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PREAMBLE

Pursuant to Rule 44.2 of this court, Petitioner Jodie Louise Byrne,
respectfully petitions for a rehearing of the denial of a writ of certiorari to review

the judgement of the United States Court of Appeals for the First Circuit.

The Federal Court holds legal jurisdiction “review” over Mr. Deyesu and the
State of Maryland. “Within the Eighth Amendment doctrine, legislators are
arbiters of contemporary values”. Kennedy v Louisiana (2008). All state actors
violated House Concurrent Resolution 172. There is a National Consensus

regarding Domestic Violence Kennedy v Louisiana (2008).

The evolving Standards of Decency which this court uses to evaluate death
penalty cases applies to Domestic Violence cases. The death penalty is ancient and
should be abolished as of January 5™ 2%21. the USA was on par with other countries
and just below Iran. One look at the Iran documentary “The Stoning of Soraya
M.” and you will see this case. The National consensus targets are always being
elevated. The court system is full of bias and innocent people are surely detained

and executed in this country.

Criminal are made not born and baked by society like in Booker (2005). The
court sent a soccer mom to jail for a year and gifted a stay-at-home mom of 22
years homelessness, penniless, and childlessness. Restitution is required to heal.
This atrocity illustrates how shattered the court system is. Women have a right to

report crimes without fear that the govt will punish them.

This case arrives from a 22-year marriage between Anthony Michael Deyesu
and the Petitioner. We were high school sweeties. I used limited birth control our

entire marriage. The case has proceeded like all domestic violence cases do with



this argument among the 3 percent of the worst occurring by all statistical accounts
proceeding without a solution and a hurricane still swirling. The best thing that can
be said is the mother and children are still alive. A legal and further prosperous

outcome is possible.
PETITION FOR REHEARING

The original writ of certiorari petition asked the court to review the

Domestic violence present and ongoing in the United States which is ceded in Constitutional
deprivation. Human rights violations are ongoing. This case is sadly prevalent throughout the
USA. Women are being tossed into permeant poverty.

Changes have occurred since I filed the writ which I began on Feb 51, 2022.

My mother died on Feb 28™ and I filed Bankruptcy on May 23, 2022, after the writ was
submitted on April 27, 2022. More abuse transpired. The Bankruptcy court in Maine is reviewing

martial bills from 1992 that go unpaid. Mr. Deyesu is a creditor of mine.

Mr. Deyesu is a creditor which links him to Maine. Hahns V. Vermont Law School was missing
from the writ but present in the First Circuit. Hahns has been recently discovered in a filing from
November 21%, 2021, with the First Circuit.

Recently discovered, old but freshly discovered fabricated records from Judge Eaves connected

to the Bankruptcy creditor Anthony Micheal Deyesu.

The court vacated Roe VS Wade on June 24,2022 while reviewing my writ which relied on this
law. A rehearing should be granted on that basis alone. The usual rule today is that new rulings
apply to all cases that are still pending both civil and criminal. This appears that a decision by a

lower court can retroactively become wrong.

I request this court to Grant, Vacate, Remand and order immediate economic Restoration.
REASONS FOR THE REHEARING

According to Rule 44.2 a rehearing should present intervening circumstances of a substantial or

controlling effect or to other substantial grounds not previously presented during my writ. The

clerk’s office delayed my writ, and I was asked to resubmit after the June 24, 2022, abandonment
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of Roe V Wade which was quoted in my writ. The publication of the American Public Health
Association just published on August 15, 2022, a study on “Trends in Pregnancy-Associated

Homicide, United States, 2020 and noted the movement.”

My writ was delayed to the court. The Clerk’s office returned my writ to me for frivolous
reasons. [ sent the petition in two separate envelops. One envelope contained the writ, and one
contained the financial data which is evidence that my x husband has used over a million dollars

of my money for the last decade which tosses me into poverty.

Furthermore, I noticed in my writ I did not bring to the court’s attention Hahn v Vermont Law
School. The Law Clerks must have overlooked this as well.

It was included in the First Circuit Panel Rehearing filed November 21,2021. Missing evidence is
now included. This along with other substantial and controlling effects not presented empowers

this court to GVR.

Court hearings in Maine have been held involving Mr Deyesu, with my Bankruptcy filed on
5/23/22. Mr. Deyesu is a creditor. Upon refreshing my battered brain regarding with Hahn, I
discovered new additional fabricated records that Judges created which violate my human rights.
Judges craft reports and plead error time and time again. I found another report that was altered
regarding Child Support arrears which held my passport and driver’s license and destroyed a
church renovation project in Nice, France 2010 that I was working on. This hurt my company

substantially.

1. New Court Hearings

The Federal Bankruptcy Court in Bangor is reviewing where my income is from my first
pension and marital bills that are turning up from a 22-year marriage. Below is a

creditors list. Notice Mr. Deyesu’s name. The standard for jurisdiction has gone beyond
a simply mailing in Hahn v Vermont Law School. An excerpt from a State Appeal Brief

which was included in the First Circuits review. This is new and missed information.

