 2019, as the defendant/^%i^^c, 

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 needs 

to be dispositive/settled/dispose of, in favor of the defendant/Appellant/ 
ciaimarrfc/petitloner, with all relief granted, ars/the ; injuncti-onS/stay' s/e 

tc., were issued without notice, is automatic grounds for a immediate app­
eal, immediate Habeas Corpus,relief, and New Trial, shall be required.

is-
•,

L.

- STATEMENT OF FACTS =

The ../defendant, is entitled to a affirmative denovo DEATH K-
the ^iVi^/c/defendant, vacated all stay's/injunctions/NELL, appeal, as

restraining order' s/etc. r, in all herein cases, as all stayrs/etc., were n£
ot giving notice and caused injury, damage, and irreparable harm.

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

- — The_fodtiite6^--/def endant,::wouid like_the s ta tetha.t__BQTH Tort.__C1 at ms .. 
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 all stay's/etc., were vacated in all Tort Claims, as BOTH,and etc • r

Tort Claims shall be amended/apprpved/awarded/granted and etc.. 

The- chi-id-support - c-ase/order-shilir"be^ternfinitid asr grounds ' show -tfr- 

e 2 children 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 p^ii'tevi^'-./defendant, showed grounds herein this appeal/case as to 

why the CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORD, shall be expunge, as the Officers used it 

to mak-e a arres-t, the preseeu-t-or use it to enhanee the sentence, 
as this record is causing harm, damage, and injury to the defendant-/s

, as the record shall be expunge, as required by the Eccliesastical Cou-
pf/mbt/ty cXic by

The f fcf'MmisT /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 0^(2^ ^ /defendant.

and- etc •,

rt Law. Tht U 4 i A ft

and-dispose of theJcase.
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- PROPOSITION’OF LAW, STATUTES, AND LAWS -

of Rogatory, Regist-^Letterto the Eccliesastical Court,

applied and applicable to be used by the petiti-
As pursuant 

ered Deed Poll, shall be
in this appeal/case/claims herein and herein be+coner/appellant/defendant

low.
Stat. 25-21,121 to 25-21,148, Quo War- 

admissible for the Appellant/petitioner/defenda-

shall acknowledge the Plaintiff/- 

willfully, failure, neglected, and refused the

As pursuant to the Nebr*;Rev. 

ranto, shall applied and

nt defense and arguements, as the Court

appellee's/respondant's,

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

nt/appellant.

&s Pursuant to the Nebri:;Rev.

shall be admissible to be applied by the petitioner/appellant/dfefed-

Stat s' 25-1062 to 25-1082, injunction

Law,
vacate/dissolved/restore all stay’s/injunction's/restraining 

herein appeal and herein all the lower court's and admi-
dant, as to 

order's, in this
nisrtative offices, and amend/consolidate the bonds with the (2)-two Tort

Claims that was issued by the Appellaiht/petitioner.

77-4301 to 77-4301, Tax Commiss-Rev. Stat.As pursuant to the Nebr. 

ioner Rules and Regulation of the Drug Tax Stamp, and this statute shall

used by the appellant/petitioner as the petitioner/appe-

llant had a ©dug Tax Stamp during the arrest and was valid.

25-701 to 25-705/Fed. Civ. P. Rul

be admissible to

Rev. Stat.As pursuant to the NS&E* 

t5$b)(2), shall be applicable for the appellant/petitioner to amend this 

with all the other additional cases/claims, as the petitioncriminal case
issued mo&ipfi£s$.n$e!b!tifriji£B \ sanddapplication1 s to v&batner/applllant lust

in all cases/suit's/claim's, and a ame-ate all stay's/injunction’s/etc • r

render judgments in all requestes by the petitionendment shall be had to

er/applllant as required by the Eccliesastical Court Law.
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As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev. Stat. 42-371.01, Terminate Child Supp­

ort, shall be reviewed, by this Court,aas pursuant to Nebr. Rev. Stat. 2- 

the UArf’a shall terminal-5-2740, Domestic Relation Matter, as 

e the child support order, ihr:this advance hearing also, 

to have the child support order terminated.
as grounds exist

As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev Stat. 25-2001 to 25-2009, Vacate the J-e 

udgment, shall be admissible for the appellant/petitioner 

ctoiminalsandeeivil child support case order/judgment and etc.,
to vacate the

as grounds
exist and are shown in this appeal.

As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev. Stat. 29-824 to 29-826, 29-115 to 29—
H8, Suppression hearing shall be reHedovo determined 

petitioner/defendant/appellant is entitled
.... - -- and reheard, as the 

to a new suppression hearing,

as the records shows of a abuse of discretion, and violation of due proce
ess, and etc., and the new trial motion was also filed with the suppress­
ion1 motion, that was damage by the Trial gudge order ofi Mhy 

both the Suppression motion and New Trial
10, 2017, as

motion have to be redonovo rei­
nstated, with a motion to Quash,

As pursuant to the Watson Law?
as pursuant to Nebr. Rev. Stat. 29-1808. 

3ays = Suggested as possible exceptie

su-"

collusion, or arbi-

As the petitioner/appellant is under this Rule/Law as the p- 

etitioner/appellant the respondants/appellee

on the- Watson Rule? Ther decrsxon~o:f “E-cclie^astlcal:-

bject to Civil Court review as the product of FFraud, 

trariness 11 ",

caused fraud and etc..
As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev. Stat. 77-2201 to 77-2215, 25-2916, 77- 

Fed. Civ. P. R. 16(c)(2), Settlement & Agreement, shall be applied-1623,

as the petitioner/appellant would to settle all suit 

ired by law, and the appellee/s/respondant 

unprofessional acts, malicious prosecution and fete.

and claims, as requ- 

s are already guilty of fraud,

and all awarded amou­

nt requested for shall be consolidate/amended in the surety/bond from the 

invalid and void injunction/stay1 s/restraining order's that was issued.

= 8



72.11, says = All crimes are civil 

civil fine7~and~the ’'appellant/petitioner shall
As pursuant to the 27 §§ C.F.R.

and all crimes shall be a 

be held only for a civil matter only, which is required for a discharge.

as petitioner is registered with the Eccliesastical Court.

= Suggested as possible excepti^
and off-set,

As pursuant to the Watson Law; says 

on to the Watson Rule? the-"decision of Eccliesastical tribunals might be

the Product of "Fraud, collusion, or Ar-subject to Civil Court review as

bitrariness"I!, As the petitioner/appellant is under this issue.

Nebr. Rev. Stat. 29-3523(6) sa-As pursuant to Expungment of Records,

arrested due to the error of law enforcement agency mayys = Any person
petition with the District Court for an order to expunge the Crim-file a

inal Histrory Record information related to such error. The petition shall

in which the petitioner wasbe filed' in.! the District Court of the County 

arrested, and petitioner/appellant filed a petition in this criminal case

and ini the Clerk' s Office and;'was denied, and petitioner/appellant would 

like to present this matter to the Court of Appeals, to be review and rev-

as petitioner/appellant Criminal Histroy Records and a-ersed and granted,
records herein the agenices, corporations, entities, and sail government 

(Nebraska Commission On Law Enforcement), shall expunge and dispo-
11

offices
se of all records,-'as pursuant to the Eccliesastical Court Law.

