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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

Meghan Kelly

) No. 1:21-¢v-01490-CFC
Plaintiff, )
v ) FILED
Disciplinary Counsel Patricia B. ) ‘
) | novos zoz%
) US. DISTRICT COU

Swartz, et al.
DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

Defendants.

Plaintiff’s Motion to Amend Plaintiff’s Motion for reargument

Plaintiff Meghan Kelly, pro se, brings this motion to amend her motion for reargument

pursuant to Pursuant to FRCP 15.

Pursuant to FRCP 15 (a)(1) (1) “A party may amend its pleading once as a matter of
course within 21 days after serving.” On Saturday November 6, 2021, I mailed a motion for
reagument by certified mail, sent to both the Court and Defendant’s counsel. On November 6,
2021, by separate US Mail, I sent the proposed order to the court and defendant’s counsel. This

is within 21 days.

My computer is broken and is in repairs. (Exhibit 1, proof of mailing.) I alerted
Defendants through their counsel of my repairs, with attached pictures. (Exhibit 2 Email to
counsel. Typing is not my strong point. My apologies.) Today, I was informed my computer is

not fixed. (Exhibit 3, Email from insurance provider).

I am in immediate danger, and was required to send the Motion for reargument, on
Saturday before noon to alert the court in hopes to prevent immediate irreparable injury to me
and the public, on arguments I am likely to win under 42 USC Sections 1983, 1985(2),1988 and
the First Amendment applicable to Defendants pursuant to the Fourteenth, with no harm to

Defendants, where Defendants’ interests do not meet strict scrutiny, allowing them to persecute
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me based on my beliefs in Jesus Christ. I had to send it regardless of typos, without opportunity
to correct to prevent immediate, irreparable injury to me, and continuous irreparable injury to

me.

I care more about my ability to exercise my religion freely, and openly without threat of
government persecution than I care about my license, and ability to work at my old law firm
performing real estate settlements down the line, as I do not enjoy litigation. So, I looked at
registration to see whether I could deactive my license to practice law. Even though I have not
practiced law in 6 years, it indicated I could not deactivate my license due to the ODC filing on

November 3, 2021. (Exhibit 4)

I came before the Court to protect my First Amendment rights, and subordinately prevent
punishment for my faith in Jesus by Defendants who seek to place my active license on inactive
disabled. It is insulting to me. My faith in Jesus is not a disability. My poverty is not a

disability.

On Friday, November 6, 2021, I was served papers by Defendants seeking an order
against me which would violate my faith in God by allowing them to examine me by a mental
health expert. I should not be required to violate my faith in God risking losing my eternal life to
maintain my license to practice law. Lawyers should not sell their souls for potential monetary
gain, to lose their eternal life in the hopes to pursue justice. (Matthew 23:23, Amos 5:15,
Matthew 16:26 “What good will it be for someone to gain the whole world, yet forfeit their soul?
Or what can anyone give in exchange for their soul?,” Matthew 6: 24 ““No one can serve two
masters. Either you will hate the one and love the other, or you will be devoted to the one and

despise the other. You cannot serve both God and money.” I choose God).
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I was so shaken up, my heart hurt so badly, and I was trembling as I rushed to the post
office to prevent irreparable injury, that the post office official, April, called the police to check
up on me as | indicated I was not safe from government sponsored threats motivated to suppress
my speech, petitions, association and exercise of religious faith in Jesus Christ, based on their
disagreement in my faith in Jesus. I said, “they are going after me for my faith in Jesus. (Exhibit
5, police report) I am permitted to worship or not according to the dictates of my conscience, not

the dictates of the government.”

Defendants seek to declare my faith in Jesus a mental disability through official
proceedings. What is next will they lock me up because my religious beliefs do not conform to

their expectations.

I was under great distress, and remain under great reasonable distress. My heart is

hurting.

A state trooper made a wellness check November 6, 2021. I was humiliated and
embarrassed to share my religious beliefs, persecution, and poverty with the kind State Trooper.
I told the trooper that a stranger talked about shooting me in Dagsboro because of my stickers.
He asked, “Why didn’t you call the police.” I responded I thought I did. I went to the state
police, Millsboro, Dagsboro and Bethany police department to retrieve the report too. I did not
realize until November 7, 2021, after I thought about it, that the fully uniformed officer I told,
who inspected my car at World Gym in Millsboro, was probably acting a fellow kind gym mate,
acting off duty or outside of his jurisdiction. (Exhibit 6, car with substance thrown at it for my

speech).
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Per my Complaint at paragraphs 42, 48, 89, 98, 112, 149, 156, 201, 268-290, 292-294,
306-308, 365-480, D.I. 2, D.1. 3, D.I, 4, with focus on US Ex 43 relating to healthcare, US Ex 2
the law suit against the Democrats regarding healthcare concerns, Exhibits 21-25 my emails
providing notice for Defendants to desist based on religious objections to examinations District
Court, Us Exhibit the outline of my religious objections in my writ of certiorari, the outline of
my rejections to mental healthcare in my motion to the Delaware Supreme Court, and Exhibit A-
4, my motion to the Delaware Supreme Court to reign in its arms through its agents from
unlawfully pressuring me to forgo or impede my case to protect my free exercise of religion by

relief it deems just, where I declare my objections to psychology and mental health..

I was under great distress, and remain under great reasonable distress should you find my

beliefs are genuine.

A state trooper, Officer Partyka, made a wellness check November 6, 2021. I was
humiliated and embarrassed to share my religious beliefs, persecution, and poverty with the kind

state trooper.

I told Officer Partyka that a stranger talked about shooting me in Dagsboro because of
my stickers. He asked, “Why didn’t you call the police.” I responded I thought I did. I went to
the state police, and the Millsboro, Dagsboro and Bethany police department to retrieve the
report. I did not realize until November 7, 2021, the fully uniformed officer I told, who
inspected my car at World Gym in Millsboro after someone threw substance all over it but for
my stickers, “No one is above the law, No one is below the law,” “Impeach,” “Serve your
country not your seat,” was probably a fellow kind gym mate, acting off duty or outside of his
jurisdiction. (Exhibit 6, a picture of substance on my car). That is why I could not retrieve the

report I looked for. D.I. 2, 3, 4.
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Defendants also threatened to file a motion on November 8, 2021, to have an attorney
appointed for me. I objected on religious grounds, which also shook me up. Per my Motion and

Memorandum for a preliminary injunction and complaint, going into debt is against my religious

beliefs. D.I. 6, 7,8, 9,10.

I objected to appointed counsel on religious grounds. 1. Going into debt violates my
religious beliefs 1. as outlined in the preliminary motion and memorandum, and 2. I believe God

is my advocate in the disciplinary proceeding.

In John 14:26, Jesus taught, “the Advocate, the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in

My name, will teach you all things and will remind you of everything I have told you.”

In Mark 13:11, Jesus taught, “Whenever you are arrested and brought to trial, do not
worry beforehand about what to say. Just say whatever is given you at the time, for it is not you

speaking, but the Holy Spirit.”

It is against my religion to allow an attorney advocate to defend my religious beliefs in
the disciplinary proceeding. An attorney advocate is not in the position to stand up for my

beliefs in the disciplinary proceeding.

As to the case before you, I am not so sure. I need to pray about it. The cases relate to

my religious beliefs. My beliefs are at issue.

With regards to exams and alleged mental health, I believe people lose eternal life for
relying, performing, recommending and allowing the conduct of mere man to examine the will of
another by examinations relating to alleged mental health, psychology or behavioral theory. I
believe the mental healthcare industry teaches the way to hell guaranteed by tempting man to

bend their will to their own desires or the will of the world, conditioning them to live
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conditionally, instead of laying down their will to love God unconditionally, and subordinately to

love others, unconditionally, unearned, as yourself.