2. The rights to be lost™ Touzeau V Deffinbaugh

My mother left this world knowing this court gifted me poverty and poverty closes doors

for me not for profit and marriage pool. I did not receive my economic rights. I did not
5



enjoy parental rights either from a 22year marriage contract. Other people in the State of
Maryland received their constitution rights. Boemoe vs Boemoe (md 2010). The lost
million or lost dollar. I was taught not to steal not one stick of gum. The amount is

irrelevant but needed. The men fight for one stick of gum.

The dissenting opinion from Touzeau is included. I met Ms. Touzeau in Annapolis, at the
St Mary’s Chapel by chance. I was crying looking at a photo of my daughter Meghan

who was kidnapped at 6 years old. [ believe this was destiny. God’s grace for you to read.

Women are losing their children and Atty are being enriched and the court workers have
recognized this for years as business as usual across the USA. Most people in jail are
poor and the mothers that lose their children are impoverished. Atty work for money

these are facts.

This court reversed Roe Vs Wade and that does not negate that the State of Maryland and
The State of Maine have laws that are not affected by the Supreme Courts recent ruling.

My rights have been denied.

My mother who loved her granddaughters and was present at their birth and until my x
husband kidnapped them has died. My mother left this world without ever seeing Carissa
and Meghan again after they were kidnapped. How cruel can everyone? My destiny will

be the same considering the current state of the USA.

3. The First Circuit Jurisdictional Claims Fail

A. Hahn v Vermont Law School the First Circuit failed to follow established precedents and
ignored the laws of this country. Primarily, doing business in the State of Maine has been

established with the Hahn v Vermont Law Schools case regarding Mr. Deyesu.

Mr. Deyesu is engaged in cruel and inhuman treatment of his daughters and his x wife of 22
years which carried over to my deceased mother who never saw her granddaughters even on

her death bed.



I reported abuse in 2007 and my mother who treated Mr. Deyesu as a son and loved
her only granddaughters. Imagine never spending time with your only
granddaughters again after your daughter reports a crime. This is very cruel. Mr.

Deyesu will have the same for me.

Mr. Deyesu has certainly bought things from LLBEAN which ties him to Maine. As
evidence, I recently recalled I carry a toiletry bag purchased by Mr. Deyesu. Please,

see the photo below I took here in Camden today, October 15,2022.

Vermont Law School was involved in litigation and an Inmate was mailed
information regarding its school. That simply mailing provided jurisdiction over a
federal case. The standard here is way past a simple letter. Mr. Deyesu has conducted
business with the State of Maine for over 30 years. In addition to the Bankruptcy case

that he currently involved as a creditor.

Mr. Deyesu bought this toiletry bag, and it has travelled with me since he bought it
while we were married before we separated in 2006. It is his toiletry bag. He only
bought himself a single size one. I would not have selected a small one and I would

not have chosen the color black. I would have thought about my daughters.

A bankruptcy case has been filed since the Writ has been submitted. Mr. Deyesu has
a Judgement against the Petitioners for 54K in child support arrears. A fabricated
Master report was written by sitting judges to cover up their atrocities. I guess this is
normal for Judges to write fictious reports in the United States or are reading about

Iran?

Mr. Deyesu has not made an official claim on that Judgement because he fears the

Federal Courts in Maine which would clear the water for this court.

I offer the LL bean toiletry bag as doing business with the State of Maine. It seems
off that Mr. Dcyesu docs not placc a claim for 54k against my asscts? Mailings have
been sent to Mr. Deyesu and there is a Judgement against me to pay my attacker.

Please see the bankruptcy mailing labels.



The District Court of Maine is mistaken, and the First Circuit has ignored the laws
and facts. Doing business like in Hahn’s is giving jurisdiction to the State of Maine

over Anthony Deyesu. Abuse occurred in Maine and is occurring in Maine today.

The Federal District Court and the First Circuit absolutely have jurisdiction over Mr.
Deyesu. Marital debt from a 22 marriage is being evaluated in Bangor, Maine in

Federal District Bankruptcy court in Maine and this is new and evolving.

We have several ties to the State of Maine for Mr. Deyesu for which the First Circuit
ignored. Judges can alter court outcomes by ignoring evidence. That’s what Judge
Eaves did in Harford County Maryland. She pretended a Federal Protection order did
not exist that she signed on Novembe13,2007.

Ignoring evidence is not moral. My life has been destroyed and my mother died and
suffered from the violence ongoing as I have. The courts must not ignore evidence
and fabricate reports. You don’t have to be a trained lawyer to realize these two
actives can toss a woman to the streets for life. The court must remember the only one
who had an Attorney was the wealthy white man. The young children and mother had

none when one was requested.

Directly from a request from a Panel rehearing in the First Circuit Filed November

21,2021.

In Hahn v Vermont Law School, the court held that a law school
transacted business in Massachusetts when, at the plaintiff’s request, it
mailed application information to him in Massachusetts and later mailed
him an offer of Admission.

(698 F.2d 48,49 (1% Cir 1983). “We reasoned that the purposeful actions
of Vermont Law School in mailing to Plaintiff in Massachusetts
application information and an acceptance letter were sufficient, without

more to constitute transacting business under the broadly construed.

Massachusetts long arm Statue



Mr. Deyesu bought buoy bells in Camden for Christmas gifts at my request when
residing at the Camden Maine Stay Inn where abuse took place, Mr. Deyesu ate

dinner in Kennebunkport where he abused me while eating a Lobster.