Rev:-Stat. 29-3528, saysNebr.As pursuant to Expungement of Records,

officer or employee of the State, its agency's or any poli­

cial subdivision, or drfc.1 s^ agencies; fails, to.: comply, with the requirement of

29-3501 to 29-3528, and 81-1423 or of regulations

= Whenever any

section 29-209, 29-210,

Lawfully, adopted torimplement section = any person aggrieved may bring

an action, including but not limited to andaction for mandamus. to compel

As theand such action may be brought in the District Court.compliance
petitioner/appellant presented this matter and claim to the District Court

denied, and the petitioner/appellant would the the Court of Appealsand was

= 9



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

order,
reverse this

as the Omaha Police Officers used the petitioner/appellant Criminal

Histroy Records to caused a invalid and void arrest, 

pellees used this record to enhance the
and the plaintiff/ap- 

sentence against the defendant/ap- 

and this issue is causing injury and damage towards the appellant/ellant.

defendant/pe-titioner and shall be 

astical Court Law,
expunge, and as pursuant to the Ecciies-

As pursuant to the West Hand Book Series Federal Court 

Manual Second Edition by David G. 

fbrcingiLiability on bonds, 

ants defense and claim? Chapter 

admissible for the appellant/petitioner

of Appeals

Knibb, Chapter 18,4'Page 221 to 222, 

Shall be admissible for the petitioner/appell-

En-

12.1 to 12.6, page 117 to 137, shall be

arguement, defense, 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 

e and - arguement, as"the petrtioneT/appelllant/de-f^dan-t 

injucntion's/ete., and the defendant/appellant is entitled to

defens-

vacated- all stayrsT

a New Trial
to correct the Errors, as the Trial Court modified the order 

2019, and futher rulings need to be held and the 

of in fav°r ofr Appellant/patitio.ner/defendant,

have been provided to the court in this-W/^Vf

and the Fifth Edition shall be applied also.

- 73-10; shall be applied 

and issued to discharge the herein debt by the appellant/petitioner/defen­

dant, as regtrired by law.

As pursuant to the Nebr. Rev. Stat. 29-2801 et.seq 

hall be entitled to the appellant/defendant, to be released from his unla­
w-full confindment, as this matter was presented in the Trail Court,
evidentiary hearing shall be conducted, and the excessive sentence shall 
be vacated.

on Nov. 26, 

case needs to be dispose 

as the. merits and facts

and addit­
ional attached motions herein.

As pursuant to the H.J/R - 192, Public Law

Habeas Corpus, s-•»

and a

= 10 =



As pursuant to Motion for Domestic Relation Matters, Nebr- Rev. Stat.

admissible for petitioner/appellant to have a hearing on

as the child support case shall be
25-2740, shall be 

the issues for the child support order.

terminated, and be amended/consolidated with this criminal case.

motion for judgment against Public Corporation, Nebr.As pursuant to a

Statv 77-1621 to 77-1626 (77-1623)y 25-2156 to 25-2169, shall be iuss-Rev
ed against the appellees/respondants herein this matter.

not provided for in this code? procedure?, Nebr.

arise in which an action for the enforc-r
As pursuant to Cases 

Rev. Stat. 25-2224 If a cause ever

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

may be necessary to prevent a failure of justicej and

shall be under matter and shall be admissible to

ement or

adopted so far as

the appellant/petitioner

situation in this appeal and all lower cases/claims/suits.apply this
Rev. Stat. 25-21,121 to 25-2-As pursuant to Quo Warranto Law,K!Nebr.

shall be applied, as the Appellees/respondants willfully neglected1,148,

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.

16-701) to 16-731, 23-131 to 23-134, 23-160.1,

Rev. Stat. 17-711,

17-714, 17-715, 13-903,

23-160.02, 77-2201 to 77-2215, shall be applied to the government administ­

ration to pay for all cost for the respondants/appellees for compensation

the bond/surety, and all additional cladms.

Rdtt. : Stat.:25r*1211 and 27—
and reimbursement, recovery on

Nfebr)'; rAsr!putshanfrnto.' the1 • IfopeSehmenfc'.B&w

shall be admissible to impeach the Plaintiff/appellees witnesses, as

contemp of court, and tort claims violation were
607

false testimony, perjury, 

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

false statements founder oath.vmg
Nebr. Rev. Stat.motion for action on official bond,

admissible for the appellant/petitioner to issu- 

= 11 =

As pursuant to a 

25-2101 and 25-2109, shall be



e lien/garnishment:/claim on the petphaadahts bond'f&irfor compensation 

for injuries and damages caused by respondants.

As pursuant to a Action under 42§U.S.C 19.81 to 1983, Civil Kightr- 

..s Atfcs, shall be admissible to petitioner Writ, herein as the. petition^'- 

er saan nave me same rights as a white citizens, and shall be entit­

led the terminate all contracts as to terminate the conviction and se­

ntence contract, and the respondants violated the petitioner eisfilr ri­

ght, and as pursuantbto the Policitical Subdivision Tort Claim Act/Mi - 

scellanous Tort Claim Act/of Nebraska shall be admissible 

v. Stat.
as Nebr. Re^s

13-901 Et.Seq., 81-8,209 to 81-8,39.11 and 81-8,294 to 0I-S,3- 

as respondants are liable under this statute for all unprofession­

al conduct, malicious prosecution, and etc., and as to §25-21,184 to 

25-21,185.12,

01,

25-2Glet.seq., neglience and §25-201 to 25-225, 

emnt~arT<r Xim'tation-of^actioh XhaXT be_appried Xo 'the' re”s"pohdahts' as

Commenc-

they caused numerous fraud and misbehaviorous 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- 

ion, shal 1- app ly- iu- this" mdjt’te-r---;fotf-.feh-e-'P<  ̂tifeio-nerhrguemehts 

} 201' tt>* 25-21,218, Action in which the State of Nebraska is
-§>2-S-24?*

a party s-

hall be applied and amended with the additional claims, §29-4601 to 29 

-4608, Unlawfull and Wrongfully Convicted and imprison, shall be appl­

ied to the petitioner as the petitioner shall be entitled to compensa-

shall foe-: issued to the

a successive bu- 

25~201et.seq. un­

der Quantum Mertuit, shall be for the petitioner to be reimbursed by 

the respondants as the-f respondants benifited from Ubusihg. the petitio-

tion and reimbursement, §U.C.C. 9-102(a)(13), 

petitioner for business damages as the petitioner had 

siness under §77-4301 to 77-4316, §25-90-8 to 25-910,

ner.
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to Nebraska Revised Statute 25-1920; Appeal injunction

"In all actions in which a temporary i-

which or-

As pursuant

;,cause advanced; when: - says t

njunction has been granted and entered in the District Court, 

der allowing the temporary injunction is or has been superseded for by

on the Merits, determine thatlaw, and in which action the trial Court,

injunction not to be granted and a permanent injunction was refusedthe

in such action, such cause 

preme Court for hearing? as 

advanced hearing with this

shall be advanced by the Court of Appeal/Su-

the Appellant/petitioner is entitied^to a

as there is no need

for a delay.

As pursuant to nebr. Rev. 

seded? cash or bond; effect

Stat. 25-1916(1) to (4), "Appeal; super­

undertakings, amount, terms, and conditio-

effect of having corporate surety? is admissible for the petitioner

recover on bond/liaility/sure-
ns

/appellant to issue a claim for damages,

be entitled to be compensated for the stay's/inj.unctions th-ty, and to

at was ineffect, and to be determined and approved by the 'fa

• of the petitioner/appellants requested awarded amount.

Stat. 25-1902; Final order - definded;
"V

As pursuant to Nebr.

