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— PRAYER -

The petitioner prays this U.S. Supreme Court Acknowledges this pe-
rmission for leave to file a petition for rehearing, as it has a merit-
able results and facts, and has a importan£ matter of conzideration th-
at erroneous factual findings has been made and additional informative
defense has been presénted and there have been found and a affirmative
defense, fanddther shall be a denovo review, examination, rehearing, in-
vestigation, inspection, and new orders/judgments issued, that shall be
acknowkedge, approved, awarded, granted and honored as required by the

U.S8. Supremse <ourt and the Eccliesastical Court.

~ OPINION BELOW -

_TH[; UAS ﬁibpfeﬂ/‘nﬁ Cffv‘ff Eﬂf(\fe(i a f‘(/“/}j’ &N /‘/léy \(ﬂ/ 65'1(.{ Cj&n,’&d td[/,(‘

pitition for Wabéac Lorpus withpot o ppinien.

— JURISDICTION -

The Jurisdiction of this Court is in-voked under U.S. Sup.CE€t R.édﬁiL
20&2/1@@%25, 28§U.S5.C.1253, 1254(1),1257(a) (b),1292(e), 2101(b) (c) (£),

2106,2254.2253,1651 (a¢kb) , and the Eccliesastical Court Law.

= STATEMENT OF THE CASE -

Phe petitioner issued a WEit of Muess (npe; in the Month of Apm\
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v4 7.+, ¢ and decket and the respondants wihb h@fr%yquj
V472G .
2\ TAS 12

- “TQ9P””a and the respondants did not respond, and the clerk sub-
mitted the dochiments, as June 10, 2019, the petitioner issued

additional motions for excess of page li-
mits and word limits and etc,, and the U.S. Supreme Court entered a ordsx
er of denying the writ of Hmbkquwvaj as the petitiomer is issuing a pe-
rmission for leave to file a petition for rehearing,nnJlsnwﬁ all bond's and
and £40,

— STATEMENT OF THE FACTS -

The petitioners has groudds and reasons why the criminal judgment
of the conviction and sentence is and invalid, as the respondants
violated the petitioners God Given Rights established by the Eccliesasté&cs
ical Court, the Omaha Police Officers gave false testimony under oath in
all hearings, and caused perjury, contempt of Court, malicious prosecut-
ion and violation of the Brady and Giglio law, and the prosecﬁtor and t-
he he Budge did not stop the abuse of fraud and tortious conduct, and is
in the violation of Separation and distribution of Powers Clause, and t-
he respondants violated the petitioners U.S, Conmst., U.S. Const. Amen.,
Nebr. Const. Rights, Civil Rights, Gofie Rights, Vested Rights, and Human
Rights, and The respondants are being held accountable in (2)-two Tort
Claims, and the Board did not resposid or disimiss the claims, (as (1) —one
claim is approved) within (6)-six month of the extension disposition,
which puts the respondants at fault for fraud, and the responddnts did noct
not respond in this herein Writ of Certdéorari, which waives their right
to participate, object, or defend their matters, and since the responda-
nts did not respond, they agree with the petitioners claims and Writ of
Certiorari, and approve of all thé’reqﬁested relief. The petitioner wou-
1d like to object tc the U.S. Supreme Court decision of the Denial of

the Writ of Yiweey Cw@ugaﬁéthe Tort Claims Board défermindtion of not



responding, which the board did not dismiss the claim, which is a affir-
mative Defense,thgainst the respondants, and against the U.S. Supreme Cc
Court order on Nhy t6 20¢7 and the U.S. Supreme Court decision

shall be vatated and reversed, as the U.S. Supreme Court did not
acknowledge, the petitioners GodbGiven Rights established by thg Ecclie-

sastical Court Law and etc., as the petidivape 5 garitled 0 6 vty “Cﬁ”ﬁjarﬁﬂwﬂ%J&J
by thi Wt ef Hihess Covpes and the Bonds,
— PROPOSITION OF LAW —

7
The petitioner is registered with the Eccliesastical Court, Letter of Rogatory,

Deed Poll, and is the only Law, that shall be Acknowlégge, issuedd ineffect and admi-
ssible and shall be applied and used in this petition for rehearing, as fhe petition-
er can dischatrge debt (and the criminal case and child suppért case shall be diéghar—
ge) and coolect any and all proceeds and awards (and the Tort Claims shall be Collecete
ted, levied and paid out), and the petitioner can speak on the Eccliesastial Court a-
nd the request suppose to be granted anywhere, including the Courts, Administrative
Offices and tribunals, and the petitioner is not beuiﬁggacknowlegde in all courts he-
rein, are in violation of the petttidnérs due process rights and etcs.