Mr. Deyesu purchased Christmas gifts in Freeport, Maine in the early 90’s where
he abused me. Mr. Deyesu was on business trip reviewing Bed and Breakfasts to
purchase in Maine which is clear transaction of business under the broadly-

construed long arm statute.

In addition, to conducting in person business and committing crimes in Maine
which goes far past sending and receiving cloths from LL Bean which is the
standard applied to Vermont Law School. I am the mother of his two middle
biological children. I cannot think of a closer connection to a human then a 22-

year marriage where he was the first man, I was intimate with at 16 years old.

I married him at 19. Mr. Deyesu is the only person I share children with. These
are the facts. Marriages end but the connection to a person you share children
with never ends. My children love their father and because they do I hold an
obligation to ensure his welfare on this planet. You hurt a father you hurt his
children and vice versa for Mothers. The connection runs in both directions to

Maine to Maryland and it happens to be in Boston and Megeve, France today.

Mr. Deyesu connection to Maine is indisputable as he tortures me today which are
human rights violations. These are human rights crimes ongoing. The Federal

Court has jurisdiction.

‘ Asserting Jurisdiction of the due process clause, after considering whether
a defendants contacts are related to a plaintiffs claim and where the defendant
purposefully availed himself of the forum state, the court asks whether asserting

personal jurisdiction would be reasonable.” USCA Const, Amend.14
B. State of Maryland Does Not Hold Immunity

The State of Maryland does not hold Immunity. I request that this court grant the
Writ, Vacate the District Court and Appeals Court Judgement, remand and make



economic rights available today. Human rights laws and international laws are

decimated. State Laws were ignored which are Constitutional twins.

The State does not have the right to infringe on my Constitutional rights and human
rights. The State of Maryland does not get to pick and choose who gets their

Constitutional rights and who does not. That’s called bias (Booker)

Bias has played a huge part in this human rights case. I am a United States born
Citizen. The States do not hold immunity given the evidence and they also can waiver

their immunity. The State of Maryland recognizes the courts can do better.

The Federal court never even asked them if they wanted to act moral or legal? Not
one hearing was ever held in the Federal Courts regarding these human rights

atrocities.

A State does not have the right to deny me my economic rights or my constitutional
rights. They do not have the right to engage in Human rights violations which

Congress has directed the States to avoid.

The State of Maryland is squandering the Domestic Violence funds like many states.
They put abused women on welfare. Poverty breeds poverty. They place women in
positions of the lowest paying jobs with section 8 vouchers or they force them into

new relationships while their abusers take all the money and the kids.

One million dollars has been withheld from me since I filed for divorce. I surely need

that money and my daughters do too.

A hearing is requested since the Federal Court never granted one single hearing on
my decimated Human Rights which are constitutional infractions of the highest kind.
Seems odd that the Arbiters of Decency would ignore the evolving standards of

Decency.

C. Harford County Maryland
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All parties agree they are under the review of this court without delay. This defendant
should be paying today. Why is this not occurring? Why aren’t they making

payments today? I need housing, food and so does my dog.

4. Evolving Standards of Decency and National Consensus

Mass shooting are overwhelming conducted by male domestic violence victims not

mentally ill humans. Trauma victims who dis respect women are prevalent in society.

I would argue that mental illness is a human’s reaction to trauma, and cost billions to
society. Mental illness and Domestic violence are different subjects in the same trauma
room. It is best to avoid trauma and the wealthy have the money to avoid this deep hole

many are pushed into.

When you toss women into poverty the exposure level to trauma and healing

environments is elevated and depleted. Women fight like my mother to climb out.

The emotional banks become empty at the same time the economic banks are depleted.
The US is creating its own social ills. You can trace this to the higher drug overdose

crisis and gun violence in this country.

Domestic Violence is learnt behavior. Considering the vast about of domestic violence
victims the culture disease has evolved into a major health problem for society. A global
problem. The death Penalty and abortion garners a lot of attention, but the US ships are

sinking in this neighborhood.

Psychiatrists commit suicide as a group on the higher end of the spectrum than any other
profession. Once you study the field of human behavior you begin to realize sometimes it

is like having your tarot cards read as a child.

I met a friend that grew up in England on a mental health campus because his father
worker there as a Dr. Inagine as a little boy growing up learning about the world. Ilc

discovered a wide range of normal behavior.

In the 50’s, if you asked for your human rights you were sent to the mental health
hospital where human experiments were ongoing and kept secret at times. Perhaps, you
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enjoyed a newborn out of wed lock etc or objected to eating meat you went to the Mental
Health hospital even if you were due to inherit the family farm over a male heir... you
enjoyed a visit to the Mental Health Hospital. If you are a gifted artist like Camille
Claudel women were not allowed to outshine another. The Arbitrary or Arbiters of the

Evolving Standards of Decency. is an interesting concept title for an article.

Domestic Violence victims grow up in a closed off country club of people infected with a
global cultural disease. I have interviewed many regarding this subject in a few
countries. Family gatherings are breeding ground for this disease. What you think is
normal is toxic behavior with your aunts, Uncles, and siblings. They suffer different a
shadow of the same infection with the same culture disease. Judges and lawyers ect are

infected.