= An order affecting a substantial right in a action,

Rev.

when suchsays?
in effect determines the action, and prevents a judgment, and anorder

order affecting a substantial right made in a special proceeding-or up-

action after judgment is a final order whncssummary application in a. ^on

ich may be vacated, modifidd'dr reverse, as provided? and the Appellant

the New Trial motion was prevented from being/petitioner judgment on 

granted by thfe. respondants/plaintiff/appellees and District Trial Coutt

injunction/stay/restraining order,-was issued and shall be

and restored in this, Wfft r

order of a

vacated, reversed, modified,

petitioner/appellant rights where affect, final order was affected

as

the

= 13



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',1 which the petitioner/appellant/ 

defendant is entitled to the New Trial releif.1 

As pursuant to Nebr. Rev. Stat. 25-19187 Appeal bondy approved, by 

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

A§ pursuant to Nebr. Rev, State. 49-101,
(b) , shall be admissible for a Common Law Writ CfrErriSrhCoram Nobias, as 

all cases/suits/etcshall be reopened, denovo reviewed, and redetermined.
As pursuant to Nebr. Code ©fsJudicial Conduct §§5-302.11 (A), 5-303 (- 

Nebr; Judicial Ethics Committee Opinion 08-3,
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 efficient hearing without no abu- 

se of discretion ..or no hinder/deprivationyusurapat-ion/ and etc.__ _ L 
As pursuant to Fed. App. P.R. 2, 32(e), and Neb. Ct. R. §§6-1518, 

shall be admissible upon of good ’cause,
cular instance in order to avoid a manifest injustice and etc..

25-525, 28§§U.S.C. 1651(A),

Cannon 213, 2(1(19, W-

rules' may be*' suspended in a "parti-

As pursuant to Nebr. Rev. S-tat. 2g-2308 Redufeion of Sentence, (l)In 
ail criminal cases that now are or may hereafter be pending in the Court 
of Appeals or Supreme Court , the Appeals^Gourt may- reduce -the" sentence re­
ndered by the District Court against the accused when in its opinion 
sentence is excessive.

the

1 0
As the Arrested Judgment motion that is in the APPENDIX - f, which & Sh'M/r, ■>:

he Trial-Court, shall be granted with the New Trial Motion, as the charge don't constit­
ute as a qffense, and the Arrested Judgment, motion herein attached shall be granted by 
the

.T
All the documents stated in the APPENDIX A to fr, are admissible to be evident for

^<£Sfendant, burden of proof.
The child support case no# CI10921GS43/986-425, also had stay’s/etc., that was vac­

ated/restored/dissolved, by the /defendant,
request, to.;,amended the proceedings, and the Trial Court Judge in the child support 
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.

in t-

the

with a attached Coram Nbbias, and a
case

14



= ISSUED TRIED IN THE--COURT BELOW =

jpfcigSgMted facts/evidence/the burden of pr^-The p^Mi C^^/defendant, 
oof/subtantial arugement/affirmative defense/errors/discretion/etc to• t

the District Trial Court, as required by law = 

r +-: The issues and* pffehdings that was presented before Trial was =
® The defendant presented being registered with the Eccliesasti-

cal Court;
Withdrawing, a^NOT GUILTY ELEA that was
rstanding, that cause errors in the criminal proceeding;
The defendant presented having a DRUG TAX STAMP, 
issible?
The defendant presented a MOTION TO SUPPRESS, which was void 

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

issued under a misunde-o

that was adm-

which was void
from the invalid not guilty plea?
The defendant 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;

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

and were void?
o.

nscripts.
The defendant had a suppression hearing but was void from the

the defendant withdraw the not gulity pl-
6

not guilty plea, as
middle of the hearing, and change the proceeding.ea, in the

and the hearings had errors in it, that need to be corrected?
+ The issues and pleadings that was presented at trial,

° All motions, pleadings, and filings
____ __________ pleadings presnted within 10 days of the New Trails
° The defendant presented a motion for a new trial, arrested j-

for subpoena, informa pauperis, suppression,
and etc.

in the transcripts;are

± The issues and

udgment, pracipe 

vacaete, habaes corpus. expunge, coramrnobias,
• The defendant was not notified of the stay's/injunction's/etc,

at this time, and everything became denied as moot?
to case No# A-17-463?° Appeal■was filed as 

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

oleadings presented after the New Trial hearings

li-m-inary hearing?
° The defendant presented a motion to object to the P.S.I. Report

= 15 =



and hand delivered to the P.O., and mailed documents to the 

clerk/court, of presenting evidence;
° Appeal was dismissed' as to case No# A-17-463, 

warded.
mandate was for-

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 

were all denied, and child support was reinstated at this time; 
The defendant persented a motion to return property and 

ranted, but was denied in all other hearings, and the prosecu­
ting attorney was going to keep the defendant funds, 
t because the /defendant, presented evidence of the

was g-

but didn-

TAX COMMISSIONER records, the funds would of been giving to 

tiiO prosecuting attorney, as to forfeiture, 
mative defense ^s

and this is a aff-
to. why the Appellant/defendant, shall be re-

were release;leased or should of been released when the funds 

° Appeal case No# A-17-1076 and S-17-1076,
° Appeal Case No# A-17-1076 and S-17-1076,

was issued;
were all> overruled;

The defendant presented a-post-conviction motion an^was: denied; 
o -The de-fehdant-presented multiple "motion- within "Aug; -2017 "to "May "

2019,;
The defendant presented multiple motions on April 2, 2019, 
ch as to all

whi-
complaints/claims/suits/amendments/coram nobias w— 

as issued and to reopen the cases and etc.,
April 4, 2019;

and was denied on

° Appeal case No# A-3.9-391, was issued,
The defendant presented a notice and motion to vacate/restore/ 

dissolve all stay's/etc., Motion for New*^Trial,

and dismissed;

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 
issued);

was

°' The defendant presented a reconsideration motion within Id days
and was denied on Dec. 10, 2019;

d-Cflu6 ' 21' ZDi.° Appeal Case No# A-19-01220, was issued a-i'v%
The defendant presented motions in 

ed after the stay’s/injunction’s/etc 

vacated, and the mulitple motions W&rt &U < ‘̂>3

the Trial Court, to be issu-
dissolved/restored/are• /

= 16 e



- SCOPE OF REVIEW =

p^^rtlYvfi-rydefendant' Vokid like the Court of Appeal to scope theThe

review of:
***< j ***

District Court Trial Judge, 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,II,III,IV,V,VI,VIII, 
and XIV, and the Nebr. Const. Bill of Rights Art. 1, Sec.
Ill, IV, v,VI, VIII, /-and XIV, rights forwards the defendant/petit- 

ioner/appellant , &nd the sentence is a excessive: sentence.
*** II

District Court Trial Judge, caused a abused of discre­
tion, of not answering!the Idefendant/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-

The

I,Hr

* * *

The

III ***** *

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 

defect, and injustice, as the plaintiff/appellee.is a error,
stay of judgment order, shall have not been granted on May, 10

issued on May
2017, was invalid and void, and caused a violation of

Const. Amend. V,VI, and XIV, a-

, 2017, and the sfay/injunction/etc., that was 

1 Or
i

process as pursuant to the U.S.
nd Nebr. Const.
hfs, torwards the defendant/appellant, and torwards the prosec—

due

Bill of Rights Art. 1, Sec. V,VI, and XIVy rig-

and the senten-ution, and all Appeals in all Appellate Courts, 
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, 
PRELIMINARY HEARING stages or the New Trail proceedings.

at the

★ * * ***V
The District Court Trial Judge caused a abused of discreti— 

' on not acknowledging the plaintiffApe+nfW'fG witnesses caused 

perjury, fraud, and unprofession conduct and acts, that the Trirr 

al Judge should have granted tire defendairts/p motion for
impeachment and etc-, as the BRADY v. MARYLAND LAW/ETC., was vi­
olated.

on

*** vi *** '
The District Court Trial Judge Caused 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.' *s. still entitled to a NEW TRIAL HEAR-
±N§ on the merits and/or PRELIMINARY HEARING and/or all relief
be issued and granted.