As pursuant to U.S, Sup. Ct. R. 20;6, 285U.5.C. 1651 (a)(b), says = "(1)As an A-
ppellate proceeding for the re-examination of action of a inferior tribunaly,and"(2)
As Auxiliary process*260 to enable a Court to obtain further information in respect
to some matter already before it for adjudication, itds for the last purpoes only th-
at the wfit i1s employed in this United Stateds Supreme Court"Jidndothe petitioner re-
quest permission torcomnstrue this Common Law Writ of Certiorari with this Petition f-
or rehearing, as the U.S. Supreme Court did not set a hearing for the petitioner to I
have this Writ issued, and the petitioner request for permission that all cases, peft-
itions, breifs, appeals, claims; and requests, be de-novo re-examine, and have a new
subpeena issued, suppression, Quash, eVidence, Vacate, ahd Termination hearing on the
Merits, and request that all Wiits be construed as the as to the Mandamus, Coram Nob+
ias, Commaon;Law Writ of Error Coram Nobias, Habeas Corpus, Deliverance, Extraordina-
ry, and etc., and as to obtjan further information; ﬁhich‘shall be pérmitted to expa-
nd, and this is the last purpose and issue in this U.S. Supreme Court to be heard.

As pursuant to 28§U.5.C.1651, A1l Writs Acts, says ="Federal Act which permits
federal appellate courts to "issue all writs necessary or appropriate in aid &f juris
sdiction and agreehbie to the usages and'principlés df law", as this shall be applied
for the petitioner to use the forgoing Writs aé to be able to construe this mattter
with this rehearing petition. 3



The petitioner would 1ike to ask the U.S. Supreme Court to Ameud and review the
B

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

- SUMMARY ARGUEMENT -

The petitioner would like notify the U.S. Supreme Court, that the petitioner did
not know if he was suppose to issue a Brief on the Merits within 45 Days after this
Writ was granted, and t@e petitioner would 1ike to ask permission to file it and put it
on record to be heard in this petitioner for rehearing, as the petitioner gave notific-
ation to the Courts he was going to to file the Brief on the Merits and the Courts nev-{
er responded or granted the extendéd time, as the Brief on the Merits have Facts and E
vidence that needs to be heard, acknowledge, reviewed, astto strengthen the petitioners
s Defense and Case, for this petition for rehearing.

The respondants are a corporation and have no soul, no spirit, or no Gpd Given Ri-
ghts Established by the Ece¢liesastical Court, and has no Jurisdiction over the petitios
ner, and is enforcing Laws on the petitioner that is in violation of the peitioners God

Givens Rights and U.S8% ConstitutionalZRights and Amended Rights.
The ptiviionie IS sntriled 1o hay® thi OISEALT Lot [ade viulbw’ s Fhe Toral Comrt Snttréd ¢ lilar

e z‘é«n\l.ns i nbw Ivial P e r1iaY)

— ARGUEMENT -

The Attorneg General for the State of Nebraska in this Herein Wiit, is a responda-—

nt and all the other respondants did not respond in this matter and the Attorney Gener=:
al rejeéted the defense, appearance, objection, and did not issue a opposing Brief to
defend the claims for all the other respondants also, which the respondants did not co-
operate with the Attorney Gemeral, and the respondants and the Attorney Géneral all ag-
ree, ,accept, and approve with all the terms and conditions, of petitioners requestes a-
nd 212 the respondants would Zike the petitioner Writ of lubess Csvpes 1nd petition for

rehearing be granrted; a3 reguired by law,

~ CLOSING ARGUEMENT-—

The U.S. Stipreme Court entered a order of denying the petitioners Writ of Mabeas (irps
[{f@ which is a conflict with the petitioners Tort Claims, as the U.S. Supreme Court is
saying the respondants did not commit fraud, and the Tort Claims Division Board by not
respondants or answering to the petitioher tort Claims basically is saying the respondantﬁ
nts committed Fraud and etc., and the petitioner would like to object tc the U.S. Supre-
me Court decisicn on ﬂ“mi\vlLWUg with the Decision of the tort claims Board, which admi-
ssible and a affirmative defense. -

The petitioner would 1ike the Common law Writ of Certiorari, to be applied and adm-
jssable for the writ oft4J¢a50@m»;/case to be reopen and present all the evidence and f-
ats herein this Court, and this is the fipal hearing and the petitioner world like all
cases, claims, suits and appeals to be re—opened and rendered on, as all cases are final

and need to be closed On the private sector side and granted, and forwarded to all age=-