Your childhood role models are teaching poor communication skills. Maybe, you die at
79 and realize and the damage done is unfixable. Or maybe you realize it at 38 years old.

Evolving Standards of Decency in

Society...

My daughters think it is normal to abuse their mother. My x husband probably views his
mother’s abuse as normal. Baltimore especially has a culture that is behind schedule. The
white flight from the city brought with it the same mentality that is the essence of
Baltimore. Mr. Deyesu might die in denial. Like Iran and the USA culture appears far

apart yet its similar once you observe it.

Mr. Deyesu may leave this earth not fully realizing the damage he has done. The
Supreme Court may also die in ignorance regarding domestic violence and how it is

affecting the USA culture on a wide destructive scale.

Domestic violence is preventable and more deadly than the common cold. The Damage
being done is deadly and the money squandered on a simple fix (washing your hands and
economic rights) is the same. The lost economic production and lost lives is
unaccountable. The Govt needs to gift direct money to Domestic Violence Victims.
Women are not children and the quickest way to do so is through economic rights already

established throughout the land. It is my stick of gum and I need it.
12



This court should focus on “economic rights lost”. Selecting the ripest fruits for
rehearing. We need a hand washing campaign, and we need it today and a funding source
that is already present. The Domestic Violence funds are being squandered and
oppressing women with section 8 vouchers is not the answer. This is more oppression.

What kind quality of life are women really living?

The Congress and current laws have elevated the Evolving Standard of Decency and this
case illustrates that this court perhaps mis applied some evolving laws. Billions of
Dollars are being spent to combat domestic violence. Who receives these funds in the

end? Not women.

5. Fact Finding
The Fact Finding under Booker (2005) like this case astoundingly similar. Booker
exposed detainees routinely met with their Constitutional rights denied. Like this case,
void of finding of facts, it is a common denominator with both rehearing petitions

presented to the court. T was denied even one hearing in Federal Court.

Where is the finding of facts? After a 22-year marriage, I receive less than one month’s
marital income and was tossed to the streets without a driver’s license, a house, or my
kids all for reporting a crime. All from a six-figure income and half million-dollar home.

Would you enjoy gift to you?

My x husband has been spending my million-interest free for a decade plus. Imagine the
trauma I have been gifted as money protects all. The price for carrots has been high. My
x husband earned 150k per year. The family income. A section 8 voucher is about 550
per month in substandard crime ridden buildings. Is that where you are placing your
spouses and partners of 22 years? If we had some truthful finding of facts, this certainly

should not match this outcome.

In United States v Booker (2005), I noticed Judicial fact finding was the reason for
granting the rehearing. A Quote from in the article Rehearing and Finality in the
Supreme Court. “These cases involved Federal Criminal defendants who raised
constitutional challenges to judicial fact-finding at sentencing.” Dr Seuss “Horton Hears

a Who! ... Judicial Fact finding has been missing since I filed for divorce.
13



I brought this up in the Appeals court see below. I offer evidence to back up my
statements, but the lower court judges ignore this Judicial Fact finding. I cannot make
you look in the mirror at the shatter court system.

Someone must clean up the mess the ending must be better then today.

To continue to deny me my constitutional rights is not legal or moral. I also see a quote

in Rehearing and Finality in the Supreme Court

. “There is no timetable on which the court must rule on the petition
for rehearing: petitions have sometimes been left to linger for a
couple of years, during which events ripened to a point where
rehearing was granted based on an eventual change in the legal
landscape E.g. Fla v Rodriquez, 461 U.S. 940 (1983); Place V
Weinberger, 426 US 932 (1976).

CONCLUSION

The equal rights of crime victims who are Domestic Violence victims deserve equal rights which
are guaranteed by the Constitution. Marriages that last more than two decades, surely hold
economic rights and parental rights. My mother suffered since I reported a crime, and she died

suffering without seeing her granddaughters.

I fear this will be the same outcome for myself if this court does not commence following the
laws of the USA. A Dr in Florence, Italy gentile reminded me children look at the houses their
parents live. Domestic violence groups pay their staff and direct their clients to section 8 housing
vouchers. The solution offered by society is to abuse women further. Women move from one
abusive situation to the next enriching the wealthy. Women are sentenced to a lifetime of abuse

without their economic rights and first pension.

This is not acceptable when it is the court system inflicting the huge disparity by ignoring the
Constriction of the USA. The world can’t tell women to report abuse and punish them for life.
This is not equality. People open doors according to your bank account. This is a fact. Doors
have been closed to me and most people that are tossed into poverty with high interest rates are

buried in the crab pot. My life has been forever altered.
14



You must respect all women. Even the mothers who choose to stay home with their children.
Even those women who are forced to terminate their pregnancy for the safety of their living

children after 5 miscarriages. Who was supporting us?

Who is supporting battered moms today? The answer is [ am welcome to be placed on a sect 8
waiting list after ten years of abuse while my x husband spends my million and gifts my

daughters Stockholm syndrome.

Crumbs fall to keep women oppressed. I am on top of the recycling pile digging instead of being
productive and spending Christmas with my daughters which I haven’s since I reported a crime

in 2007. Consider the last time I saw my daughters.