*** * * *VII
The District Court Trial Judge caused a abuse of discreti­

on^- of not granting the BOTH Tort Claims “issued by “the petitio­
ner/ claimant/appeallant. BOTH withdrawal from considerat­
ion, and vacate all stay's/injunctions/etc. all have been issu^ 

granted.ed and all requested awarded relief should have been

*** ***VIII
The District Court Trial Judge caused a abuse ’of■? discreti- 

, of not granting the petitioner/appellant request of expung­
ing the CRIMINAL HISTR0Y RECORD, after the request been reques­
ted numerous of times, as being requested NOW.

on

*** IX ***
The District Court Trial Judge caused a abuse of discreti­

on, of not TERMINATING the child support order as the children 
are past the age of (19)-nineteen years of age and etc..

* * *7"X * * *
The District Court Trial Judge caused a abuse of discreti- 

, of not AMENDING/GONSOLIDATING, the cases/claims/suits, in
case/ on April 4, 2019, as not AMENDING/CONSOLID-

on
this criminal

= 18 =



ATING the child support case, BOTH Tort Claims, awarded relief
the BOND/ en if o r cement liabili-with the surety/ROND/ recovery

BONS/counterclaim on BOND/=c 1 aim on B0NH awarded relief,
on

ty on 

and etc..

*** XX. ***
abused of discreti-The District Court Tarsal Judge Cause a

the Trial Judge abuse the DISTRIBUTION QE POWER CLAU.SEon, when
of being.a Judicial Officer Judge and then executing a inval-t 

id and void Judgments and not acknowledging therpetitioner/app­
ellant/defendant request of presenting the SEPARATION OF POWER 

CLAUSE, against the plaintiffs/appellees/respondants. and etc..

* * **** XII
The District Court Trial Judge cause a abused of discreti- 

, when willfully, refusing and neglecting to enforce the ECC- 
LIESASTICALCeOURT, LETTER'OF- ROGATORY,* REGISTERED DEED POLL, 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-

LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT, which the Habeas Corpus,

on

itioner RIGHT OF 
shall be admissible and applied in this herein Appeal-

****** XIII

District Trial Court Judge caused a abused of discrete
as there was no evidence to c^

as a mo?

The
ion of not rendering a Mistrial,

defendant find the charges were insufficent.onvict the
tiorK foiroda^ested judgment should have been granted, as the ve­
rdict that was annoucned by the trial judge void, the defe-was

as tfe- - ;. indant/jaH^E^*-^-, shall be entitiled to a ADVANCE HEARING,
should have not b-he Stay’s/injunction/restraining order/etc-.

giving and interfered with thegranted as not"NOTICE", waseen
prosecutions/proceeding and all stay's/etc., shall be vacated/

the defendant/p^*^£&niV~, is under theRestored completely, and
litijeberg Test, Brady Rule, Watson Rule, Bailey Rule, Halper

Good Faith Exception, as all cases/rule/testes s-Test, and the 

hall be
presented a subpoena motion, to the TAX COMMISSIONER, 
rd defendant/petitioner, tax record.

acknowledge and applied^, and the defendant/petitioner,
tb fbfwa-

as the defendant.
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def endant/; ,taxes was and were paid, and the 

exempt and immune from government usurapation as the 

defendant, is "NOW11, tffcder "DOUBLE TAXATION" and "DOUBLE JEOPA-

should be

RDY’", as all i"CRIMES ARE CIVIL" and "ALL DEBTS SHALL BE DISCHA^ 
RGE'jI - "DOLLAR FOR DOLLAR'^ - and by the Trial Judge not suppress- 

new trialing all the evidence at the suppression hearing/and 
hearing, (Whether or not a praceipe for sub|3bena or a subpoena 
motion, wa3 issue as long a subpoena was issued), caused the chi
hild support to be reinstated, and caused additional cases/sui> 

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 "DOMESTIC RELATION MATTERS
V to terminate the void parder of Child Support, 
ing hearing to recover on the .^ENFORCEMENT LIABILITY ON THE SU- 
RET^^B^ND're<Jui^ed awarded amount (AND AMENDED

and a undertak-

WITH TORT C- 

and the
(3)-THREE, children, as herein reguested, as reguired 

by law and the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT LAW.

LAIMS) , 
claimant.

to the DBSBNdant/claimant/appellant/petitioner,

“ SC0PE OF OF THE DEFENDANT LIFE HISTORY =

The ./defendant
des in the Douglas County, City of Omaha,

was born in the State of NEBRASKA
and is at the age of 42, has 3 

finished school in the

McLlB&i-f-

children, all gentleman, the ^/defendant,
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 defendant/is not on medication, do not do drugs 

ell milddmannored, is in good health, PAYS TAXES TO HAVE RESPECT FOR HIS 
CITY, COUNTY, STATE, AND FEDERAL GOVERNMENT,
GOVERNMENT FUNDING, has no misconduct reports/or no bad behavorial probl­
ems while at the N.S.P. Department of Corrections,

, is w-

AND CONTRIBUTES TO HELP WITH

and ‘is not a threat to
the public or society arid has good plans for the future, 
helping his community grow, as

his family, and
Laic dcfendaut/appellant, is registered and

employed with the ECCLIESASTICAL CCOURT, and is "ORDAIN? by the "LETTER OF
ROGATORY, REGISTERED DEED POLL.
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STAY1 S/INJUNCTION'S/RESTRAINING ORDER'S/ETC. == VACATION OF ALL

3 The ffrtfrWvfcT-/petitioner, would like to vacate (modify, suspend, di­

ssolve, restore), any
claim’s, and in this herein appeal, as all cases, claim’s, and sui-

and all stay’s/injunction's/etc., in all cases. su­

it's,
t's are stated below =

Douglas County District Court criminal case no# CR-16-3742, 
300 Hall of Justice, 1702 Farnam St., Omaha, Nebr. 68183?

Douglas County District Court criminal preliminary hearing, 
criminal case no# CR-16-23223, 100 Hall of Justice, 1701 -Farnam

A). The

B)• The

68183?, Omaha, Nebr.
C) . The Douglas Cdunty District Court child support, case no# 986— 

425, 300 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam St.
The D.H.H.S. Administration Appeal Hearing Office, case no# 19-

lincoln, Nebr.68509? 