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

Tt Divtrict Tra) Gt cavitd & errty in agt gren f‘:hj' the pevtiontr npw tad mytien and 21/ ox
mltiple mutton cn ARV, 2o, Loiq, and dhell bi vividrd sud valtid, as the Stiy3finfumition shail bi vaesip
Wietn iy wirt, oy v ,,wfeé loy Law, and Tht pc¢rr.‘mﬁ/:3 SHI i ¥R T 38 d‘yi L eppbd thi OFrCE Lewrt vrd gy,

The U.S. Supreme=Court Caused a error in not acknowledging the petitioner Supplem=
ental Brief of the N.J.Q.C.(Nebraska Judicizal Qualification Commission) of the compla-
int on a judge, that issued and aménded, and needs to be reviewed, as the petitioner a=
mended it herein this Brief in the Merits, and issued a new request for records for a:
new review, as the trial Judge shall be impeached, oust, removed, recused of the crimi-
nal case, from the petitioner objectiom, from the Tort Claims Division Boards Decision
not responding and not responding herein this Writ.

The U.S. Supreme Court Caused a error in not Ackﬁowledging the petitioner supplem—
ental Brief of the D.H.H.S.(Department cof Health & Human Servic¢es)sAdministration Hear-—
ing Appeal Office Case Woi#191172, that is the Goveramment agemncy as pursuantito the Chiz
1d Support Services, that was amended herein this brief on the Merits ard rehearing pe-
tionj:that the petitioner childrens are over the age of 19vyears of age, the debt is dis
discharge in the I.R.S. General Counsel Office, as the child Support order shall be t-
erminated.

The U,.S. Spureme Court caused a errcr in not acknowledging the.p;titionef owns the
debtor, JAMAAL ANDRE MCNEIL@, AND ALL his property as registered in the the ﬁ:C;C. div-
ision in the Secretary of State Office of California, as the petitioner:is the Secured
Party Creditor; and all property shall br returned back to:thezreal owner, as required
by law, and the Eccliesastiecal Court Law.

The U.S. Supreme Court caused a error as not acknowledging the petitioner U.S. DI-
strict Court Case No#4;18 cr 3041 as the petitioners motioné where granted, and the U.S
. District Court dismiss the Habease Corpus petitior; and the U.s. District is still s-
uspended as till the U.S. Supreme Court Judgment/Mandate has been issued, and the exha-
usion period+has expiredy and since the dismissazl was rendered, the dismissl is void a-
nd invalid and needs to be vacated, and the petitioner motiomns that was granted, as the
petitioneriis entitléd to a reVersal and remanded over all the way down to the Douglaé
County Court preliminary hearing.

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

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

5



nicies,cfter all stays /ingenctionafrestreaing evder avt ‘.,fac::.féJ/di:Sciﬁd/fES'tcfgdA

The petitioner has motions in thé Appendix, that shall be admissiable to be filed
with this rehearing as to have the U.S5. Supreme Court to rule on them and issue this
rehearing on the Merits or petitioner would like the U.S. Supreme Court to issue ahMa-
ndamus/remandéd/order/Judgment down to lower Courts and Administrative agenices to be
ruled on and directed tocaderder to grant all the requested relief ask requested by th=
hecpetitioner,ef vaceting cli the 5“7‘&/}/\@7\ ehion 5/rfsfm{nfn5 ovdefs issvkd by the respendanfs/eovrts,

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

in Violation of the petitioner Due Précess Rights.
Tt i Ton and \f-"-}/:r miy bt modititd ia tnk Tl (owrf 61 ob Aivi b, Z4“2/"""‘ Ll
: 5f"1 £ -hJJAL‘f!nr'l end ,}"’.“”—f"!"j BV »"f-ff/"’{'

— ASSIGNMENT OF ERRORS -

j,5V/i’/:Vhé (ot

Ry diypise ctihe ealt pé ;_'.;;.;;w‘nj tht

The U.S. Supreme Coﬁrt caused a érror in not Acknowing the Petitioners God Givens
Rights establish by the Eccliesastical Court.