I am not an advocate of abortion but of economic rights for women. [ would like more children
in my sphere. I would have employed a fertility clinic by now or adopted if I had my economic

rights. My pursuit of happiness has been decimated.

I endured 8 pregnancies. Consider all the doctors’ visits. The cost and high standard of health
care involved and provided for a stay-at-home mom of 22 years.

I do not hold health insurance today. I held the very best coverage while married.

I have presented to this court what is moral and legal for society it is your turn to engage in whats
legal and moral for women and children in civilization. I can die with a clean conscious, can
you? I ask you once again to Grant my writ for the greater elevation of humanity. Hahns and

Booker surely motivate. With the Bankruptcy and toiletry bag you can’t ignore.

For all the reasons set forth in this petition, Jodie Louise Byrne respectfully requests this
Honorable Court to grant a rehearing and Petition for Writ of Certiorari. The court can Grant the
Petition, Vacate the Judgement given the Vermont Case, the toiletry present and bankruptcy
attached to marital bills. This court can end the economic abuse present which bring with it

Human Rights. Respectfully Submitted,
Feb 28" 2023 (Corrected to 15 pages font size 12pt)
ol Ol )‘/ e

Jodie Louise Byrne
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[vpe here]

Federal Court Exclusive Jurisdiction

The Federal Appellant Coust has the exclusive jurisdiction in cases

involving.

Constitutional Violations,

[}

. Violations of Federal Law

3. Controversies batween States

4. Disputes Between Parties from different States
5. Suits by or aganst the Federal government

6. Forcign Govemnments and Treaties

7. Admiralty and Maritime Law

8 US Diplomats.

Sect 1983

“When a person injused by the conduct of 5 government official
wishes to bring a claim i federal court. the gencral practice is to allege
4 violation under 42 'U.S.C. § 1983.59 Scetion 1983 creates a civil cause
of uction againgt persons who violaie fedeml constitution.”

Sec Atpert et al., Constitutional Implications, supra note 2, a1 601
(“Innocent third partics, who are injured during high-speed pursuits, may
seck recovery under sither state Jaw or under feders| law punsuant 10 42

23

frype tese}

LS.C. § 1983."); Jensen. supra notwe 2, a1 1282-90 (noting and arguing

The inadequacy of both § 1983 and siate law actions o redress an injured

bysiander’s injurics). (University of Bahi Law Review 1999}
The Federal Appellant Court is needed to address these serious
conflicts in faw. We have an inadequity to redress an injured mom and
her dapghters... bystanders® injurics.
Most states offer some legislasively enacted tort liability for
tllegal acts comumited by governmental officials in the scope of their
cmployment. See, ¢.g., leremy D. Arkin, Note, Police Chase the Bad

Gy, and Pl et/ ! 30 the

Figure 3 Excerpt from First Circuit Brief page 23-24
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“advanced” nnd were pluced one grade shead in public school. What kind of women purposely

destroys 2 mother child hond? Mr. Devesu 2 wife is not a goad role modet for my doughters,

The Petitioner stayed home with her daughters and dedicated her entire life to her children
whereby never getting wrapped up in the details of money. (E28} It is truly unbelicvable the
human rights vielations that have been preventable since November 13, 2007, The Patitioner
was nol represented at trizl by an Atarncy and Mr. Desesu was. When one was requested. {39-

41) The Court of Appeals i its di 3 indon i Ti 5 v, Deffinbaugh(2005) refleeted on

the importance of the “rights to be Jost™."The child’s best interest. which is the heart of 1his case,
is served best when Lhe parents are on ogual footing, so that the custody fight is fought fairly end
the court hiss before ita 1i relevunt information, That is not likely to happen whea one parent is
unrepresented.

* We have never. nor should we. equated a colfege degree wan some prose expericnce lo
an adequate feve] of experience needed to defend oneselfl in @ mater before this Court, never
mind 2 trial court. much loss o matter of such significance and complexity as the case sub judice.
The dis i
perform the pertinenl tssks required 1o defond herself adequatcly against the competent counsel

went on W tudc *As the record indicaics, Mr. Touzeau was unable o

of Mr. Deflinbaugh and because of this lost dy of her daughter. Ms. Touzeau has had
custody of her daughter from birnth. She deservied 10 be nble 1o fight for her daughter on equat
footing with Mr. Deffinbaugh. Mothers are losing their children in Maryland because of lepgal

systemn will not reform itse)f and is more interested in administrative laws,

143

Mr. Deyesu also threw the family home into the foreclosure § in addition to
emptying his HRA and other financial miss conduct all whike the court watched. Judpe Eaves
ignored the Marital bills and allowed Mr. Devesu to toss IRA funds. [pnored the facts that the
Petitioners name was net on a 180,000k loan fied to the marital house and did not address a
51,138, vt bill or carcd sbuut the family pots. (£347 The Circuit Coust ignored a 515,000k
student loan not paid ofV acquired during the iage and normally paid on during the 22-year
murrisge. There exists un IRS bill from 2008 of $2.372.70 and a $LO00 bill to Copital one. Mr
Dreyesu lied about the amount in the IRA and dispatched marital funds from B to pay his