Law Dept., Tort

Omaha, Nebr. 68183?C3F-2e-7jfY
cilO'UlOJHj

E) .
(CI109210543/986-425), P.O.Box 94728,1172,

F). The City of Omaha/Douglas County Civic Center,
Claim Div., Case No# 066-19, 1819 Farnam St., Suite 804, Omaha,'
Nebr, 68509?

of Nebraska Risk Management, Tort Claim Div., Case No
P.O.Box 94974, Lincoln, Ne.,68509?

miscellanous Case no

G) . The State
#2017-17133, 1626 r.j n K" St • r

H). The Douglas;County District Court Offices,
, of the Criminal Histroy Records of the defendants,

300 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam St., Omaha, 68183?
#

Nebraska Court of Appeals, 2413 State Capital Building, P.O.
No# A-19-01220.^ 1/

I). The
Box 98910, Lincoln, Nebr., 68509, case

shall be vacated(M- 

in all the above cases/suits/c-
26, 2019, or af- 

or by the Disttict Trial

All stay's/injunction's/restrainin order's/etc 

odified, suspended, dissolved, restored), 
laims,
ter Nov. 26,
Judge,sVviW be vacated and void and invalid, as 

efendant was not notifed, and the pj^?ts'(m./^t/petitioner objected

• /

and if any stay's/etc., were issued again on Nov. 
2019, by the plaintiffs/irfJ^i*^#?—*

the appellant/petitioner/d-
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-19-01220, AS THE APPELLANT/DEFENDANT, WOULD

A-17-1076, A-19-391, S-17-1076 AND/i-24-CM
LIKE TO REQUEST TO THE
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= ASSIGNMENT OP ERRORS =

The District Trial Court Caused a error, in not granting the multip^ 

as the District Court Trial Judge modifiedle motions on Dec. 02, 2019, 
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 
vacated/restored,

order* s/etc were• r

as the petitioner/defendant/claimant, should of been a- 
ble to proceed with the s-uits/fcfcaims. i_hat was withdrawal from considera-^- 

cases, to be amended/consolid-tion, and presented in the herein criminal
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 

order on Dec. 02, 2019 , ** A v* <fYV^f <r${&^iz8V\had modified the

• The • D-ist-riot: -Trial Court' caused a error , in not acknowledging the 

the Brady v. Maryland, and Gil- 
law, and plaintiff1 s/appellees, shall be Impeached and term-

plaintiff being in violation of
igo v. U.S.,
inated from the case, as to the matter of perjury, false testimony,

_einP*::_withhqldirig evidence from the Grand jury/conirt, _and fraud.,
being issued to prosecute the defendant/.

The District Trial Court caused 'a error,
plaintiffcausing a Separation of Power and Distribution of 
Power, against the defendant/?^ ytiKK'

The Trial Court caused a error1d, in issuing a 
caused the proceedings to

motions were void and invalid.
The Trial Court

cont-

in not acknowledging the

in this criminal case.
not guilty plea and

a malicious prosecution and all the defendant/

d in conducting the suppression hearing 
ectly, as the not guilty plea that was not requested!to be issued,

andN:he

error Unco
caus­

ed the suppression hearing to not function accurate suppression 

was not clear of the 30 dayshearing was corrected before the trial but
of the appeal expiration to have ever-thing-
defendant, corrected the

suppress, a-nd- the ~-t-/
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 error*d in not EXPUNGING the
defendant/.^^-rt^^., showed grounds and evidence of injury, 

damage and harm being committed by the CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORD, being 
used by the government agencies and entities.

CRIMINAL HISTORY RECOP
RD, as the
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d in not impeaching the officers fales._test-The. Triad.. Court error 
imony and false statement's, and lied stating Mr. Mcneil automobile

andnot working, which this matter is a error.

Criminal History Record
back light's where 

the officers also used the petitioner's
to issue the petitioner criminal historyto harrass the petitioner as

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

criminal history record caused injury to the 

the petitioner has God Given Rights establish-
th&t this court that the

andpetitioner's life, 

ed by the Eccliesastical Court, to not be detain, harass, imprisoned.

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

§hal± review the record, aud?-. Court,punged, and etc., and this

io, and video in the trial court discovery, 

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

as the petitioner made s^ ' ■

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

as the omaha policer officers did not acknowled^

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

court.

howed his tax stamp.

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

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

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

was

should be an, and the preliminary hearing case No#;: Cr-16-23223,

as defendant/petitioner vacated the case wit-

as the case

tence

should' of been dismiss,

months>as pursuant to the motion to vacate statute, 

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

false testimony,and. etc., and the prelr

in the county court but 

modified the judgment of a dismissal in the

hin 6

the tax commissioner records,

iminary hearing was modified to a dissmissal.

the district court never 

district court which id a error, and trial court loss jurisdiction to

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

as the shall review this issue of the prelim-been had,
23



-inary hearing, as this is a violation of the 

itutional rights, due process and etc..
defendant/p tnfcf--, const-

The Trail Court error'd in rendering a P.S.I. Report, when the Trial 
^asrhot finished, and the Trial cfudge should have entered the P.S.I. Reperi:
ort after the ten days of the trial being over with and after the clerk 
file stamp and after the motion for new trial was over with and expired

as P.S.I. RB$ort ca- 

as the P.S.I. 

with the defendant/.,*- 
as the trial and Hew Trial was not final-

and the K^/defendant, never had a fair trial, 

used £ violation of Due process and Right of the Accused, 
Report Court Date was not admissible and interfered 

trial and New Trial,
ized, and the P.S.I. Reportcourt date was not requested by the defendant/

and if the P.S.I. 

the conviction would of been vacated, b£ the New Trial.
Report court Date was waived or not issued

As this matter
that causes 

caused a error by being i- 

P.S.I. Report duri

shows it is too many laws that are in conflict with each other., 
ses error's, as this P.S.I. Report court date . 
ss-uetf- too early, the trail judge should of issued the 

ing the suppression hearing if that is the case.
The Trial Court caused a errofdddin the P.S.I. Report and 

nt to 18§§U.SSS.G. 6A. 3(a), the P.S.I. Report rules 
11ant.

as pursua-
, the defendant/i

can present evidence to the Courts, or the Probation Officer, and 

the defendant/pfrtMim (V , Bidd delivered the probation officer paperwork 

of documents of evidence; ahd'taiilfed^thefCierfcedftfche District Court the 

same documents and evidence, the Trial Court sealed the documents and did 

id not knowledge the evidence and documents, as the conviction order sh-

sentencing date should of never be- 

a abuse of discretion.

ould of been dismiss and vacated and
en issued or had, as this matter was

The. Trial Court error'd in not acknowledging the „,HvK,n/y 

did not sign the P.S.I. Report, which is grounds to vacate this 

as the defendant/ft&rtgn£/-=t, did not agree with the P. S. I. 
and what is the point of signing something, 
when not sighed.

Report contract
as it got to mean something

as this incident shall be reviewed by this Court.
* The Clerk- of the Douglas Cou-n-ty District Geurt Ga-ued a error *-d in 

not issuing the record to the defendant/j>etitioner, on May 10. 2019. as
on the time line of the motion for New Trial, as shown in the transcript, 

and the defendant/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 25-2009.

yiSSliTiSjl* W af uyj f-ol trrev* in tilfe Wf
^ C«^ APPUi rftot
i 4 6 if i'/'a' (4 dfrif h tij cm L fv <1 5
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The District Trial Court Judge caused a error, in granting the inju­

nction, or iussing a injunction/stay/restraining order on May 10, 2017, 

and other injunction's the appellant/petitioner did not know about, that 

the injunction caused injury, and prevented the petitioner/appellant to 

have a fair trial, affair New Trial, a fair Appeal (in all Appellate Cou­

rt’£ in different forum's) and caused extraordinary damages and violatio­

ns of Due process, and etc..

The District Trial Court Judge caused a error, in not answering the

defendant/petitioner/appellant. New Trial “ post judgment motion before 

the appeal, and by the Trial Judge answering the motion after the appeal

and caused the defend-, caused the appeal to be moot and denied as moot, 

ant/appellant/petitioner to be ineffective as a Pro'se Attorney Jamaal A.