The U.S. Supreme Court caused a error in not féllowing the Letter of Rogatory, in
the Eccliesastical Court Law, which is a violation of Due precess, as the U.S. Supreme
Courtis in the Letter of Bogatory, and is directed by the Eccliesastical Court to disc-
harge and dismiss all debt, cases, and etc., and thi&s€riminal ease and child support
case 1s a debt and needs to be discharge, vacated, dischaged, dismiss, and closed on hu:
both sides of the private and public account,end atls%ayb/hjwncﬁow,ghqu e vaceYed,

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

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

The U.S. Supreme Court Caused & error, in not acknowledging the respondants did ©
not respord;dgr issue a opposing brief, which the respondants did not comply or co-op-
erate with &he Attormey Genet¥al, and respondants agree, accept, and support the petit-
joners Writ of Certicrari beening granted, which is 2 to 1 vote, the petitioner and
respondants equal 25 and the U.S. Supreme Court 1, the vote is in favor of the petiti-
oner. SR i P

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

b



Trial Judge lost jurisdictidn, beféresthe Seéntecing hearing, ifatheitfialujudge says:

that issued by the bpetitioner, the the trial judge lost jurisdiction from the prelimsns
inary hearing being vacated, and dismissed, and the trail judge should have dismiss L
théceriminal case no#CR-16-3742.

The U,s, Supreme Court Caused a error in not Grahtipg the avardeéd relief of .
$15,000,000.00 Million Dotlars, (times two = from (2)-two Tort claims) and not award-
ing the relief of $15,000,000,00 Million Dollars to the petitioners £3) -three childs

ren of 16ss of consor;iumship, or what is just and fair and requirted by law and ag:-
recommended. by the U.S.“Supreme”Court. and petitione: shall have his child support

grantea and terminated, Criminay nistory record expunge, and shoiild>have been releags
ed from the warden Of*N.S.P. and the Conviction and sentence should have been reverse

and vacated,and case dismissed and discharge,
= ENFORCEMENT o LIABILITY BOND/SuRE = o
T pEﬂ*{?nH‘ wg’,lcj Uke PEMission o Leavi 4o oy Entitlpd "tb chtain anol FEeovd on 'H/)é hﬂm‘)
TRt wal B3Ed by Sty [injntatonfrir that EWSES Jn )y Damagk, viokatiimy und EHF o thi pEtiingr
bnd The prtet imie shavpd Wl Tnry et et bd thi pitetimic world VRE £ gm tnd,conivlidith
P \ injury i (end thi petiri . ; el
P ORRIE and midThy Yhip boad; Viakidity, with e wrtin Tk cladmms wwarded rFlN"ﬂ 3 pviriveat € H‘J
Cf\[, P/RV\/& le" N@hfﬁ‘v‘ St‘k.t‘ ‘Z,s’lcfrlf(n ZS’LO%'I‘Q'\& W\t oé-tw?\;y\g(‘uﬂld Uu “ j?&fe fh\'f hc' ihaill bf QAM‘SJ(,')‘“
7 Fﬂ./]p,},p,/ﬁ, 3o and il Fova fnfFovidmme 3\/33'“50'? of &ll swmvd relF revested cad relicl rki/'uen}h
& pirivant B the fcollegmy el Conét, LEthae o f R 38Ty, Regirtitd Derd poil,
— REASON(S) FOR GRANTING THIE -PETITION FOR REAHEARING -

in the Letter of Rpgatory, Eccliesastical Court;

£8). As guoted and Stated in the Ground 's) Presented;

"At suggestion 7, as possible exception to this Watson Rule = The decision of
Eccliesastical tribunal might be subject t¢ civil review as a product of Fraud, coill-

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

eat 711-12,9¢ Sup. Ct. at 238, and Gonzales v. Archbishop, 280 U.S. of 16, 50 Sup. Ct
- and Watson v. Jonmes, 80 U.S, (Walls 13) 679, 727, 20 Led 666.

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

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

"We resolved any doubt about granting a C.0.A., in the petitioner's favor,fﬂill;
dam viDWood ford, 384 F. 3d. 567, 583 (9en Cir. 2004).

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

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

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

t 792, 687 n.w.2d. 6~ (2004).
7+ {E). As quoteéd'and stated in the Ground (s) Presented;
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(F). As gqouted and stated in the Ground (s) Presented;

"A new trial is required if false testimony could be in any reasonable likely-ho-

d have effectithe Judgment,” Giglio V. U.8., 405 U.S. 150, 92 Sup. Ct. 763" and Brady

. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83, 83 Sup. Ct. 1194, 10 led 24 215 215(1963).