Attorney. Finally, the Famity car vatued a1 12,225, was only sold for just $4,060,

The most egrepious abuse is selling the marital home with no hearing or testimony given

1o its value in court under oath. The Appell q § restitution Bor all the abuse soffered,
The circuit just ignored the request in count, Which is requested on the Complaim for divoree
and the Appellznt fited the proper Pleadings. [F691 The court just wants to blame the pro si
litigate for its own crory, (E103)

A lcgislatere could hardly make a stronger ststement of the impertance of considering
domestic violence when determining custody. Yet the statutory law is being ignored, subverned,
and violated time and time sgain - putling the chitdren direetly in harm’s way. The court muy not
alter the law or fashion it to his own liking. This is the function of the legislalive branch of the
government. (AZBMTP)

When no finding of facts is articulated by a judge is it abuse el discretion, and it becomes
ensy fo ehange evidence. In Johnaon v State §Md App. 18 quoting from Bunallo v Barsallo 18
Md App 600 (1973). . in order that a fact may be judicially noticed. it must be a maiter of

common and genernl knowtedge, it must be well and authoritatively settled, and not doubtful or

uncertain, and it must be known to be {such) within the limits of the jurizdiction of the court.™

There is no dispute Mr. Dc,\'cm mother of his children on

Figure 4 Excerpt from State Appeals Brief $ 15,000 student loan vs 100k loan (equal rights) Page143-144
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wninigrested in ceplicating. ™ Instead. the Court concluded that it would continue 1o
fodlow thet rule it had theretofore employed; “But the e olthe coun ixthis, - that ne
seargument will br heard in any case after judgment is entered, unless sumy nember of
she court who concumred in the judgment afierwands douhts the comeciness of his opinion.
and desires o lerther argument on the subject ™%

The Cour recited the rule severnd yoars fater when st doniesd reheasing in Jmibfer
v IFtupple. The case mvalved o parent dispute berween Ambler and Whipple sfier they
entered inlo a pssmgrship Lo explait sone of Ambler's inventions.”” Whipple savght 10
dissolve Ihe parincrsinp and obtain the benelits of Bhe Jostt enlerprise at lhe exeluswon of
Anbler, which he justilied by claiming 1hat Ambler's unsavery hfestyle was detnmental
30 the partnership ™ Afer an sdveese judumen, Whipple petitiotied the Coutt i iehear
the vase because the trjal court errancously determined tha Ambler lell the District ol
Columbia on August 21, 872 sather thatt in vaily Seprember.”

The Court deniod reliesiang, selying on the rule set forh in #rona that it called

Swvelbkeithed ™" Ambler went further thin Bron, though, cxplaming hat material

GRS 133 Wall | 278 ¢ 1874)
* Ambler v Whpple, 97 U R (20 Wall 1 866, S861919), roh iy earnd, 90 1) § 12 Wall 1 336 (174)
Anhles's ihvenlions invelved the process ol evirarling gas fmm peiroleom o ieating mnd Highting
puaposcy 2

£ e $30 3T Whippbe soughl to dascied | Ambler by calting stieniion ko Anbless “bad charerer,
dnn\tzmw« ail duk-mmv,. i additlon 1> Ambler™s fetony o icrin 4 01 481 The problem with

R "s angemert. ihe Conat ool was twaledd St Aiviien’s mict il stand g o airces asd e e

wm prtvaetskapy ey beleriih, didl seqamt, e alagors and wpporieg ovsbescr were daplipative. Ty
wire abrsdy pan of (e rocon) that e t‘«m rvies il w In n -Ilmtn! ﬁun nnpulh- o

T 036§ Awbler's depature whack
e Lunart bosnl b i et £ Feataerens, sgon prmideriy \Hqu.:  rebestmg potiuon, fe Uenii
euplained harche Byl dimtepunicy Bure pe weight onilie otiginal judgmens Admbic, TS () Walls
a1 283
Y qunhier, K US 121 Wall ) AT 281 K2 The Caurr eaplaned: I is the wethenled nde of s court 0
swhvich it hax seeadily sdhered. 1Bat no rehesring i granted unbess sotne nietber of the sotat whe concured
an lhe |rdgroem, upm\ adeante larl, atd fu e dzl2es the progwsiten ticoives i sopped of o
majumly of Hie caurs” A

omisstons 1 the record (hal afect the disposition ol w case provide 1 "sirang appeal for
searpument.””! Since the Court found that e crror wis imwmatesial fo the ouleome of the
cane, 1t bmied Whipple's petition,”
Toudny, the Cour's nule-making authority comes fam the Rules Enabling Aot

heneby (he Conrt 'and all cours esiablished by A1 ol Congress miay from nme to time
sweseribe sules for the corduey of Lheir Dosiness. ™ Supreme Coun Rule 44 miticulates
the Court’s quthority i reheas ¢avs,” The fine punsgriph of the Rule provides that the
Court can sehicat cases om the nicrils  cased, like Kemreddys, thet She Court may have
already been briefed on, heard vial argmenis for, ond rendered decisions on - if the
party 2eeking sehearmy patitions the Count within twenty-five duys of bt Courl’s
decision ™ The Rube, while slightly more relinad, is virtuatly identica) to the one
<empioyed by the Brown and dmiler Courts, The reheaning petition musl “sate its

geounds briclly and distinc(ly™ anuf conify that it is prescoted i goad Buith and not for