I believe lost people seek happiness. Children of God seek holiness. The happiest people
have hardness of heart. Since they are either ignorant of the evils of the world, or they do not
care to love those who inconvenience them, which is not violating Jesus’s commands by
organized charity or fundraising which leads to hell. It is not referring people to government
resources either. Love is sacrificing from self in secret to care for another at a worldly lose for a

Godly gain. (Matthew 6:1-5.)

My belief in Jesus Christ, what he says, is not popular. Jesus commands us to call no one
our teacher but God. I believe churches will go to hell as they mislead many there for asking
other people for money to give to others, instead of merely asking for their own needs, or giving
from self in secret to care for others with no worldly reward, not taking from others to give to
those in alleged need, in direct violation of Jesus Christ’s commands in Matthew 6:1-5. This
same religious violation, Matthew 6:1-5, is why I sued the democrats to run for office without
violating my faith as asking for signatures or donations would compromise my beliefs, wrote the
US Supreme Court concerning running for President, and is a major concern in the lawsuit I filed
against President Trump, and hoped to file against president Biden by substitution. D.1. 4, Ex 2,
Ex 50, Ex 51. I believe the rise in religious persecution against me and others in the country
relate to the executive orders I mentioned in my complaint, creating a bought or bartered for
union of government-religion, that is based on business not freedom, making my God a product
to buy and sell. Per John 2:16, those who worship by business are not welcome I church or in

heaven per Jesus.
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Jesus teaches “blessed are those who mourn,” meaning mourn at sin, our own and the
world’s, not blessed are the happy. (Matthew 5:4, Hebrews 12:14,” Be holy, without holiness no
one will see the Lord.”) Rather they are in danger of damnation, without repentance for seeking
their own happiness above God’s will. Even children go to hell per Ezekiel chapter 9 for their

unconcern.

Children are trained to give into temptations young to make deceiving businesses money,
learning to go to hell young by conditionally caring based on date for holidays and birthdays by
societal conformed pressure which is not unconditional love. Jesus teaches us do not adhere to
the traditions of men at the cost of violating God’s law of truth in love. Mark 7:8, “Do not be
conformed to the world.” I should not be conformed to the world in order to exist in the world.
Romans 12:2. See, 1 John 5:19, “We know that we are children of God, and that the whole world
is under the control of the evil one.” My different beliefs do not make me a threat, nor do they
make me disables. The fact I care more for God, and subordinately for humanity than money,

material gain and merriment makes me a Christian.

Per my pleadings, I am a licensed teacher too. Most teachers learned psychology and
behavioral theories predominantly B. F. Skinner. Skinner taught there was no such thing as
unconditional love, that people live based on conditional relationships (including societal peer
pressure), reward and avoidance of harm. My God teaches me this is the mark of the beast, also
called children of the devil, the whore, adultery with God, the lost, the unsaved, those not yet
adopted by God. Christians are known by their love. Love is unconditional, not merely living

conditionally by conformed behavior, relationships, reward and avoidance of harm.

Children are taught in schools that listening is love. Through conditional operant theory

children learn the lie love must be earned conditionally. Accordingly, they examine whether
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someone earned an ear. They are discouraged from listening, learning and become dumb and
blind adults, who are less likely will be saved from hell, by seeking truth in all things, rather than
ignoring it. (See, Hosea 4:6, “my people are destroyed from lack of knowledge.”) Throughout
the bible, we learn not knowing is guilt that damns people to hell. Christians are called to shed
light to expose the temptations leading to harm and hell, not cover it up with more darkness by
ignoring it. Ignorance is guilt to God. (See, Ephesians 5:11, “Have nothing to do with the

fruitless deeds of darkness, but rather expose them.”)

I believe our healthcare harms lives and guarantees damnation in hell, by eliminating
people’s ability to use their brain, diminishing their faculties. They feel better by feeling
nothing. I believe people must use their brain, their mind, to consciously choose to do God’s
will to love God and one another, not seeking happiness but holiness. I believe forced comas
and drugs that inhibit people’s faculties prevent them from going to heaven, and guarantee their
damnation in hell, and the damnation in hell for the unconcern of by standers. I believe the last

day of people’s lives seals their eternity.

I took a course at UD on healthcare, and studied healthcare law and healthcare finance at
law school, due to my own personal bad healthcare experience. per US Exhibit 43. I drafted a
newspaper article outlining how to amend the laws to care for patients, as opposed to sinning by
exploiting patients to serve profit. Ialso proposed a way to transition into universal care.
Healthcare brings in more money than any other industry in the world, wrongly exploiting
desperate conditions to get as much as they can for as little as they can, at the cost of loss to

health, life and eternal lives. D.I. 3, District Court Ex 6, See, https://www.worldometers.info/.

The second most lucrative industry is healthcare marketing under the guise of education, per

worldometer. D.I. 4.
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Our laws reward profit and do not protect true treasures, people. Laws may be revised by
legislative pen or by case law to care for humanity and improve healthcare for our elderly, the
sick, and the common population without increasing monetary costs or throwing money at it,
wrongly teaching money is God. Jesus teaches you cannot serve God and money. I believe
those who focus on money as savior are not saved from hell regardless as to whether they are
churches, businesses or not for profits practicing charity in violation of Matthew 6:1-5, which I
believe leads to the sin of deception, hardness of hearts misleading many to lose eternal life to be

thrown into the fire the last day.
Defendants threaten me with the fires of hell.

Defendants also threatened to file a motion on November 8, 2021, to have an attorney
appointed for me. I objected on religious grounds, which also shook me up. Per my Motion and
Memorandum for a preliminary injunction and complaint, going into debt is against my religious

beliefs.

I objected to counsel on a second religious ground as I believe God is my advocate in the
disciplinary proceeding. In John 14:26, Jesus taught, “the Advocate, the Holy Spirit, whom the
Father will send in My name, will teach you all things and will remind you of everything I have
told you.” In Mark 13:11, Jesus taught, “Whenever you are arrested and brought to trial, do not
worry beforehand about what to say. Just say whatever is given you at the time, for it is not you

speaking, but the Holy Spirit.”

It is against my religion to allow an attorney advocate to defend my religious beliefs in
the disciplinary proceeding. An attorney advocate is not in the position to stand up for my

beliefs in the disciplinary proceeding.
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With regards to the the case before you, I am not so sure whether counsel would be sin. I
need to pray about it. The cases relate to my religious beliefs. My beliefs are at issue. Most
people believe differently, even my own family. I did look into whether they would help, and

was not able to receive help due to conflicts or other reasons.

My belief in Jesus Christ, what he says, is not popular. Jesus commands us to call no one
our teacher but God. I believe churches will go to hell as they mislead many there for asking
other people for money to give to others, instead of merely asking for their own needs, or giving
from self in secret to care for others with no worldly reward, not taking from others to give to
those in alleged need, in direct violation of Jesus Christ’s commands in Matthew 6:1-5. This
same religion religious violation, Matthew 6:1-5, is why I sued the democrats to run for office
without violating my faith as asking for signatures or donations would compromise my beliefs,
wrote the US Supreme Court concerning running for President, and is a major concern in the

lawsuit I filed against President Trump, and hoped to file against president Biden by substitution.

I believe the rise in religious persecution against me and others in the country relate to the
executive orders I mentioned in my complaint, creating a bought or bartered for union of
government-religion, that is based on business not freedom, making my God a product to buy
and sell. Per John 2:16, those who worship by business are not welcome I church or in heaven

per Jesus.

This belief conflicts with the beliefs of my own family, including attorneys. It appears I

must stand and fall on my faith in God alone for now.