Mcneil, could not perform his legal counsel representation for the petit­

ioner/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 

ppellant had issued before the motion for New Trial.

The Distric Trial Court Judge caused a error in not acknowledging, 

the petitioner/defendant/appellant God Givens Rights established by the 

Eccliesastical Court, Letter of Rogatory, which shall 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 

New Trial Motion on November 26, 2019, which is Modified but shall still 

Of been granted, due to the stay's/injunction/etc

ored, and the petitioner/defendant/appellant not having a fair New Trial, 

is a abuse of discretion.

The Trial Court cause a error in not amending/cbhsbMdating/all.! the 

cases/claims/suits, in this criminal case which is admissible.
OH- H C4W6 * row >V\ *r -the >*&<«** m

being dissolved/rest-• t

25 =



TThe District Court caused?-a error in the matter of not answering

defendant/p£iytilr«iH:+before the judge rule 

the plaintiff's/appellee motion for stay/injunction/etc., which is a abuse 

of discretion, as the defendant motions should of been UnswCrfed■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 ofr anybmhttferfe:^ in the Claim No# 066-19, and in the claim No# 

2017-17133.

the New Trail motion of the on

The City of Omaha, Law Dept., Tort Claim Div. and Risk Management x- 

ort Claim/Miscellanous Tort Claim Div., Board caused a error of noncompl- 

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 settling 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 to the claimant/petitio­

ner/ defendant/appe1lant, (3)^three children for a loss of consortiumship, 

as bbth the Tort Claim Boards could of handle this settlement and dispute

within the TortrciammJ-Division Department.

The District Court Judge in the Criminal Case and the District Court

Judge in the Child Support Case caused1 a error* in. not: reversihg*:"vae&ti^ 

ng, or terminating the child support order, as the children are 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.
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not acknowledging the ^££7defendant
with- the Tax—Gomissioner/ r-u-le-s- and—&egui-atrions, as

The Trial Court error’d in
evidence of comf>±ing 
this is abuse of discretion, and:the defendant/appellant, is in violation
of Constitution, of "DOUBLE JEOPARDY AND DOUBLE TAXATION?

exempt and innnuned, from prosecution
as taxes was p^

aid and the p^vTu^^/defendant, was

and criminal charges.
Administration Offices and'County Court all error'd in notAll lower

acknowledging the defehdants/p^^fm&£7 pleadings and filings of vacating 

all stay*s/etc
established by the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT LAW, all entities herrin stated 

is a abuse of discretion, and this Appeal Court shall do a DENOVO REVIEW

and etc., and GOD GIEENS RIGHTS,Coram Nobias, Vacate,• I

of fhe child support orders and expungement of the records.
the Trial Court error'd in not granting the Habeas Corpus relief.
The Trial Court error'd in not granting the increase/amendment/enfo-

rcement liability recovery on bond, awarded relief, with the tort claims;
and three children, as requir-awarded relief to the pfcWif (TV^/defendant,

and the "ECCLIESASTICAL COURT, LETTER OF ROGATORY,and etc..ed by law.
The Trial Court error'd in issuing a excessive sentence. and is void.

= SUMMARY ARGUEMENT =

The Defendant/appellant, would like to state that = the respondant/-
appellee, have no evidence, defense, facts, proof, arguements or objectie
ons to this Mfr&M as
ctions/stay1 s/etc., to be had and issued and a surety/bond, to pay for t- 

he damages caused by the ^'^^^4/plaintiffs, and the Tort Claim Board in
and in the City of Omaha, Law Dept

the ^J'^^^t^/plaintiff, caused the injun-

Divisionthe Risk Management Admin 
of the Tort Claims, already made a ruling, decision, determination that

• /• r

that appellee/plaintiffs, caused fraud, perjury, contempt of court and m-
which is grounds stipulation exist.

, would like to state = the plaintiff/appell- 

did not cooperate with the Attorney General of presenting a defense

alicious prosecution, and etc ? r

The ytfvfr ^^T/defendaht
ee,
or objection, in SBOTH7 Tort Claims, as pursuant to Risk Management Tort
Claim Nebr.SR&vt.Stat. 81-8,239.06 et.seq., which the Attorney General
rejected the plaintiffs/appellee, representation, defense, objections, 

evidence, and etc.,

f;Jf Jj4*4-t*'0n20iaj fk&n c//,X w'ini fc-Jt i £ £,V~f d-lfa-n. $

Us 01 a

,n «
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= ARGBEMENT -

■ The ^91/defendant, would like to state that The district Tri­
al Judge modified the judgment/order on 3$, as shown in Appe­
ndix - No# $.§. where it does not say, no further rulings will issue and 

this disposes of the cases, as ^it does not show as the order in the App­
endix NN#^j|, as Appendix—NO#says, no further ruling will issue and 

this disposes of the case, and by the ruling on the New trial motion, is
grounds the jpaCti/fr'j&s$£/de£eBdan£f is entitled to a NEW TRIAL, or entitled 

to set-a-side the judgment and release the defendant/and this 

Brief shall dispose of the case inn favor of the pgh-tfWijirt/def- 

endant, with futher rulings to be had on the merits and the additional 
relief and awarded relief to be ruled on and granted, as both orders on 

26, 2019 and. Dec. 2, 2019, shall be granted together Stfk. t\{UQlX t 
The ^fcff/def endaiit, would like to

injunction's/etc

Nov.

state that once the stay's/- 

are vacated/dissolved is affirmative grounds of the 

^/defendant, was being injuried/damaged/harmed, was showed and
• /

committed, and a reversal got to be had to correct the errors that 

caused by the stay's/etc..
The appellant/defendant, shall be entitled to amend the surety/bond 

with the two Tort Claims, as all—the claims/suits, shall be entitled to 

be recovered, and the defendant, is th.e Owner/Secured Party C—
reditor/claimant, as by the ECCLIESASTICAL COURT.

s

The /defendant, would like to state that the trial judge i-
ssued a sentence that is inordinate, extravagant, immoderate, exorbitand 

and too excessive against the defehdant/p^;^^ , and the trial judge 

went beyond the limit, and discretion, of unual 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 void as to the U.S.

was

Const. Amend
V and XIV, afad Nebr. Const. V and XIV, if the stay's/etc., were not iss­
ued, the sentence would of been vacated or modified down, from the P.St- 
I. REPORT, beeing objected to, New^Trial Motion,Band Evidence presented 

by 'tBfi''^^V0T^/aefenaant, and the Suppression Hearing, would of v a can­
ted the sentence.

The Appendix - ®, shall 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 -rkt 'WV§-
tefe. wvi sJu.vuA'J S CVK.V. J a t: ffH ww cir 4 eyjfs pirt .*i ,v£-

• ,

i ,6r A j eiy wry J.
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rhe^Court of Appeals errored in not granting the rehearing as the State
28, 2018. and the°Court of Appeals ruling 

27th, 2018, and the petitioner issued a rehearing after
exhausting period was expired on Dec.
of the judgment was on Dec. 
the^Court of Appeals Judgment of denying the certificate of appealability and dism-r 
issed the appeal, and the rehearing was proper to be filed, 

the state expiration was expired on the exhaustion period, which the U.S. District

issued and granted as

Vvoid and invalid and theJCourt of Appeals judgmentCourt judgment of dismissal was
as the rehearing period from Dec. 29th, 2018 to Feb. 08, 2019was void and invalid, 

was clear from all proceedings and should of been admissible to be granted.
The ^Court of Appeals errored in not granting the Certificate of Appealabil.r ■

record provided by theity and Certificate of Probably.1'Cause because there was no
District Court, as there was no record . or-receipt in and on theClerk of the U.S.