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

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

sjourt Vacated, sua sponte, its order denying timely petition for reh?aring, so that c¢-

1se might be dispose of consistently with two other cases involving the same tax ques=

and in order that there might be uniformity in application of prinical subsque~
granted the petitioner rehearing, vac

tions;
ntly announced in those cases, the supreme Court
cated the order denying certiorari, grantedﬁcertiorari, and reversed lower court's jumpns
dgments”. Ohio Power Co. v. U.S.. 77 Sup Ct. 6523

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

"Payment of judgment is by Warrant. Mandamus will lie to enforce payment”,State v
v. Scott bluff County, 64 Neb. 419, 89 N.W. 1063, and !Remedy is furnished to compel
Madision County V. Schoeol

payment of judgment secured against government subdivision}
district No2, 148 Neb. 218, 27 172.

(1). As qouted and stated in the Ground(s): Presented;
n aid of the Appellate jurisdic-

“The Supreme Court may jssue a Writ of Mandamussi
tion that might otherwise be defeated by the unauthorized action of the court below,”

McCleLan v. Carland, 217 U.S. 268, 30 Sup. Ct. 501, 54 L.ed. 762.

(J). As gqoted and stated in the Ground (s) Presented;

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

buhal, board, corporation orpperson to perform a purely ministerial duty imposed by 1-
aw,” Nebel V. Nebel, 241 N.C. 490, 85 Se 24 876.

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

(L). As Quoted And Stated in the Ground (8):=Presernted;
"Timely petition for rehearing to suspend finality of Court Judgment, pending

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

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

no judgment to review" 285UsSiC. 1651(¢), Missour V. Jenkins et.al. 110 Sup. Ct. 1651.

~ CONCLUSION -

The Uir},'SUP:"fwx(; Cond shatl viview the ikt Tael Covd prdir on Vo L, oG, a5 the

evdic by ¥hi ipidet “TriEd Cowd Was wihin Ehe Tine Freme bedivs the Gl foprtme Covet réhéar;hj Mﬁ,
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Giva (\’n"u%{,‘ff')v\‘,-é‘]n;,‘? Wi gt nr{ﬂ"irc{ Bg thi petrtivam, whith 13 a ““H/‘fmv‘f"/&/{'ﬁ}vn(lf to v thé
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the Criminal Case No# Cr-16-3742), and expunge the petitioner Criminal History Record.
The petitioner would like to state the conclusion in the brief on the Merits sh-—

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

- -REQESTED RELIEF -

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

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

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

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

The petitioner Would like to ask and request to the U.s. Supreme Court to grant
jurisdiction and accept the (2)-two Tort Claims, and Accept the withdrawals:of Claims.-
from consideration, and grant a Mandamus order to compél the respondants to pay and
levy all the request said awarded relief herein, and to the petitioners (3)-children
of $15,000,000.00 Million Dollarsy each, and to the petitioner times (2)-two, as of
(2)-two Tort Claims, or what is just and fair, and required by the Courts and the
Eccliesastical Court,und tuaithigdstt all awsvded amivnt with The SVTva/bc?,ﬂdic..\ be;‘nj enforce.

The petitioner would like to say if the U.S. Supreme do not grant all the reque-
sted relief herein, 1s it possible, and atleast can the Court .Grant a release order
releasing the petitioner from his confinement from the N.S.P. Warden, as required by
law, and Eccliesastical Court.

Tt petrimee wevld HLE #0 statE s pirrdvast to fhi Ap/,vlv‘c[/x -:b i and z, P the pf‘tﬁ-‘r/\fr

Con ek §Et vn the Law Lioary, 64 of right v, "‘"‘ The Agpmdiz -,z iirhe copy of the

Mh"fﬁ From the w"’d‘t‘t Michele w}\helmfj-mt,'uj that “1ng Lack - F si’f;ﬁci, it cavarng Liikdowin, Fovr ot
havny Cricshn itaff, an d the peteimés cant Y06 the cEt of this ppiviien o rehiaring, o d
weud Yy © not-'t‘, tht Clak ¢nd UVeidiSvpihm ¢ Covif the th ,06""1“"%'"-‘-4.‘\/ shsll woé bs dl‘vﬂyi:’)'
rel’td For ony reeiens of ot Fcum:nj the V.S Suorbaf Courr FUGS, 2i the petirionly cont e J
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The petitioner did not know if was suppose to issue a Brief on the Merits, and it
was at the last moment, but:the brief on the thiy nathp— Wit n , shall be for this
petition for rehearing and for the Writ ofob&tasgﬁmvhias to reopen the L with

a Coram Nobias, and present the brief on the merits as to correct all the errors, and :
if known at the-time of judgment, the U.S. Supreme Court would of rendered a different:
judgment.,as Wit thg skayE/injunttioms bi’:;nﬁ vateted and disselved,

The petitioner would like to say all that was necessary was the petitioner tc iss-
une a motion:for praecipe for subpoena in the process of the suppression hearing and
before trial, which shall be able to issued in a Coram Nobis, and the the petitioner
did, as the petitioner would like tf issue a Coram Nobias{writ of Commen-Law Writ of
Error Coram Nobias/Common Law Writ of Certiorari), to open the District Court Judgme-

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

of rendered a different a judgment, and petitiocner is entitled to it, but no lower C=u _:

ourt won't let petitioner ccrrect the error, as the petitioner would like to ask and
request to the U.8. Supreme Court is it possible to correct all errors in this Court.