I am also perplexed by the Delaware Supreme Court’s participation, should it be based on

the exercise of my First amendment right to exercise religion, speak, associate and petition. I

10
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cried about that since I look at them as potential eternal life savers, guiding the misguided with

mercy and correction to prevent harm here and condemnation for eternity.

Should the Supreme Court merely care about my poverty and basic needs making the
complaint to the arms of the court, instead of seeking to maliciously suppress my exercise of

fundamental rights based on disdain for my religious beliefs, I would be grateful.

In that case, Defendants improperly acted. They should have waited after the case, and
acted out of concern, not condemnation. I suspect the Supreme Court is defensive, and believe
they seek to sue me now, for improper purposes. I am sad even thinking about the evidence

indicating to their participation. Only your court can resolve this dispute.
Attached, please find my amended Motion for reagument, and a blackline thereto.
Wherefore, I respectfully request this Court grant my order.

Dated November #2021 Respectfully submyjtted,
2 K
Meghan K¥lly, Esquire
34012 Shawnee Drive
Dagsboro, DE 19939
meghankellyesq@yahoo.com
Unrepresented indigent party,
Bar No. 4968 (Word 3,319 Count)

11
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN THE DISTRICT OF

DELAWARE

)
)

Meghan Kelly ) No.: 1:21-cv-01490-CFC
Plaintiff, )
V. )
Disciplinary Counsel Patricia B. )
Swartz, et al. )
Defendants. )

ORDER
HAVING CONSIDERED Meghan Kelly's’ motion for reargument, IT
IS SO ORDERED

1.  Plaintiff’s motion to amend motion for reargument is granted

Dated: Judge
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Exhibit 1 U S, DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
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- Exhibit 2
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Fw: 1643532266; ROBERT KELLY

From: Meg Kelly {(meghankellyesq@yahoo.com)

To:  zi-xiang.shen@delaware.gov; ryan.costa@delaware.gov
Cc: meghankellyesq@yahoo.com

Date: Tuesday, November 2, 2021, 07:52 PM EDT

Good evening,

Good evening,

1 will be without my computer, as it gets repaired.

Please forgive me for any delays in responding to these most urgent matters.

Very truly,
Meg

On Tuesday, November 2, 2021, 09:56:08 AM EDT, AMAZON APT <amazonapt@asurion.com> wrote:

Hello! You can reply back with pictures to this email n we can forward to the servicer however the unit will still need to be
< sent in as well. Make certain that you include detailed info as to what it is doing n not doing as well. Thanks again for all
Z of your help!

| 34012 SHAWNEE DR
' DAGSBORO DE 19939

UNITED STATES
Thanks again for all of your help!

- glendon

© asurion.com

“asurion

IMG_1906.JPG
1.3MB

m IMG_1907.JPG
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Exhibit 3
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Your repair is still underway

From: Product Protection Team (statusupdate@retail-email.asurion.com)
To:  meghankellyesq@yahoo.com
Date: Monday, November 8, 2021, 12:34 AM EST

asurion

Repair in process.

i L Your repair is still in the works.
Your ! For more details, check the status of
| ] your claim. We'll let you know soon
' Product ' about next steps.

¢

Service request (SR#): 1643532266

VAW ASUNON.COM
Copyright © 2021 Asurion LLC. All rights reserved.
Asurion LLC. 648 Grassmere Park Drive, Nashville, TN 37211

Do not reply to this message.
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Exhibit 4
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Request Status Change

DELAWARE SUPREME COURT

APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF INACTIVE STATUS
To the Supreme Court of Delaware:

Pursuant to Supreme Court of Delaware Rule 69(d)(i), I herewith apply for a Certificate of
Inactive Status

and state that I am not actively engaged in the practice of law in Delaware. I have
completed and returned
my Annual Registration Statement.

I certify that there are no charges pending or threatened against me before any court, the
Board on Professional

Responsibility, or any similar disciplinary agency in this or any other jurisdiction. I further
certify that I do not know

of any facts respecting my conduct which would result in the filing of charges or disciplinary
action against me.

Supreme Court ID 004568

SIGNATURE _ (e.g.
/s/John Q. Public, Esq.)

Save Cancel

All technical questions regarding the DESCLMS system should be directed to the doelegal helpdesk, by telephone, (302) 798-7500, or e-mail,
helpdesk descims@doelegal.com.

All questions regarding the Annual Registration Statement should be directed to Lisa A. Dolph, Clerk of the Delaware Supreme Court, by telephone, (302) 739-
4155, or e-mail, lisa.dolph@delaware.gov.

All questions concerning the Certificate of Compliance or Pro Hac Vice Renewals should be directed to The Lawyers' Fund for Client Protection (LFCP):
Last Name A-Z - Mason Vannucci, (302) 651-3930, Mason.Vannucci@delaware.gov
All questions concerning CLE should be directed to The Commission on Continuing Legal Education (CLE):

Last Name A-N - Margot Millar, (302) 651-3941, Margot.Millar@delaware.gov
Last Name O-Z - Mason Vannucci, (302) 651-3930, Mason.Vannucci@delaware.gov

Copyright © 2019 doelegal, Inc. All rights reserved. Privacy Policy
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Page Report Date Agency Complaint Number
001 11/06/2021 TROOP 4 STATE POLICE 04-21-082395
Reported Date and Time . . Occurred
Sat 11/06/2021 1218 Field Service Report Sat 11/06/2021 1218
Locatlon:
34012 Shawnee Dr, Black Water Village, Dagsboro, DE 19939
0.02 Miles Southwest of Trails
Grid Scctor County Domestic Related Gen Broadceast Sent? Gang Related? Gun Related?
202-074 44 Sussex O Yes ® No 0 Yes ® No O Yes @ No O Yes @ No
Officer Weapon Involved: Officer Weapon Type: Officer Weapon Usc: Emcrgency Order Related: Hero Help Referral:
3 Yes ® No O Yes ® No 0 Yes ® No
Crimes and Associated Information
Victim Number [ CrimoSeq | Statute Crime Description
000 601
Location of Offense Status Involvement Gencral Offense
O Alcohol T Drugs O Computer
Suspected Hate/Bias Crime Code
CYes @B No-NA F020 - Check on Well Being
Witness Information
Sequenee | Type Name Sex Race
001 Person Contacted KELLY ,MEGHANM Female White
34012 Shawnee Dr Hama Tat- ¢ Ccll Phone R
Blackwater Vig
Dagsboro, DE 19939 _
Sequence | Type Name Sex Race
002 Reporting Person IERVOLINO, APRIL D Female White
33594 Herring View Dr Home Telephone Cell Phone Work Phone
Lewes, DE 19958 (800) 2758777
Employer/School Work Tclephone
POST OFFICE (800) 275-8777
28290 Clayton St
United Post Office
Dagshoro, DE 15939

I was dispatched to
and made contact wi

check on her well being.

Investigative Narrative

a check on the welfare of PC-1 Meghan Kelly at above location.
ith PC-1 Meghan Kelly. She advised that she was okay and I explained that the RP April
Iervolino called because she did not see her when she delivered the mail today. RP

A

pril wanted the police to

I attempted to call back the RP April with negative results as the Dagsboro Post Office was closed.

I cleared the check on the welfare by Service Clear and no further action was taken.

1 responded to above location

Reporting Officer Supervisor Approval
M/CPL PARTYKA - 00179 0 Andrew Partyka PSPT179 11/06/2021
Detective Notified | Referred To
Solvability (3 Witness O M.0. 0 Trace Stolen Property O Suspect Named SC";‘:: d

O Suspect Located

O Suspect Described O Suspect Identified

3 Suspect Vehicle Identified
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
Meghan Kelly
Plaintiff,

A\

) No. 1:21-¢v-01490-CFC
)
: )
Disciplinary Counsel Patricia B. )
)
)

Swartz, et al.
Defendants.