* Funthermeny, a majosity of the Justices, insluding ome why conrurred in the
origiial decision, musk vo 1o sohear”” I cssence, eehiearing is granted only whes ut

Teast org Justice from the majurty believes that he v she may have decided in caus. As

"l'miuz

- 2077 (20

Figure 6 Doubts ... Not one Hearing.. gifted.. Hahns
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aubte fi puesiacss afhis opmiun.“w

comcurved in the judgient of gy Ceun
Rule 43.2 pertuins to rehgaring desials of wiits of certionwi ¥ Like the Rule

guseming rehearing cases on the merits. Rule 432 inclusles ihe twenty-five day ime

provison and the voling requircmeni ' Unfike Rule 431, however, Ruls 43,3 constaing
ahe justifieation on whach Inigeiits bysy rely i dieis petition: titigans are mstrugied o
Wase their petition enly ve facts that haes mter stad sines te Coun's eriguat denial or
oo facls thal have not already hevn preweated wthe Count * Rute 342, therelore, secms
10 curta] the road drseretion implsent i Rofe +4§ Fhe difference, ihough, o5 Far bess
apperen) i penctive. A estemizied 2800 pasd wers of sertioqun pelivons are filed wilh
the Coun cach term., of which the Court granls enfy <ighty  approximately four
percent*! The enommous amount of neseurciss sequared 1o revies ail eehearing petitions
would be usjustifiably high iF litigants had complete discestion aver their iehearing
filings !

Yet beoause ent den(als ane nng assued as wirten oparians, there sre fow plaustbic
zrounds o which & pamy seeking refiesing cat petition athes than these enumertted in
~ Deunna Matbas Aupdercs Ao STUUS €32 1 175, 20 37 (1852
“CRIE LR MY
“h
S Ay rebeuneg povien] shotl e [rread b i mg Cummeetanin o b sl oy (oeeraling

@fect Ut v sy stdhet o) ghesds mut sy fon od™ R Tembermete Rule 1.2 ragiires thy

L] oot by Waur lar it o oo Gvends o adiria e

uNJ}Man-‘llu-mmormm “un gl bMMlb-m (.lmRuk-Hl M

Y Mesaite, Poter L. 7o Waikof §ormongny Do otong Bl & Canes e B, laly

hip www amerea pan W el S By TGN ELZEE 20U e T Nlﬁllﬁnl T rambsry.
= P2yt pupeTie petd s an S e

P T R Ty (e —]
B Aneithen evplamstzm lie (he € rzn’s doubly vesmiond e st S ot b weme s estid 9 s Rt it
abealy boen partully f complcicly aldeitad (ace the Com bus clod on a8 ove, the kg
vaivied o iy faer wunas-m-m-‘-p. nts Jl:um- ey e s B
wipmems Fanbyrmes Je=.

e the Court e convet 26 s garater sumeder s thal it 4.\ AR Srpe penph thain jau the
uppusig igans

Copy Select All Look Up

'Hl: 442 Kewmwdy illustrmies this pese. Losstubess srpavd the the Coun onerfouked 5

eriesd prece of tefemunon. e NTAA Withoust the benelll of' o writios apind
Logixhana vould not have arguod that the NIXAA was unjusifiably otetlookod bocause
Louigiaria contl not have known o tie b spplied w the Cowet's ratiorale, tor taild it
ave known thet the law was exen overtovkod. So the appanen) sidditonal burden
ariculted by Rule 44 7 15 just an asserion of the snby practicol means by shich the
Court would grant vebwanng =

Retuming o 4mbler, the Crust explained dat because of borh the nebeoring le
and “the hevter neason tha the pressine of busmess in the courl does nol permit it the
ot wefised 1o socept 1 Response from dhie appesmy pany or sefemincd from issuing »
208ponEe itself to any rehearing puithn » Arrbder, Boweyer, cstablished that the cose
before it requimed a “departurc” froms the practive of denying rehearing petitivns without
discussion > The basis for the deporture. 3esonsing to Jahier, was that certain facts hul
heer omitted from (e “iranseam cortified 1o e eosrt.™  bmives Tound that if sush
amisrionk vonld have assisted dhe Coien’s dispesition of the case, seearing may be
wamanted:

IF tus stavemeent be correct. ar if the emisswms in the sranscapt on which

the case was heand sre materiaf Lo the dedmsion of the case, 1 presents a
sstrong sppedl for reargumeme and we have, therefore, given o caneltd

WS nangamiamed mthen Uie Rulee, D Conrd Ran gatz ot s mi ey b roiast 1efsanngs v ik
W ICEON, uF s gste afie hearng STt et e resdenng 3 deermn Kembek, s v 17
U3 219 Kesmbad euplomed 2 she £ eusys atbiorsxy 4 neBVAT s Atk IRe 081 S DSOSy W the
iy s s 10 TR pulendy satses S dpllmsingy gation’ Bt parp s da e Nugrome Civan
s realy sczve ! Are the Rl infcndnd to b € wmgrave Jum ihe € vt ppareds, fam ik ing

£ erntss it ATt s LT A e Bitos warend i Beared IR Fariie ™ B irk iomarnia ass kel

Figure 7 Critical Evidence Missing
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consuderation to the very full penition for retaning, and avalled vurselves
of 1th copions references 1o the vtiginal xad supplostensa] transnpts.