Docket Report that the Clerk of the U.S. District Court forwarded the record, which
of the U.S. Const. Amend., and the U.S. Courtis violation of due process, and etc. 

of Appeals entered a order to the U.S. District Court Clerk

and didn't

to forward the record

, which theJCourt of Appeals never reviewed the record and the Appeal
District Court, as theU.S. District 

and the U.S. Supreme Court shall review the record where
as to acknowlege.any and all errors by the U.S.
Court Judgment is void, 
the U.S. Court of Appeals did not review the error's and defects caused by the

District Court and petitioner mailied a letter to the U.S. Court of Appeals,U.S
District Court, Nebraska Supreme Court/Court of Appeals, and the Douglas

to forward all records to the U.S. Supreme Court,iif
U.S.
County District Court Clerk's 

possible, as all letter are shown in the Appendix.
A errored occured during the U.S. District Court Judgment, on

District Court issued a judgment of dismissal, and a dismissal is stayed
and final and/or till

as the U.S
suspended till the U.S; Court of Appeal Court Judgment is over

judgment is over and final, and if the State exhaustionthe Supreme Court of the U.S.
not expired when the U.S., District Court entered a dismissal, but, NOW,period was

is expired when the U.S. District Court dismissal is still pending and supended, 
puts the U.S. District Court judgment of dismissal invalid and void, and the U.S.

has to be reversed, vacated, modified and recalled becauseDistrict Court judgment
exhaustion period expired before the stayed supension of the judgment of disrais- 

and the U.S. District Court Judge dismiss the Habeas Corpus Application because
the
sal,
the reason of the State exhaustion period was not expired at that time, but, is NOW,

to vacate the U.S.expired, and the U.S. Supreme Court shall correct this error as 

Court Appeals and;the U.S. District Court Judgment's and enter the correct judgment 
to be entered as to vacate the conviction and sentence and releasethat is suppose



the petitioner from custody, and grant all other additional requestes and relief. 
The Trial Court in Douglas County errored in not releasing the petitioner 

/Appeallant from custody after granting a new trial on May 8th, 
the records, and the trial court did not vacate the conviction and

2017, and sealed
sentence eight-

as the trial court had (10) ten days eightier to grant or deny the new trialier,

motion, and the only order within the ten days was granted and sealed.
The Trial Court in Douglas County errored in not granting the petitioners

subpoena motions, as trial court caused a abuse of discretion and prejudice, as t-

the petitioner had to issue subpoena thur precipe, which the trial court could of 

still have1 the' documents forwarded to the courts from the Tax Commissioner, before

trial started.

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

including-a“suppress‘ion"mbfion, ”shl5pbeh^’mSfibn 

pauperis motion, and niw.trail motion,-which the defendant

return property motion', inforraa

evidence was admissib­

le to have the petitioners suppress, and trial court seal the motion and trial 

court still convicted the petitioner with no evidence-, -which is-a error'and ahtis- 

discretion m^cious..pros ecu t ion _and. etc.,, as the_ suppression-motion was

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

The Trial Court error1d iu entering a plea of not guity, 

defendants/petitioners trial and suppression hearing and the petitioner withdrew 

the plea, but the speedy trial time clock was too damage to finish, 

dant shall be entitiled to 

invalid and void plea of not guilty.

and violated the

as the defen-

a new trial for errors caused by the trial unnessary

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

at the- end of fe-r-ia-1, or at the cause of a new trial-which is a error of abuse 

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 staff­

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 adnrf> 

tted in trial, that he gave false Statements under oath and stated that Mr. Mc-



Neil Drug Tax Stamp was not expired, and petitioner let the court know, and the recr

ord reflect that this Is a violation of due process rights, and perjury and etc. ag-

error that is defectived,ainst the omaha Jiolice officers administration, which is a 

and the petitioner would like to state that if false testimony in Court is not 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 agencies error's and court procee:- 

and trial judge shall be issued a complaint for not issuing a perjury 

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

The‘Trial court error1d in not impeaching or excluding the Omaha 

Police Officers, and’ didibltri suppress the testimony of the Omaha Poli« 

ce Officers, as the petitioner's motions to impeach was denied, 

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 

intentionally and did not try to stop the abuse os consti­

tutional violation error, and now the petitioner is issuing a compl­

iant/indictment/claim/charges for perjurycontempt, and etc., which 

shall be admissible for another hearing for impeachment.

ds error's

as t-

the error

The Omaha Police Officers made an illegal searbh and seizers

the Omaha PSlice Officers Deptv "that put th-

Constitution-, ’
that caused a error, on

e petitioner in a due process violation of the U.S. 

as the officers obtain fruit from the poisionous-tree-doctrine. and

prosecuted for committing aand the defendant/petitioner was never 

crime or committing a traffic stop, which the audio video shows the 

petitioner automobile back tail lights where all working properly 

and the petartionor1 n blinker's where working , and the trial judge.

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

functioning, and once again the officers , gave false test-and were

3 I



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 showed1this 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, imprisoned, 

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

punged, and etc., and this U.S. Sup. Ct sha-li review the record, 

rd} ~and" vxdreo'-±h'-tfte ~ triad “court “dtsboveryy-1^

aud?-

r—the 7 petitxoner“ma‘de:‘-s' 

tatements of reqesting for a lawyer, did not consent to be searbh, a- 

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

howed his tax stamp, as-the Omaha pplieer officers did not aeknowlecH 

Se th.Qpetitioner status, and plain error &n<^ 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 issue to the trial court befors 

tence, and the preliminary hearing case No#: Gr-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, 

should of never- been, bonded -up T as the -petitioner -show-ed evidence o-f 

the tax commissioner records, false testimony,and etc., and the prelf 

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 is a error, and trial court loss jurisdiction to 

proceed with the criminal case, and the sentence date should of

sen-

as the case

never

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

? z.



violation of the petitioner’s constituti*--inary hearing, as this is a 

onal rights, due process and etc..

The Trial Court-error?d in rendering a P.S.I. Report, when the

trial was not finished, and the trial judge should of entered the P.

with and after theReport after the ten days of trial being over 

clerk file stamp and after the motion for new 

had expired and defendant/petitioner never had a 

have a fair new trial, as the P.S.I. Report caused a violation of due 

and rights of the accused, as the P. S. I ."Report Court Date w,-

S.'I.
trial was over with and

fair trial a did not

process
admissible and interfered with the petitioner’s trial and new

not done and not finalized, and the P.S.I. Re­
as not

trial as the trial was
not requested by the defendant/petitioner and if

not issued the conviction 

as this matter shows it is

port court date was 

the P.S.I. report court date was waived or

would of beeh vacated, by the new trial.

in conflict which each other, that causes err- 

Report court date caused a error by beening iss­

ued too early, the trial judge should of ordered the P.S.I. 

ate at the suppression hearing if that is the case,

Ct. shall reiew this issue as required by law.

too many laws that are

or's, as this P.S.I.
Report Df‘

as the U.S. Sup. 0-

The trial Court Saused a error'd in the P.S.I. Report And as P

the defendant/petitioner can pre^ursuant to the P.S.I.Report• rules 

sent evidence to the Courts or the probation officer, and the defend? 

ant/petitioner harid delivered the probationer officer paperwork of d- 

evidence and Milled the clerk of the District Court the

r i

ocuments of
documents and evidence, and trial court sealed the documents and

as conviction should
same

did not acknowledge the evidence and documents ,

dismiss and vacated and sentencing date should of never be­have been
en had and situation is a violation:-~of _ Idle defendants/petitxoner con­

stitution rights and a abuse of discretion as this issue shall be re-
9?



viewed.