Plaintiff’s Amended Motion for Reargument

Plaintiff Meghan Kelly, pro se, brings this motion for reargument pursuant to FRCP Rule
59(e), and D. Del. 7.1.5 (a), on the order (D.I 17) in objection to and request to vacate each and
every one of the court’s findings denying my motions to expedite, for a temporary restraining
order, a preliminary restraining order, exemption from bond, for emergency relief, motion to
appear remotely, motion to electronically file, with a waiver of electronic filing fees, abstention
under the Younger and the dismissal of this case, based on supremacy of federal law, the absence
of opportunity for relief in state courts, essentially eliminating my ability to protect my
fundamental rights through access to the courts in exchange for my license to practice law,
sacrificing individual liberties including my religious exercise, speech, association and
petitioning the court for relief against disparate treatment towards me by government agents
motivated by their disagreement with my religious exercise, petitions, poverty, association and or
speech. (D.I. 1-19).

The Court erred as a matter of law by denying all of my motions and dismissing my case per the
arguments and facts stated therein. I face irreparable injury that cannot be addressed or prevented in state
court, only this court has jurisdiction to grant relief, under the facts of this case. The Court must consider
my pleadings before dismissing my arguments, which cannot be brought in other courts as claims.

1 also seek to vacate the Order because the Court erred as a matter of law by disregarding all my
pled facts, pled legal arguments. The Court abused discretion by disregarding the facts and legal

arguments I pleaded in the complaint and motions, and by making no determination on such arguments
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considering the immediate irreparable injury I continue to face. The Court made an error of
apprehension. Id. Even on a Motion to dismiss the Court is required to consider “whether the allegations
on the face of the complaint, taken as true, allege facts sufficient to invoke the jurisdiction of the district
court.” Licatav. U.S. Postal Serv., 33 F.3d 259, 260 (3d Cir. 1994). The Court abused its discretion by
ignoring, failing to address all the facts and pleadings in my complaint and motions before dismissing a
case, related to fundamental rights requiring strict scrutiny to be upheld. Defendants face no irreparable
harm. I am not working and have not represented anyone but myself, as an attorney in years, and will not
represent anyone anytime soon. I sought to make a difference differently by attempting to revise the laws
over the years. I believe religion and state must be separate. People should worship or not according to
the dictates of their conscience, not the dictates of the government through their partners, including
religious entities. When my religious liberties were at stake, I gave up public office aspirations for God,
in hopes the Courts would safeguard our religious freedoms.

I am not asking the Court to make a disciplinary determination. I am asking the Court to, inter
alias, (1) enjoin the Disciplinary Proceedings until a determination is made, leaving time for appeals to
determine whether the conduct by the defendants violated the first amendment applicable to defendants
pursuant to the fourteenth amendment concerning my free exercise of religion, speech, association, and
petitioning the government to address grievances, 42 USC §§ 1985(2), 1983 (“federal law™), and (2)
determine whether the proceedings themselves are a violation of federal law. (D.I. 1, 2, 3,4, 9, 10. 7, 8, 6,
12, 11, 14.) (1) The conduct by Defendants and the coconspirators as pled are a violation of federal law,
and (2) the proceedings themself are a violation of federal law. (D.I. 1-19). I did not ask the court to
conduct a disciplinary trial.

The Court abused its discretion by ignoring the laws, facts and analysis in my pleadings and
motions. The Court abused its discretion by failing to grant me relief in my motions, disregarding all
facts and legal arguments. Injunctive relief while the main relief, is not the only relief I requested.

Protection of my freedom of speech, religious exercise, association and right to petition, despite religious
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beliefs, poverty, unemployment, and profession is something I seek to protect which is far greater than
my active license to practice law, or all the money in the world, for freedom cannot be bought and sold.

The Constitution and Federal laws supersede state law arguments. The court ignored superseding
constitutional issues, arguments and facts related to those issues, blinding its eyes guaranteeing injustice
towards me, and similarly situated parties who are not below the law by poverty or pro se status, but are
afforded Constitutional protections to exercise their First Amendment rights without retaliation or
interference by government agents acting under the color of law seeking to suppress or punish claimants
for their exercise of fundamental liberties. The cloak of color of law by Defendants, and government
agents, does not give the government lawless reign, constitutional immunity to violate the Constitution,
with no accountability for such violations by using the color of the law to obstruct and prevent my access
to the courts. The color of the law acts as both the sword and shield per (D.I.15 and D.1. 16), rendering
the Court and the arms of the Court above the law, above the Constitution, and must be overturned to
prevent clear injustice.

The Court erred by not considering or even addressing my fundamental rights and Constitutional
arguments which preempt state law proceedings.

The Court erred by ignoring the Chancery Court’s staff’s and Delaware Supreme Court Chief
Justice’ apparent participation in the retaliation, and intentional interference to obstruct, harass, interfere,
or pressure me to forgo my case, Kelly v Trump, by instigating DE-Lapp and ODC proceedings against
me motivated by their disdain for my personal, religious affiliated beliefs, speech reflected the same,
exercise of my right to petition, poverty, association and religious exercise, in violations of 42 USC
Sections 1983, and 1985(2), and First Amendment violations applicable to Defendants pursuant to the
Fourteenth amendment. (D.I. 1-D.I 17).

The evidence shows the Delaware Supreme Court justices partook in the federal law violations.
The Defendants and DE-Lapp and coconspirators allege they brought the complaint due to petitions I
filed with the Delaware Supreme Court. (D.I. 3, and D.I. 10, D.I. 8, De-Lapp Letter and A-4, A-5). Only

the Delaware Supreme court judges knew of my petition to suspend lawyer fees for all unemployed
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lawyers due to the pandemic, albeit Mark Vavala knew too. Only DE Justices knew of my pleadings as
no party responded. The source of the wrongful complaint against me brought to interfere and punish me
for my exercise of fundamental rights and belief in Jesus appears to be rooted in the DE Supreme Court's
instigation who will be complainant, judge and jury against me in a proceeding brought in retaliation and
interference of my exercise of civil rights, motivated by their desire to suppress my religious associated
beliefs. It is injustice guaranteed as the Supreme Court appears to have partaken in federal law violations
against me.

1t would be improper for me to name the Court as a party since I had a case before them, but it
appears the Court may seek to sue me, and I no longer have a case before them. They may interplead if
they so desire instead of wasting resources, although I prefer not to sue the court, only to protect my
fundamental rights, especially to exercise my faith in Jesus. (Exhibit 3).

The Court erred as a matter of law by indicating I could receive relief in state court, where no
relief is afforded as the Chancery Court and Supreme Court participated in the facts that are the subject of
this dispute, forcing Procedural and Due process violations and eliminating my access to the only court
who may afford me relief, the District Court. Defendant is the initial judge, while I can argue illegality as
a defense, Defendant and the coconspirator Court would wrongly grant immunity to any action I would
have brought in state court, giving themselves power to be above the law and Constitution as the courts
participated in the conduct which is the cause of this action. “Congress, the Executive, and the Judiciary
all have a duty to support and defend the Constitution.” Salazar v. Buono, 559 U.S. 700, 717 (2010).