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

case No## A-17-1076, as the Overrule as moot was suppose to release the petitioner, but
the peitioner did object and was to late, because the petitioner received the Order t»>
late, and the State of Nebraska violated the dueiproeess and the petitioner would 1li-
ke to request for a writ of Coram Nobias or a Wirt of Error to be construe as with th-
is Certiorari, to open the rehearing and present the evidence/facts/objection/defense
and arguement to correct the errors, as the petitioner did not or was not at fault, or
negliencqy and if known at the time of the sppeals Court Judgment and distriét Court
trial judgment on Oct. 25, 17 to Nov. 1, 17, would of rendered a new judgment and the
petitioner would of been released, byt Mn& staysfinguni¥vn cuvitd Ak appind % bt Mmoo,

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

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

puus (bé eonstrued with this rehearing petition), and all the motions attached still

be filed and heard and included, with this petition for reﬁearing,aﬂd Promibikion Weit,
The petitioner would like to ask and request for records from the Clerk of the

District Court office 300 Hall of Justice, 1701 Farnam St. Omaha, Nebraska 68183, of

petitioner filings of the peition for expuungment of records as the U.S. Supreme Cour-

t shall review and inspect the filings (this filings are also filed and requested in

10



nds of being injuried and damages from the restraining order of the Stay's/injunctions.

(Q). AS QUOTED AND STATED IN THE GROUND(S) PRESENTED :

"As party enjoined may recover damages on a temporary injunction bond only if it be
finally decided that the injuction ought not to have been granted,"State ex rel Douglas
v. Ledwith, 204 Neb. 6, 281 N.W. 2d 320(1919)." As the petitioner shall be entitiled to
recovery on bond/surety.

(P). AS QUOTED AND STATED IN THE GROUND(S) PRESENTED:

"After approval of the bond or alternate security, appellee may move to increase the
security or appellant may move to reduce it or subsitute other securityyChapter 21:4, pg.
532, fifth edition. "It is the duty of the judge siting at chambers to fix amount at sup-
ersedeaed bond on equity of order of dissolution or modificationj State ex rel, Downing v.
Greene, 48 Neb. 327, 67 N.W. 162 (1896), "As the petitioners(2)-two Tort Claims shall be
modified/amended in this bORd/SUrety1ﬂ5fh:ﬁiwndi%“thé:ﬂU?£Wﬂ kyehfp{%FMﬁgn

(R). AS QUOTED AND STATED IN THE GROUNDS PRESENTED:

"mandamus allowed in proper cases to compel vacation's"_State ex rel, cohn v. Jessen,
66 neb. 515, 92 N.W. 584 (1902)."It is a abuse of discretion to require a separate action
if the enforcement motion is timely."Public Serv. Com'n of Missouri v. Brashear Feight li-
nes Inc., 1941, 61 S.Ct. 784, 312 U.S. 621, 85 l.ed. 1083.

The petitioner child support shall be terminated, as all stay's shall be vacated, and
the court case dismissed in the County/District Court/Administrative Office, in both the
child support office and the D.H.H.S. offices, the petitioner has (2)-two Tort Claims iss-
ued, and shall be granted, and all stay's in both Tort Claims shall be vacated/dissolved,
and all awarded relief shall be amended/modified to the surety liability/bond, as the bond
shall be recovered, This Writ of¥hhmr6%?¢-- shall be (also) a appeal for the stay's/injun-
ctions/restraining orders to be vacated in all cases, suits, and claims, and a Prohibition
shall be applied and issued, as the respondants caused usuraption against the petitioner
and shall be prevented from their seizures and restraints and enforcement of their office,
power, and authority, and shall be complled by a mandamus (which shall be applied and issu-
ed), order to vacate all stay's/etc., vacate conviction and sentence, release the petition-
er, levy and forward all awarded funds to the owner/Secured Party Creditor, terminate child
support, expund all records, correct all errors from usurapation, as required by the Eccli~
esastical Court Letter of Rogatory, the petitioner would like to notify the Courts that if
this second rehearing petition is not acknowledge or reviewed, the petitioner will like to
request for leave to issue a Writ of Prohibition/Mandamus.