The trial Court error'd in not acknowledging the defendant/peti­

tioner did not sign the P.S.I. Report, Which is grounds for a vacated 

of judgment, and evidence hearing, and a review hearing, as the pet4-i-Pe­

titioner/defendant did not agree with the P.S.I. report contract, 

nd the petitioner-/defendant did not agree with the contract, and wh^: 

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 not'acknowledging the defendant/petf:- 

itioner evidence of compling:with the Tax Commissioner Rules and Re^ 

gulations and ttier is a error of the defendant/petitioner beening 

enalized twice, as pursuant to double jeopardy, as the taxes was al­

ready paid, as the defendant/petitioner was exempt, and the trial c-

a»5-

P-

ourt render a void- a-nd invalid judgment of conviction, which in -con- 

• • - fi-G-t— -Wi-fe-h-—the- -pe-t-itioner-/de-fenda-n%—U—S~ -Cono-t-i -Amende -Rights- ©f--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 Ecclie-sastical C- 

ourt Law.

The Ckerk of the Douglas County District Court error'd in not 

issuing the record to the defendant/petitioner on May 10th, 2017 on 

the motion 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 violati­

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 

can't defend or prosecute his case properly.

'W



inade a voidThe Omaha Police Officer's
mhlawfull search and seizer,

The petitioner would like to state that-
void arrest, made *invalid traffic stop, made aand

obtain legal evidence that was
Officers gave bogus,,fraud, and false information/complaint to
county Attorney and gave false statement and false testimony in court Under oat a

the preliminary hearing, suppression hearing, and
statements at all the 

examined at trial as the p&lice

charge the petitione/appealant, the 

the Grand Jury/Clerk/
not admissible to

trial and the Omaha Police Officers
on oathhearings and admitted to it,

video showing that bothMr. Nicholas#___ , gave
after being cross- 

off icersvMr. Nicholas# :_____
on camera knew that 

discussion with 

, at the time of

fully awareaan, and MS’. Meade#_____
that was

, was
not expired after having a

Mr.i Mcneil had a Drug Tax Stamp,
. Antwone Pinch# ___ _superior commander officer Mr

the police video, which is grounds for perjury, 
conspircy, false reporting, false testimony, tort claim, new trial, impeachment

inconsistent statements, cause the Omaha Police Officers not credxtable
criminal history record to damage,

their higher 

4:08 a.m. on

etc, and giving
Omaha Police Officers used theand etc., and the

and harm the petitione/appeallant
the petitioner/Appeallant

for anillegal arrest, illegal detainment,
injury criminal history record shall be expunge,^

, Letter of Rogatory, Registered Deed Poll.
child support

and harassment as
the Eccliesastical Court Law

would like to state that= the petitioner/appeallant
as pursuant to

The petitioner reinstated, fromdismiss in the Douglas County District Court, hut was
of the herein criminal,.case, which is a contract of the

and the child support divil case No#

civil case was 
the void)and invalid judgment 
petitioner/appeallant being
Cl109210543/986-425, will not

a Ward of the State
No#Cr-16-3742, hasterminate till the criminal case

shall be joined and consolidated and beterminated, which this child support case 

reversed, set-a-side, vacated, terminated and
Eccliesastical Court'Lhwv Latter of Rogatory

all accounts/cases closed as pursuant
, Registered Deed Poll.

the Complaints/Information^ there

be issued and granted, as required by,
trial, and issued a new tri-

to the
would like to state: that* As toThe petitioner 

is grounds for 

law. The petitioner

all claims and tort claim to
May 1-, “2017, in a

, granted but sealed, and the petitioner n- 

May 10th 2017, The petitioner received a 10 

petitioner appeal the decision and

found guity onwas
day limitations, and was

received the order from the clerk onever
; at sentencing on July 26th, 2017, the 

denied by the Nebr, Sup. Ct./Court of Appeals, the petitioner
habeas corpus application to 

denied and appealed in the 8th Cir. Appeals

15 years did not know about 
the U.S. Districtwas

the U.S. Sup. Ct. 
Court and with a 

Court and with a

appeal, but issued a 

rehearing and was both 

rehearing and was both denied, as shown in the appendix A in X
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- *' cksw.ul or Fact#?

. The Petitioner would like to state that® the petitionfer/appeallant had
evidence of a Drug Tax Stamp, as the Tax 

stated, at the traffic stop that he
paid already, the petitioner/appeallantwas

would to speak to a lawyer and he is registered
with the Eccliesastical Court jurisdiction and is immune 
the petitioner/appeallant just

and exempt, from this matter, 
gave falas testimony and falseproved the officers

reporting on and under oath and shall be 

3742, shall be vacated due
impeached, and the criminal 

to a invalid and void statements,
case noiCr-16— 

void testimony, voidimprisonment, fraud, 
all the lower courts and nothing

and etc., the petitioner/appeallant prensented this matter to
was heard or acknowledge, the petitioner//appeallant 

now waiting for the matter to be heard, 
reopeiied and redetermine,

issued a compliant/information/charges and is
as all the cases herein rfeqUested shall be 
testimony caused as to the false

a error and defect and 

-of ald^the-eonstitutionkTlights 

Of the charges in the Compliant/information

a void conviction and sentence, and violation
and Due Process andif the Officers is found 

it shall be admissible
guilty

to have the 
vacated, the child

Judgment of the conviction and sentence terminated and 
vacated, all tort claims 

pursuant to the Eccliesastical Court

support
granted and criminal history

Letter of Rogatory Registered

civil case terminated and 

record expunge as 

Deed Poll.

The petitioner would like to state that® 
already testified

since the Officer Mr. Nicholas#
on oath, and stated that’,' He gave false testimony and this

. f the evldence is already shown:, and proved and there is no
need for a trial, the settlement

wholecase was a lie and fraud,

agreement shall be granted in the 

no need to go any further with this
appendix, shall 

case, as the burden of
be granted as there is
probf has been shown,
.qlaims/motions/pe t it ionfe/complaints

and petitioner/appeallant shall be granted all releif, and all
in the appendix shall be granted and issued, and

The- U-» -Supreme ^■•'©bu-rtv bli'aH

a jVi
-&«■ 4.*,/iviV

revfew any and all documents in the record of the 

the child su-
Criminal case No# Cr-16-3742 and on May 8th, 2-017 to May 8th, 2017,and
pport Case Ho# CH09210543/986-423H^ort Claim Divison Case *,#17133, 

City of Omaha/Douglas Civil Center Case/Claim No#
and

066-19, as requested by the petit- 
have documents sealed in theseloner, as aUl the. gbverfimeht? agentices 

s/Claims/etc.. Cases/Account-

I L,



is registered with Eccliesastical Court, Letter Rogatory 

and is the only law, that shall be acknowledged, rssued,
in this petition, for all 

would like to ask 

for leave

The petitioner
Registered Deed Poll 
applied, ineffect and admissible

claims, complaints, and requestes.

and shall be used
as the petitioner

petitioner have permissioncases,
Court may theand request to the Supreme

Eccliesastical Court Law.to proceed with the
The Quo Warranto Law

oups/agenices/employee's/instrumentalities/etc.

that the petitioner

all government agents/gr- 

all not willfully, not 
as the

shall be admissible, as
, shall

would like to request,
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