The conduct by the Chancery and Delaware Supreme Court are the subject matter of this dispute,
sabotaging my case by attempting to mislead me to miss my deadline, directing me to cross off DE
lawyer’s address to prevent service, petitions, and other activity. I petitioned the Chancery Court
concerning disparate treatment against me, a party of one, and suppression of my First Amendment
liberties by members of the Chancery Court, in addition to members of the Government by filing
complaints in the Chancery Court against the Department of Elections and against Presidents Trump and

Biden for their requirement I sacrifice my exercise in religious beliefs or other First amendment rights in

4
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exchange for the exercise of other rights. (D.I. 4, Exhibits A-4, A-5, 2, 5, and Appendix G), (D.I. 3 at
Exhibits 12, 11, 17.) The Supreme Court justice, Judge Clark, and Chancery Court staff are expected to
be witnesses to this case. See Exhibit 4. I petitioned the Delaware Supreme Court concerning
government agents, acting under the color of law pressuring me to forgo Constitutional rights, with intent
or to interfere, punish retaliate, substantially burden and obstruct my exercise of protected rights,
motivated by their desire to suppress the exercise of my protected religious exercise, speech, petitions and
association, in violation of federal law. 42 USC 1985(2), 1983, USC Section 1. (D.1.3, Exhibits 11, 12,
13.). The authority vested in Defendants under color of state law to conduct investigations and
disciplinary proceedings for attorney misconduct do not permit the Defendants to knowingly violate the
Constitution and federal laws including Conspiracy to harass, interfere or pressure a party, me, to forgo
my case, motivated by their disdain to my poverty, association, religious exercise and beliefs manifesting
in my speech and petition, and retaliate against a party for exercise of her civil rights, no matter how
repugnant my religious beliefs may be, free will is more important than order and control, bending
people’s will making society less rich with truth and the free flow of diverse ideas, debate allows, by
wrongfully bringing proceedings in violation of federal law as applied to me

State courts are unable to afford me relief to enjoin the wrongful proceedings against me since
members of the Chancery Court and the Delaware Supreme Court likely participated in misconduct by
making complaints to Defendants or to agents who made complaints to Defendants. Members of the
Delaware Supreme Court were aware of the information DE-Lapp and Defendants refer are the reasons
for their wrongful disciplinary proceeding against me. (D.L.).

The Court cannot clean Defendants’ hands because its owns hands are dirty by involvement in
conspiracy to interfere, harass, or pressure me to forgo my case, and in conduct retaliating against me
motivated by their disdain for my religious beliefs manifested in speech in the petitions. I would be
prejudiced in state court, and have a right to bring my federal claims in this federal court. I must be
afforded opportunity to plead my case to prevent injustice, by the elimination of access to the only court

able to afford me relief. The Chancery Court is the state court with jurisdiction to grant equity and
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injunctive relief. The Delaware Supreme Court, which has no jurisdiction to enjoin the Defendants
pending a determination of my federal claims, only this Court has jurisdiction, without manifest prejudice
and clear error of the law under the facts in the pleadings the court failed to consider. I would be
prejudiced by elimination of my First amendment rights with no recourse in the proceedings below as
members of the Delaware Supreme Court and Chancery Court appeared to participate in retaliation
against me and the institution of the unconstitutional proceedings against me.

My letter to the Delaware Supreme Court, which may have been reviewed by all members of the
Delaware Supreme Court is the reason why DE-Lapp alleged they instituted proceedings to investigating
me under the guise of offering help, since I paid my active attorney dues, possibly to cover up the letters 1
petitioned to Master Griffin. Thereafier, Defendants received Delaware Supreme Court filings, and allege
this is the reason they seek disciplinary proceedings. How did they get them? Not through the unserved
Defendants, but likely through the members of the Court or through their agents.

The prosecutor must not be the judge in my claims for relief for Defendants’ retaliation against
me for the exercise of my protected rights, and for interference with my case, Kelly v Trump. I do not ask
this court to conduct a disciplinary proceeding, merely to determine whether the Defendants conduct
alleged in my complaint, and the proceeding itself are violations of the laws I alleged in my complaint, to
prevent the persecution against me by government agents, and the precedent endangering others of loss of
protected freedoms by government agents. I should like to add nominal damages too.

The Defendants and Court agents by their positions are not above the Constitutional law,
allowing them to suppress, obstruct and punish me for the exercise of my First amendment rights merely
by the use of the color of law to discriminate and persecute me based on my faith in Jesus. I do not lose
my right to seek relief in Court for Defendants’ violations of the Constitutional law and federal laws in
exchange for my license to practice law or by the institution of proceedings against me. Defendants
knew or should have known their conduct violated federal law, even if I am poor and unemployed. I am

not deemed less worthy of protections under the law by mere poverty, but am equal to those of great
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wealth under the constitution. Judges and arms of the court are not above the Constitution and must be
limited to adhere to the Constitution by outside courts should they overstep.

I did not sell my soul to hell for my license to practice law, nor did I become enslaved to the false
God of money in exchange for my license to practice law. Any sacrifice of religious freedoms of
conscience for the profit and control under the guise of order of the profession, even at the cost of human
sacrifice of individual Constitutional liberties, is a sacrifice too great. I am protected under the
Constitution for my religious beliefs, religious exercise, speech, petitions and association, even if I am in
destitute utter poverty, an attorney, and even if Defendants find my religious associated beliefs, speech
and petitions, which reflect my religious exercise and beliefs, repugnant or crazy. I am protected even if I
made mistakes in court, in my desperate desire to serve Jesus by protecting God’s holy name. Defendants
are not immune for conduct they knew or should have known as attorneys were Constitutional violations.
Immunity is removed. .Werkheiser v. Pocono Twp., 780 F.3d 172, 176 (3d Cir. 2015), 1.D 2 at 188, 194,

201-204, 236-239, 336,

My faith in God the father, Jesus, and the holy spirit are in issue in this case, my
complaint Kelly v Trump relating to a substantial burden upon my free exercise of religion, and
are in issue, as the motive, an improper motive for Defendants’ case Board Case No. 115327-B
per Defendants admission per the attached complaint marked as (Exhibit 1. at 7), and per my
Complaint, motions and exhibits. (D.I. 1-12, 14) Defendants bring a wrongful proceeding against
me because they find my religious beliefs in Jesus, “a serious concern regarding my mental
capacity.” Id. They allege they do not understand my beliefs in Jesus “are objectively illogical;
and rely on non-legal sources, including the Bible.” See, Africa v. Pennsylvania, 662 F.2d 1025,
1025 (3d Cir.) (“Judges are not oracles of theological verity, and the founders did not intend for
them to be declarants of religious orthodoxy.); Burwell v. Hobby Lobby Stores, Inc., 573 U.S.
682, 682. (“Courts have no business addressing whether sincerely held religious beliefs

asserted in a RFRA case are reasonable.”) (Defendants’ wrongful action against me relate
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to my pleadings in RFRA action Kelly v Trump); Employment Div., Dept. of Human
Resources of Ore. v. Smith, 494 U. S. 872, 887, (“Repeatedly and in many different contexts, we
have warned that courts must not presume to determine the place of a particular belief in a
religion or the plausibility of a religious claim.”); Presbyterian Church in U. S. v. Mary
Elizabeth Blue Hull Memorial Presbyterian Church, 393 U. S. 440, 450 (1969); Ben-Levi v.
Brown, 136 S. Ct. 930, 934, See, Holt v. Hobbs, 574 U.S. 352, 352. 1 am not required to make
what is clear to me, clear to Defendants or the Courts. The Courts must merely believe my faith
and beliefs are genuine, a fact to me, as alleged. They do not have to agree with my religious
beliefs, merely believe I believe God as I pled, as a fact to me. (emphasis intended).

Defendants also seek to appoint counsel for me, at my expense, when I am impoverished,
and going into debt is against my religious beliefs, and appointed counsel is against my religious
beliefs, as I believe God is my advocate in the disciplinary case. (D.I. 10, regarding debt violates
my religious beliefs). I must stand or fall on my faith. I will allow the holy spirit to be my
advocate. An attorney advocate cannot adequately represent my religious beliefs. (Exhibit 2).
My faith in Jesus does not make me disabled, even if Defendants deem it irrational, including my
religious opposition to mental and physical health examinations and care as stated in my
complaint. D.I. 2.

