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THIRD CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS

MEGHAN M. KELLY, § APPEALS COURT
Respondent. § CASE NUMBER: 22:37372

§ DISTRICT COURT
§ Misc. No. 22-45

v. § DISTRICT COURT
United States District Court, § Judge Paul S. Diamond
Eastern District of Pennsylvania §

Petitioner Meghan Kelly Affidavit in Support of Recusal of Judge Phipps, and Judge Scirica

Comes now Plaintiff Meghan Kelly, I declare and affirm that the foregoing statement is

true and correct.

1. I certify this affidavit is made in good faith to prevent manifest injustice against

me by vitiating my Constitutional rights by bias and prejudice so great by Judge Scirica and

Judge Phipps in favor of an adverse party or adverse ruling that I respectfully request their

recusal in this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 144

2. 28 U.S.C. § 144 provides, “ The affidavit shall state the facts and the reasons for

the belief that bias or prejudice exists, and shall be filed not less than ten days before the

beginning of the term at which the proceeding is to be heard, or good cause shall be shown for

failure to file it within such time.”

3. Good cause is shown by excusable neglect in that I did not know I was required to

file an affidavit. Due to poverty, and health issues I have limited ability to research.

4. Moreover, I was taken aback that Judge Phipps had the boldness to serve as a

member of the panel adjudicating my matter in this case given the grave prejudice I alerted the

Court to in the Civil Rights case and this case prior to the June 30, 2023 Order wherein I learned

he is the member of the panel who ruled against me.

5. I was taken by surprise, given the notice of my legitimate concern that Judge

Phipps’ acting as a member of the panel actually granting an adverse decision based on actual
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prejudice relating to a conflict of interest so great as to tempt the common person to rule against

me as he did.

5. I move for good cause for this court to accept this affidavit.

6. I unfortunately did not realize the requirement when I filed a similar motion in

this Court in the Civil rights case, given the voluminous pressures I apprised this court that I

faced.

7. I dare not file an addendum in the Civil Rights case now. This court has chilled

my First Amendment right to petition by substantial burdens in the form of government threats

of compelled religious violations against my religious belief against debt, given poverty and my

assertion of the 13th Amendment, and my assertion of obstacles to my access to resources

including research which causes a substantial burden to my access to this Court and the exercise

of my 1st Amendment right to petition, to bend my will to the States by force of the fires oh hell,

not freely. US Amend I, V.

8. I truly believe those who create debt slavery by compelled force, not a meeting of

minds, or any debt sins. Those who are enslaved to debt are tempted to go to hell by making

money savior and God. Jesus teaches you cannot serve God and money. Matthew 6:24. It is my

religious exercise of belief to serve God, not money. I believe churches teach people to go to

hell when they collect money as savior for others, which is the mark of the beast. In Matthew

6:1-54, Jesus teaches us to give alms in secret or not all. Jesus teaches, do not give to get. Giving

out of one hand to get out of the other teaches people business is love or charity. This lie damns

people to hell by teaching them to love money to extract money from one another, driving out

love for one another replaced with the love of material gain under the false belief business is

contributing good, charity or love. I believe Jesus teaches people go to hell for organized

Case: 22-3372 Document: 50-1 Page: 2 Date Filed: 07/04/2023

2 of 82



3

charity, fundraising, exploiting child labor by selling girl scout cookies and volunteering because

in Matthew 6:1-4, Jesus teaches “You will have no reward from your father.” I believe the only

reward we have from God is eternal life and the riches of saving other people’s souls from hell to

share a fuller type of love with God the last day for an eternity in heaven. God is awesome. In his

parable where laborers worked for different amounts of time but gained the same pay, God

shows us the glorious wisdom that we may all receive the same salvation, a fuller type of love

with God, not more or less than those who became saved from their sin at the end with little time

doing what was right in the eyes of God. This humility helps us to love others without

resentment, to look at people as the wonderful treasure they are, not moth and rust, or our own

works. God is smart. He drives out the sin of Satan pride with eternal life saving humility and

mercy that saves us from the default the second death to be no more.

9. If Judge Phipps is removed and any ruling is granted in my favor, Judge Phipps is

clean of that and should not be punished by Trump. Judge Phipps appeared to expressed his

immediate indication that he does not necessarily agree with me in response to my initial brief in

the other matter. Yet, it appears Judge Phipps desires the Court to be clear and to be made clean

of law suits whose rulings in my favor harm his prospects at nomination to the USSC.

10. I only discovered Judge Phipps became a member of the panel on my case on

June 30, 2023

11. I was taken aback in light of the conflict of interest I noticed the Courts about

contained in the Civil rights case, Kelly v Swartz, 22-3198 and in this case on June 30, 2023

when I filed a motion to recuse 4 judges. Judge Phipps rendered adverse orders against me in the

civil rights case. It is prejudicial to have the same judge, Judge Phipps, to determine different

issues on related matters where the advocate in the other case speaks in his mind if not on the
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papers, prejudicing me with the false allegations by the State of Delaware’s counsel and the false

allegations of the Delaware Supreme Court asserted to claim the real issues of discrimination

against me based on my genuine not fake belief in Jesus and to cover up years of State Court

misconduct. Jesus teaches people commit lawlessness when they judge based on mere

appearance or marketing instead of rightly. See, John 7:24.