“The Caunt dened rehearing beeause tt found thay the emission under consideration was
not material ' dorhfir is significant begause it sepeesanis such a clear expression of the
Court’s imderstanifing of why 3 case should be reheard. Yet it implicisty mises the
question of the king of rebearing anpuments e Cout had teocived il Ambler thar i,
Awbler departed fiom the practice of denyisg scheanmg petitions without discussion bui

Tound that discussion was wisrranted 0 that vase bixiise #n omissian from the cerufied

wranwnipt was & grod reasan for reh g The anderiying proposition of dmbfer was
i stvong rchearing arguents dewervs discivoon more than do wemer arguments.
Pan I} Kennidr and the Argemnc=ts For and Against Rehearing

Kenmsauhy was boumd 1o be costentoss death penally eases often are. Considienng
that the eaze invol od e gruesome tape of an erght-pwar old yitl by uer siepfather., i
likelikood thay Kennedy would atiract sugmificant anention was thay much greawt Thus,
the inherent difficulty of the issue. the fivesto-four reting, ang the NIJAA oversight
moureid the vitial sccompanying the cese,
A. The Opinion

Befure distussing the Kenwedy releaning sepumenty, f IS important o agceniin s

mone demded explanation of 1he ideas presented 1 voe opinicn itsell. As noted above,

Kooy was decrded in the mod § 03 Eighth Amenh jurisprud ~erwcl
and unusual” is interpreted by what thaee toms mess lnday, oot what ey meant when
the Clonstilution was adopicd:™ The applicable and operative method of Eighth

“hg 9 K283
Kennedy v, Lowsiang 1258, Lo 2041 2659« ¢

Amendment snalysis was (st anmounesd i Trop o Dulies. gred by Kennedy, whereby
imbges discerming whother punisbment i srust or mesl showld agply the “svolving
standands of decency that merk the progress of s maturing sociery.™’

Capital punishmens for child rape was permusssble amd meted out wnlil 1964,
The Coun nated that hetween 193 and 1962, e states, the District of Columbia, and the
fedoral government excruted 455 people For the vape of a child.™ Since 1964, no State
hws exceuted anyone for whild rape,” While patsidc Wi scope of this Comment. some
schalars have focuscd on the merl corsponent usdestving capitalizing child repe. ™

(n Kernedy, the Coun Jooked ta its previous Eighth Amendment holdings to fimd
support to limit its authorizstion of the death penstty ** The Court relied on three casen in
particular, tn Roper v. Simmons.® the Uour had held that copitat punishisent for 2
person under the age of mojpmty is unconstitanonal > The Court in Ak v. Firginin™
had heldt that cxecuting @ mestally retsrded person is wnooastinmpash,” In Eamund v,
Flowtdda > alwo cived in Rennedy, the Conmrt struck down as uncanstitutiona] & Florida kw
thhat e filony munder s capits) offease.”’ The pember of statex that did not make child

256125, 46.19588

Figure 8 Cruel and unusual punishment todays standard.
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The Stabs of Myl bav euacted lapislation to adpudicate mrvmhatissis
it in lme with fudge Caledrszan “the trrden vpon mat officials to defond
st dhene Bederal vl raghibe et g it ol proee b ooy e the
protechion af constinaanal rightv” (Krauie V. Rbode, 471 F.24 330,498, (th
Civ. 1972) iCaleberss L divventing) (Marybind Law Review Vi 36
aave ), aficle 0)

Maryland bas hivtorically waived Inmaniy sud i does not have
impact on state ravnrces, They aven kave o sratue than enables subilmmonts @0

I paid.

Thers wis sheelurcly no recourse fond i the Some Appents eom as |
wou the Iottery and rezaived bis feule Africsn Anevices Tudge ft
vevvemed ametbar. A the exideisce presenbed i e Bxnat abessly dows vt
maatich (el ey mnrepontad opinion. AGicin Amevison Fentale fudges
rapeesent valy ? perzerdt of udmstbies in this nce graep o the banch in the
LS. | wou tha lomavy. nd e odds arw nob @ my favor 10 win swhen there jo

Figure 9 Bias unintentional or not the problem is present.

It ix about time the Foderal Conrts were imvited to the table.

Suppremion of evidence ran uetemed. The mother was labeled o cmzy loon.
When ell else fils the state yptescred tamorist create falee charges. Really, 16

Telany charges vaaiont Valeria Coriton and not one held op. They contd oaly
mustard wp ) misemerspy against the Appellaet fo cover up ther” shacking
cofucionod” bebatior, A'real extate sgent bt the Gieily Besgle out when T wes
ot erond, 1vwas guilty of being out masicstesed by the fimily besgle who
v 12 years old and died from the sbus of the defendsan, I descrved o year
injail for being out mamesvered by a beagle.

Figure 10 Out Maneuvered by the Family Beagle the court system needs reform
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