The petitioner would like to state that the petitioner has motions attached in Append-
ix - C, that was issued to the Douglas County District Trial Court, to be rendered, as this
matter shall be a interlocutory appeal, or etc., and as the petitioner would like to reque-
st to have the motions rendered in this Court, as the District Trial Court may deny all the
petitioners motions, AND THE U.S. SUPREME COURT SHALL MONITIOR THE LOWER COURTS IN THIS MA_
TTER. As pursuant to U.S. Sup. Ct. R. 22, 45, 2, shall be admissible for the the petitioner
to vacate the stay's and as pursuant to fed. App. p. R. 8(a)to(¢), and West's handbook Seri-
es Fed. Ct. App. Manual Second Edition"18.2, pg.2204"12.1 pg.1187"12.6 pPg. 135%"32.4 pg. 395
*127.5 pg. 340" as a second petition for rehearing is admissible"and Fifth edition 34.7, pg.
827,In one instamce a court Gnusual grant a second pecition LoOr rehearing when it was filed
within the period in which the intial petition could have been filed, even though the court
had already denied the first petition, or the petitioner would like this to be issued to a
panel or Justice. As this matter shall be discharge U.C.C. §§1-101 to 10-104, 31U.S.C.§S§ 3-
92, 5103. As the Motions herein attached in the Appendix - C, the petitioner would like to,
request to the U.S. Supreme Court to rule on the Motions or have them forward to the Lower
Court as to a-Mandamus order, to be determined, and the petitioner would like to request to
the U.S. Supreme Court, to monitor (all the Lower Courts/Administration Offices), the Dist-
rict Trial Court, as to the Vacate all stay's/etc. modifing ordérs, enforcing bonds, vacat-
ing the criminal judgment, releasing the petitioner, terminating child support, expungment
of records and etc., as pursuant to the Eccliesastical Court Letter of Rogatory.
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— COUNSELOR(S)} STATEMENT OF GROUNDS —

The petitioner would like to state that the grounds herein presented shall be admiss-
ible and meritable to be heard and review, and granted, and the petitiocner would like to
certify the grounds shall be limited to intervening circumstances of a controlling effect

or other subtantial grounds not previously presented.

AS pursuant to the West's hand book Series Federal Court of Appeals Manual Second Ed-

ition and Fifth edition, by David G. Knibb, shall be admissible and applied for the petit-

ioner defense, arguement, evidence, proof and facts herein stated.
(N). AS STATED AND QUOTED IN THE GROUND(S) PRESENTED;

"This procedure is illustrated by Reed v. Rhodes, Ca. 6th 1976, where a single Circu-

it Judge granted stay at 549 F.2d 1046, but that stay order was vacated by full panel at

549 2d. 1050." And the petititoner, would like all stay's and injunction orders vacated by

all Courts and Administration Offices, that granted any stay's/injunctions/restrainting
oreders, that the petitioner was never notified of and was never presented with no motions
or informations to object to, as all courts/administration offices/respondants that did
issue a stay, is violation of the petitioner due process rights, and etc., and the petiti-
oner shall be compensated, reimbursed and be granted a counterclaim/claim for damages/enf-
orcement on bond/recovery on surety, with this herein Tort Claim(s), as the bonds/surety
that was issued, shall be discharge and the stay's/injunctions/restrainting orders/etc.,
that was issued by the respondants, shall be vacated,(dissolved/restored/misnomer/suspend—
ed/modified/terminated).

(0). AS STATED AND QUOTED IN THE GROUND(S) PRESENTED;

"As means of restraints on judicial personnel or bodies to prevent usurpation on Jjud-
icial power, and it's essential function is to confine inferior courts to their proper ju-—
risdiction and to prevent them from acting without or in excess of their jurisdiction it

is preventive in nature rather than corrective. "State Ex rel, McDanell Douglas Corp. v.

Gaertaer, Mo. App., 601 S.W. 2d 295, 2967 as all the respondants herein caused usuraption

against the petitioner, and the petitioner is a "patron" and the petitioner shewed rights wi-
thin(6)-six months of the church, and the petitioner shall have his title of his status of
sovereignty back; and this Prchibition Writ shall be admissible, applied, issued, construe,
and granted to vacated all stay's, and the petitioner would like to ask permission for a
Stay to be issued of the stay of mandate, for the petitioner can correct and finalize, t-
his "practical" "pragmatic" or "death knelly of this ending matter.