My poverty, while a disadvantage to me, does not make me disabled. Even the poor are
afforded protection for the exercise of their First amendment rights. Our fundamental freedoms
are not free if they are for sale to only those who can afford to pay to exercise civil rights. The
Court erred in failing to consider the loss to the public of their loss of first amendment rights as

they are in danger of being labeled as disabled for merely exercising federal rights, making the
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government above the Constitution and the rule of law, and the poor and those with diverse
beliefs below the law.

The Court erred in failing to address the loss to the public of my speech, association,
potential representation, affiliation and ideas. My complaint intentionally refers to ideas to
prevent an economic crash, prevent the elimination of social security, improve healthcare and
other important issues beneficial to the public. D.I. 1-19. My speech would be diminished
should Defendants be permitted to label me disabled but for my religious beliefs in Jesus. The
Court did not examine the facts or legal arguments pled in my complaint. or the motions, and
exhibits thereto incorporated therein, for a preliminary injunction, temporary restraining order
and waiver of bond, and other motions. 1d. (D.I. 1-9).

With regards to whether Younger should apply, “The pertinent inquiry is whether the
state proceedings afford an adequate opportunity to raise the constitutional claims.” Middlesex
Ethics Comm. v. Garden State Bar Assn, 457 U.S. 423, 424 (1982). In my case there is no fair
opportunity to raise constitutional claims in state court. Constitutional claims may be brought as
a defense, illegality, not as a counterclaim in state court. This Court is the only venue that may
afford me relief. Younger does not apply, even if it did exceptions apply. The prosecution is
brought in bad faith to persecute me based on my religious beliefs reflected in my speech and
petitions, and disdain towards me due to poverty. They prosecute an innocent party, not
practicing law, defending my right to worship Jesus in Kelly v Trump without government
persecution, only for Defendants to persecute me. The proceeding brought under color of law, as
applied is utterly unconstitutional brought in violation of my first amendment right to exercise
religion motivated to punish me for my beliefs in Jesus. Defendants bring the disciplinary

proceeding to harass, humiliate, demean my speech in the public’s eyes and cause me emotional
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distress, based on disdain for my religious beliefs, speech, petitions, poverty and, or association,
as an impoverished unemployed attorney, acting as a party to protect something more valuable
than money, freedom to worship God. Even if the state proceeding continues, this case cannot
be dismissed and I must be afforded access to the courts in the only court that may afford relief
to protect something more important than my license, my ability to worship God without
government persecution.

Wherefore, the Court must grant this order to prevent manifest injustice or to correct
clear error. (Exhibit 5)

Dated Novemberg 2021 Res tﬁll{ﬁ%
Loy

Meghan K£lly, Esquire *

34012 Shawnee Drive

Dagsboro, DE 19939
meghankellyesq@yahoo.com
Unrepresented indigent party,

Bar No. 4968 (Word 3,541 Count)

10
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I declare, afirm that the foregoing statement is true and correct under the

penalty of perjury, dated /\/ oV. 8I oL l

meq \\a« V\ ¢ \ \ l/ (printed)
J 7

Ufﬂ{«) KﬂQﬂ‘zf (signed)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE
Meghan Kelly
Plaintiff,

v

) No. 1:21-cv-01490-CFC
)
: )
Disciplinary Counsel Patricia B. )
)
)

Swartz, et al.
Defendants.

Plaintiff’s Amended Motion for Reargument

Plaintiff Meghan Kelly, pro se, brings this motion for reargument pursuant to FRCP Rule
59(e), and D. Del. 7.1.5 (a), on the order (D.I 17) in objection to and request to vacate each and
every one of the court’s findings denying my motions to expedite, for a temporary restraining
order, a preliminary restraining order, exemption from bond, for emergency relief, motion to
appear remotely, motion to electronically file, with a waiver of electronic filing fees, abstention
under the Younger and the dismissal of this case, based on supremacy of federal law, the absence
of opportunity for relief in state courts, essentially eliminating my ability to protect my

fundamental rights through access to the courts in exchange for my license to practice law,

sacrificing individual liberties including my religious exercise, speech, association and
petitioning the court for relief against disparate treatment towards me by government agents
motivated by their disagreement with my religious exercise, petitions, poverty, association and or
speech. (D.I. 1-19).

The Court erred as a matter of law by denying all of my motions and dismissing my case per the

arguments and facts stated therein. 1 face irreparable injury that cannot be addressed or prevented in state

court. onlv this court has jurisdiction to grant relief, under the facts of this case. The Court must consider

my pleadings before dismissing my areuments. which cannot be brought in other courts as claims.

I also seek to vacate the Order because the Court erred as a matter of law by disregarding all my

pled facts, pled legal arguments
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The Court made an error of apprehension. Id. Even on a Motion to dismiss the Court is required to

consider “whether the allegations on the face of the complaint, taken as true, allege facts sufficient to
invoke the jurisdiction of the district court.” Licata v. U.S. Postal Serv., 33 F.3d 259, 260 (3d Cir. 1994).
The Court abused its discretion by ignoring, failing to address all the facts and pleadings in my complaint
and motions before dismissing a case, related to fundamental rights requiring strict scrutiny to be upheld.
Defendants face no irreparable harm. I am not working and have not represented anyone but myself, as
an attorney in years, and will not represent anyone anytime soon. I sought to make a difference
differently by attempting to revise the laws over the years. I believe religion and state must be separate.
People should worship or not according to the dictates of their conscience, not the dictates of the

government through their partners, including religious entities. When my religious liberties were at stake,
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I gave up public office aspirations for God, in hopes the Courts would safeguard our religious freedoms.
‘}-Gifﬁgef—dQC, - “S—H%ﬂ‘pp'lj— =

I am not asking the Court to make a disciplinary determination. I am asking the Court to, inter
alias, (1) enjoin the Disciplinary Proceedings until a determination is made, leaving time for appeals to
determine whether the conduct by the defendants violated the first amendment applicable to defendants
pursuant to the fourteenth amendment concerning my free exercise of religion, speech, association, and
petitioning the government to address grievances, 42 USC §§ 1985(2), 1983 (“federal law”), and (2)
determine whether the proceedings themselves are a violation of federal law. (D.I. 1,2, 3,4, 9, 10. 7, 8, 6,

12, 11, 14.) (1) The conduct by Defendants and the coconspirators as pled are a violation of federal law,

and (2) the proceedings themself are a violation of federal law. (D.I. 1-19). lasked-the-Courtfora

! ihts-are . l HeensethoughL-seek .

I did not ask the court to conduct a

-

disciplinaryv trial.

The Court abused its discretion by ignoring the laws. facts and analysis in my pleadings and

motions. The Court abused its discretion by failing to grant me relief in my motions, disregarding all

facts and legal areuments. Injunctive relief while the main relief. is not the only relief I requested. =
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Protection of my freedom of speech, religious exercise,
association and right to petition, despite religious beliefs, poverty, unemployment, and profession is

something I seek this-Ceurt-to protect which is far greater than my active license to practice law, or all the

money in the world, for freedom cannot be bought and sold;-sheuld-the-courttail- to-grantinjunetions;
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)=The Constitution and Federal laws supersede state law arguments. The
court ignored superseding constitutional issues, arguments and facts related to those issues, blinding its
eyes guaranteeing injustice towards me, and similarly situated parties who are not below the law by
poverty or pro se status, but are afforded Constitutional protections to exercise their First Amendment
rights without retaliation or interference by government agents acting under the color of law seeking to
suppress or punish claimants for their exercise of fundamental liberties. The cloak of color of law by
Defendants, and government agents, does not give the government lawless reign, constitutional immunity
to violate the Constitution, with no accountability for such violations by using the color of the law to
obstruct and prevent my access to the courts. The color of the law acts as both the sword and shield per
(D.1.15 and D.I. 16), rendering the Court and the arms of the Court above the law, above the Constitution,
and must be overturned to prevent clear injustice.