(P). AS STATED AND QUOTED IN THE GROUND(S) PRESENTED:

"Such motion suspend the Appeal period for final order as well as judgment= "Rodriguez

V. Banco Central, C.A.l1 st, 1986, 790 F.24 172, 176", as the district trial court judge

entered a decision on the petitioner new trial motion after the appeal, and there was a
Stay/injunction/etc., entered, that violated the petitioner due process rights, and the
stay's/injunction shall be vacated and the petitioner shall be entitled to finish and fin-
alize his proceedings of new trial, vacated conviction and sentence, obtaining a release

order, being compensated and reimbursed from the bond/etc.. as +ha rmebitsmnme ~boens oo oo



- RELIEF SOUGHT -

Wherefore, the petitioner, Jamaal Andre Mcneil, Moves this Honorable Court to

grant the following relief =

(A) Accept jurisdiction on the case as pursuant to 288U.S.C.1651(a){b), 2254, and
the Eccliesastical Court Law;

(B) Accept jurisdiction on this permission for leave to file a petition for rehe-
aring with Brief on the ﬁﬁmﬁﬂ ~ all-motions attached, all Writs of all Writs
and petitions attached; andalls Writs end luhﬂ ef Pramniban ind Mandamyl end et

(C) Accept the jurisdictieniover the (2)-two Tort Claims herein;

(D) Accept the expansion of the record, word limits, page limits, expand the

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

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

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

(G) Issue the petitioner a new speedy trial; b

(H) .Issue a order that this Court will grant a Writ of Habeas Corpus, freeing
the petitioner from his unlawfull confinement, as required by law and the
Eccliesastial Courtyand iibha slay of Mindste £ill the Datact Covt Trisl Codt bt bitn determing d,
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Supreme Court of the United States
Office of the Clerk
Washington, DC 20543-0001

Scott S. Harris
Clerk of the Court

May 16, 2022 (202) 479-3011

Mr. Jamaal A. McNeil
Prisoner ID #86301
PO Box 22200
Lincoln, NE 68542

Re: In Re Jamaal A. McNeil

No. 217649

A NU,

Dear Mr. McNeil:
The Court today entered the following order in the above-entitled case:

The petition for a writ of habeas corpus is denied.
Sincerely,

Gtl £ Ko

Scott S. Harris, Clerk

AFPGY\O/EX - A
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No. =z i- 1G%9

IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

SAMIAL AMDRE MCNEZL, €T AL — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.

THE STATE OF MESRASKAET AL,  __ RESPONDENT(S)

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Samasl Anod/e fAoni [ , do swear or declare that on this date,
G '/ "4'_,/ ZIZ/ , 202L , as required by Supreme Court Rule 29 I have
served the enclosed SRS
PETITION FOR A REMEARING _ _ssakparty to the above proceeding
or that party’s counsel, and on every other person required to be served, by depositing
an envelope containing the above documents in the United States mail properly addressed
to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or by delivery to a third-party
commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days.

The names and addresses of those served are as follows:

Attorney Gengrsl of the Sttt oA Nebt ks, 208 5ttt Copitvl, BU, Linesbn, 42 ¢ g 507
[

.5, Sobicitne Goneeal, 0 tpt of Tt/ tl Rm SGib, 450 Phnsylvania Ave, N, W, Waihisgten .1 2 0S30-000 1

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on . :_(0}/ -"// ce , 20.2L

/4@/ A 2770y

(Signat}é)



No, _2!-1uH7

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

SAMAAL AMRE MCNEZL, €T AL — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Samasl An dre pMoniil , do swear or declare that on this date,
b ft /2 L , 202%_| as required by Supreme Court Rule 29 I have
served the enclosed MOTION FOR C At/ cte o Good fu il
and PETITION FOR RIWMLARZAC ' party to the above proceeding
or that party’s counsel, and on every other person required to be served, by depositing
an envelope containing the above documents in the United States mail properly addressed
to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or by delivery to a third-party
commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days.

The names and addresses of those served are as follows:

Attorney Gengml of the Sttt of Aebhidka, 208 St Coprtol, BV, Linesbn, a2 g 507
[

V.5, Sobicitar Gta el, D ept. FJorbrel, Lo SGlb, 450 Pﬁanyylvsm(p. A, N, W Walhington 0. {, T OS30-000(

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on L / [ {/ ; 2 , 202%




Additional material

from this filing is
available in the

Clerk’s Office.