The- Court erred by not considering or even addressing my fundamental rights and Constitutional
arguments which preempt state law proceedings:-and.

The Court erred by ignoring the Chancery Court’s staff’s and Delaware Supreme Court Chief

Justice’_apparent participation in the retaliation, and intentional interference to obstruct, harass, interfere,
or pressure me to forgo my case, Kelly v Trump, by instigating DE-Lapp and ODC proceedings against
me motivated by their disdain for my personal, religious affiliated beliefs, speech reflected the same,

exercise of my right to petition, poverty, association and religious exercise, and-as-this-ease-may-bar-me
from-rearguing-Defendants in violations of 42 USC Sections 1983, and 1985(2), and First Amendment
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violations applicable to Defendants pursuant to the Fourteenth amendment-before-the Delaware-Supreme
Court—should-a-negative-holdingagainstme befound-, (D.I. 1-D.1 17).

The evidence shows the Delaware Supreme Court justices partook in the federal law violations.
The Defendants and DE-Lapp and coconspirators allege they brought the complaint due to petitions I
filed with the Delaware Supreme Court. (D.I. 3, and D.I. 10, D.I. 8, De-Lapp Letter and A-4, A-5). Only
the Delaware Supreme court judges knew of my petition to suspend lawyer fees for all unemployed
lawyers due to the pandemic, albeit Mark Vavala knew too. Only DE Justices knew of my pleadings as
no party responded. The source of the wrongful complaint against me brought to interfere and punish me
for my exercise of fundamental rights and belief in Jesus appears to be rooted in the DE Supreme Court's
instigation who will be complainant, judge and jury against me in a proceeding brought in retaliation and
interference of my exercise of civil rights, motivated by their desire to suppress my religious associated
beliefs. It is injustice guaranteed as the Supreme Court appears to have parteokpartaken in federal law
violations against me.

It would be improper for me to name the Court as a party since I had a case before them, but it
appears the Court seeksmay seck to sue me, and I no longer have a case before them. They may
interplead if they so desire instead of wasting resources, although I prefer not to sue the court, only to
protect my fundamental rights, especially to exercise my faith in Jesus. (Exhibit 3).

The Court erred as a matter of law by indicating I could receive relief in state court, where no
relief is afforded as the Chancery Court and Supreme Court participated in the facts that are the subject of
this dispute, forcing Procedural and Due process violations and eliminating my access to the only court
who may afford me relief, the District Court. Defendant is the initial judge, while I can argue illegality as
a defense, Defendant and the coconspirator Court would wrongly grant immunity to any action I would
have brought in state court, giving themselves power to be above the law and Constitution as the courts
participated in the conduct which is the cause of this action. “Congress, the Executive, and the Judiciary

all have a duty to support and defend the Constitution.” Salazar v. Buono, 559 U.S. 700, 717 (2010).
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The conduct by the Chancery and Delaware Supreme Court are the subject matter of this dispute,
sabotaging my case by attempting to mislead me to miss my deadline, directing me to cross off DE
lawyer’s address to prevent service, petitions, and other activity. I petitioned the Chancery Court
concerning disparate treatment against me, a party of one, and suppression of my First Amendment
liberties by members of the Chancery Court, in addition to members of the Government by filing
complaints in the Chancery Court against the Department of Elections and against Presidents Trump and
Biden for their requirement [ sacrifice my exercise in religious beliefs or other First amendment rights in
exchange for the exercise of other rights. (D.I. 4, Exhibits A-4, A-5, 2, 5, and Appendix G), (D.I. 3 at
Exhibits 12, 11, 17.) The Supreme Court justice, Judge Clark, and Chancery Court staff are expected to
be witnesses to this case. See Exhibit 4. I petitioned the Delaware Supreme Court concerning
government agents, acting under the color of law pressuring me to forgo Constitutional rights, with intent
or to interfere, punish retaliate, substantially burden and obstruct my exercise of protected rights,
motivated by their desire to suppress the exercise of my protected religious exercise, speech, petitions and
association, in violation of federal law. 42 USC 1985(2), 1983, USC Section 1. (D.1.3, Exhibits 11, 12,
13.). The authority vested in Defendants under color of state law to conduct investigations and
disciplinary proceedings for attorney misconduct do not permit the Defendants to knowingly violate the
Constitution and federal laws including Conspiracy to harass, interfere or pressure a party, me, to forgo
my case, motivated by their disdain to my poverty, association, religious exercise and beliefs manifesting
in my speech and petition, and retaliate against a party for exercise of her civil rights, no matter how
repugnant my religious beliefs may be, free will is more important than order and control, bending
people’s will making society less rich with truth and the free flow of diverse ideas, debate allows, by
wrongfully bringing proceedings in violation of federal law as applied to me

State courts are unable to afford me relief to enjoin the wrongful proceedings against me since
members of the Chancery Court and the Delaware Supreme Court likely participated in misconduct by

making complaints to Defendants or to agents who made complaints to Defendants. Members of the
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Delaware Supreme Court were aware of the information DE-Lapp and Defendants refer are the reasons
for their wrongful disciplinary proceeding against me. (D.L.).

The Court cannot clean Defendants’ hands because its owns hands are dirty by involvement in
conspiracy to interfere, harass, or pressure me to forgo my case, and in conduct retaliating against me
motivated by their disdain for my religious beliefs manifested in speech in the petitions. I would be
prejudiced in state court, and have a right to bring my federal claims in this federal court. I must be
afforded opportunity to plead my case to prevent injustice, by the elimination of access to the only court
able to afford me relief. The Chancery Court is the state court with jurisdiction to grant equity and
injunctive relief. The Delaware Supreme Court, which has no jurisdiction to enjoin the Defendants
pending a determination of my federal claims, only this Court has jurisdiction, without manifest prejudice
and clear error of the law under the facts in the pleadings the court failed to consider. I would be
prejudiced by elimination of my First amendment rights with no recourse in the proceedings below as
members of the Delaware Supreme Court and Chancery Court appeared to participate in retaliation
against me and the institution of the unconstitutional proceedings against me.

My letter to the Delaware Supreme Court, which may have been reviewed by all members of the
Delaware Supreme Court is the reason why DE-Lapp alleged they instituted proceedings to investigating

me under the guise of offering help, since all-fees-werel paid my active attorney dues, possibly to cover

up the letters I petitioned to Master Griffin. Thereafter, Defendants received Delaware Supreme Court
filings, and allege this is the reason they seek disciplinary proceedings. How did they get them? Not
through the unserved Defendants, but likely through the members of the Court or through their agents.
The prosecutor must not be the judge in my claims for relief for Defendants’ retaliation against
me for the exercise of my protected rights, and for interference with my case, Kelly v Trump. I do not ask
this court to conduct a disciplinary proceeding, merely to determine whether the Defendants conduct
alleged in my complaint, and the proceeding itself are violations of the laws I alleged in my complaint, to
prevent the persecution against me by government agents, and the precedent endangering others of loss of

protected freedoms by government agents. | should like to add nominal damages too.
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The Defendants and Court agents by their positions are not above the Constitutional law.,

allowing them to suppress. obstruct and punish me for the exercise of my First amendment rights merely

by the use of the color of law to discriminate and persecute me based on my faith in Jesus. 1 do not lose

my right to seek relief in Court for Defendants’ violations of the Constitutional law and federal laws in

exchange for my license to practice law or by the institution of proceedings against me. Defendants

not deemed less wort

ut am equal to those of great

wealth under the constitution. Judges and arms of the court are not above the Constitution and must be
limited to adhere to the Constitution by outside courts should they overstep.

QVErt

1 did not sell my soul to hell for my license to practice law, nor did 1 become enslaved to the false
God of money in exchange for my license to practice law. Any sacrifice of religious freedoms of
conscience for the profit and control under the guise of order of the profession, even at the cost of human
sacrifice of individual Constitutional liberties, is a sacrifice too great. I am protected under the

Constitution for my religious beliefs, religious exercise, speech, petitions and association, even if [ am in

an attorne even if Defendants find my religious associated beliefs, speech

igious exercise and belief
made mistakes in inm rate desire 1o serve J rotecting God's holy name. Defendants
are not immune for conduct they knew or shoul known as attorneys were Constitutional violations.
Immunity is removed. .Werkheiser v. Pocono Twp., 780 F.3d 172, 176 (3d Cir. 2015), I.LD 2 at 188, 194,
201-204, 236- 3

My faith in God the father, Jesus, and the holy spirit are in issue in this case, my

complaint Kelly v Trump relating to a substantial burden upon my free exercise of religion, and
are in issue, as the motive, an improper motive for Defendants’ case Board Case No. 115327-B
per Defendants admission per the attached complaint marked as (Exhibit 1. at 7), and per my
Complaint, motions and exhibits. (D.1. 1-12, 14) Defendants bring a wrongful proceedin

10
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*‘a serious concern regarding my mental

capacity.” 1d. They allege they do not understand my beliefs in Jesus “are objectively illogical;

and rely on non-legal sources, including the Bible.” See, Africa v. Pennsylvania, 662 F.2d 1025,

1025 (3d Cir.) (“Judges are not oracles of theological verity, and the founders did not intend for

them to be declarants of religious orthodoxy.); Burwell v. Hobby Lobby Stores, Inc.

Resources of Ore. v. Smith, 494 . S. 872, 887, (“Repeatedly and in many different contexts, we

have warned that courts must no ime to determine the place of a particular belief in a

Elizabeth Blue Hull Memorial Presbyterian Church, 393 U. S. 440, 450 (1969); Ben-Levi v.

Brown, 136 S. Ct. 930, 934, See, Holt v. Hobbs, 574 UU.S. 352, 352. | am not required to make

what is clear to me, clear to Defendants or the Courts. The Courts must merely believe my faith

and beliefs are genuine, a fact to me, as alleged. They do not have to agree with my religious

beliefs, merely believe I believe God as | pled, as a fact to me. (emphasis intended).

Defendants also seek to appoint counsel for me, at my expense, when [ am impoverished,

and going into debt is against my religious beliefs, and appointed counsel is against my religious

beliefs, as I believe God is my advocate in the disciplinary case. (D.1. 10, regarding debt violates

y religious beliefs). | must stand or fall on my faith. 1 will allow the holy spirit to

cmy
advocate. An attorney advocate cannot adequately represent my religious beliefs. (Exhibit 2).

My faith in Jesus does not make me disabled, even if Defendants deem it irrational, including my

11
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religious opposition to mental and physical health examinations and care as stated in my
complaint. D.I. 2.

My poverty, while a disadvantage to me, does not make me disabled. Even the poor are

are not free if they are for sale to only those who can afford to pa

Court erred in failing to consider the loss to the public of their loss o
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beliefs below the law.

The Court erred in failing to address the loss to the public of my speech, association

potential representation, affiliation and ideas. My complaint intentionally refers to ideas to

prevent an economic crash, prevent the elimination of social security, improve healthcare and

other important issues beneficial to the public. D.1. 1-19. My speech would be diminished
should Defendants be permitted to label me disabled but for my religious beliefs in Jesus. The
Court did not examine the facts or legal arguments pled in my complaint. or the motions, and
exhibits thereto incorporated therein, for a preliminary injunction, temporary restraining order
and waiver of bond, and other motions. Id. (D.I. 1-9),

With regards to whether Younger should apply, “The pertinent inquiry is whether the

state proceedings afford an adequate opportunity to raise the constitutional claims.” Middlesex

Ethics Comm. v. Garden State Bar Assn, 457 U.S. 423424 (1982). In my case there is no fair

opportunity to raise constitutional claims in state court. Constitutional claims may be brought as

a defense, illegality, not as a counterclaim in state court. This Court is the only venue that may

afford me relief. Younger does not apply, even if it did exceptions apply. The prosecution is

12
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brought in bad faith to persecute me based on my religious beliefs reflected in my speech and

petitions, and disdain towards me due to poverty. They prosecute an innocent party. not

practicing law, defending my right to worship Jesus in Kelly v Trump without government

persecution, only for Defendants to persecute me. The proceeding brought under color of law, as

applied is utterly unconstitutional brought in violation of my first amendment richt to exercise

religion motivated to punish me for my beliefs in Jesus. Defendants bring the disciplinary

proceeding to harass, humiliate, demean my speech in the public’s eyes and cause me emotional

distress, based on disdain for my religious beliefs, speech, petitions, poverty and, or association,

as an impoverished unemployed attorney, acting as a party to protect something more valuable

than money, freedom to worship God. Even if the state proceeding continues. this case cannot

be dismissed and | must be afforded access to the courts in the only court that may afford relief

to protect something more important than my license, my ability to worship God without

government persecution.

Wherefore, the Court must grant this order to prevent manifest injustice or to correct
clear error. (Exhibit 5)

Dated November 2021 Respectfully submitted,

Meghan Kelly, Esquire

34012 Shawnee Drive

Dagsboro, DE 19939
meghankellyesq@yahoo.com

Unrepresented indigent party,

Bar No. 4968 (Word 3,63-tCeunt541 Count)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN THE DISTRICT OF

DELAWARE
)
)
Meghan Kelly ) No.: 1:21-¢cv-01490-CFC
Plaintiff, ) IFU D:E
V. )
Disciplinary Counsel Patricia B. ) ' @ -
Swartz, et al. ) L NOV 08 ZU'Z{;}S
) U.S. DISTRICT COURT
Defendants. ) DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE OF PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO AMEND
MOTION FOR REAGUMENT

I, Meghan M. Kelly, Esquire, hereby certify that on thif day of
November, 2021, had a true and correct copy of the foregoing, motion to
amend motion for reargument, dated November?, 2021 sent to all
Defendants through their attorney, per their counsel’s request, including
Defendants Disciplinary Counsel Patricia B. Swartz, Chief Disciplinary
Counsel, David A. White, Disciplinary, Counsel Kathleen M. Vavala,
Office, the Office of Disciplinary Counsel, Board of Professional
Responsibility for the Supreme Court of Delaware, the Preliminary
Investigatory Committee, and Defendant Delaware Attorney General
Kathleen Jennings, in her capacity as the Attorney General for the State of
Delaware at

Delaware Attorney General Kathleen Jennings

Delaware Department of Justice
Carvel State Building 820 N. French St.
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Wilmington, DE 19801, served via first class mail:

Respectful]y Eub 1%

MeghaniKelly, Esquire
DE Bar Number 4968
34012 Shawnee Drive
Dagsboro, DE 19939
meghankellyesq@yahoo.com
Acting as unrepresented indigent
party, unrepresented by counsel

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

ME(O}‘MA V\e k\\/
A )os s A
/0~ U

Nov § 2021
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I declare, afirm that the foregoing statement is true and correct under the

penalty of perjury, dated )\/ ON, 5‘ Lo

m@jL«n V\e

( \// (printed)

C’ﬂ‘)‘ci\) m—’Q’S’( (signed)
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