12. Actual prejudices occurred in that Judge Phipps ruled against me unexpectedly

by unreasonably denying a stay or additional time on June 30, 2023 in this case. My case

manager told me the Court would grant me time. I relied on her comfort that I was okay to my

detriment.

13. In bad faith this Court appeared to ruin a weekend where loved ones came for the

4th of July in the area by increasing pressure given the substantial burden of poverty, health,

religious objection to debt, lack of time, no access to Westlaw or Lexis at home and other

burdens by rendering orders in two cases against me prior to a holiday weekend, where the law

library would be closed.

14. I cannot tell my parents bad news without rebuke. I called them, told them and

they threatened to cut off my phone and kick me out. My parents get upset easily. They have

already indicated they intend to cut off my inheritance because of these law suits. Whether the

threats are real or just parents indicating I cannot turn to them when problems arise I do not

know. I know that I was scolded for calling them in college if I ever needed things like proof

reading. I am sorry I am a poor typist. I seek to practice real estate not litigation with my former

firm by overturning the DE Order.
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15. Over the weekend, my mom indicated she intended to cut off my phone since I

alerted her there were orders against me. She did it before. I noticed this Court of that in

affidavits in the DE District Court, she may do it again.

16. I love my parents very much. I am grateful to them, but I love God even more,

and will stand up for my faith in Jesus Christ even though the courts appear to threaten me with

death and bodily harm by not accommodating me based on my asserted religious right to live and

not die for the lawless lusts and vanity of men cloaked in the color of law or otherwise.

17. In my affidavits I told this Court I assert my right to live and not die for the sinful

convenience or other vanity of the court and government based on exercise of my religious belief

to live for God, and not die for mere men which is damnation in hell by making men God.

18. I required time and asserted and required accommodation when I did not face all

of the substantial burdens I face now. My health has diminished, and I assert my religious belief

and religious exercise of required to retore my health and sustain what cannot be restored. My

condition and health show good cause, especially given this Court knows I suffered an eye injury

and has should have reviewed the papers on that.

19. I have gained weight too. After my mom’s best friend said I looked anorexic I felt

so ugly and ate more hoping to become womanlier since my surgery seemed to stilt my growth,

only to gain fat in ugly places. This has never happened before. I have maintained the same

weight for more than 25 years before this 2023.

20. In high school, I had surgery where the doctor removed my ovary. The doctor

said I would only have my period every other month. He was wrong. I had it every month, and

every month I became dangerously dehydrated requiring gallons not cups of water, rest and

exercise in order not to collapse, faint or die.
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21. I still require this. It has never gotten better. It seemed to be the same for the past

20 years. But it got worse and is worse during this litigation. My health has worsened due to the

fact none of the courts accommodate me to prevent irreparable injury in terms of loss of my

fundamental rights and my property interests, even harm to body, life and potential loss of

eternal life.

22. I know that I must assert my right to time, rest and exercise. After the surgery in

my youth I fainted. I learned to prevent fainting due to severe dehydration I had to drink gallons

of water, rest and exercise. Dinking unusual amounts of water is the most important

accommodation.

23. One time I blacked out and peed my pants in a class in college. Everyone left me,

I awoke on the floor of a UD classroom all alone after the class in Western medicine.

24. In undergrad and law school I took classes and healthcare and learned how

wicked and evil most care was in that it harmed people, and I believe damned people to hell. I

have religious objections against healthcare, mental healthcare, carelessly referring people to

professionals or to purchase products because I believe it teaches people man, man’s work,

including technology, science or money to pay for a product or service is savior instead of God’s

Word, misleading most of humanity on the path to hell. I also believe people to go to hell for

blindly doing what they are trained to do, paid to do, or told to do when they harden their heads

and hearts from caring to know how their products or practices oppress or harm others. Not

knowing, believing a lie, confusion, misunderstanding is guilt to God. See Math 13. 2 Cor 4:4,

Hosea 4:6. I believe Courts can help the blind see, and the dumb hear to help people know in

order to turn away from sin to be saved from certain destruction in the fires of hell as being too

disgusting to live for valuing moth and rust at the cost of sacrificing the life or liberty of another
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person God loves. I oppose human sacrifice for material gain, even knowledge by science. I

have religious objections on anyone collecting data on me or statistics. I also believe people sin

for cremation, using others peoples’ organs or blood samples for testing or otherwise. See Amos

2:1. Jesus teaches us through the holy spirit to judge correctly to discern children of the devil

from children of God. Matthew 12:34-38. God teaches most people are children of the desolate

one, the evil one, sadly without eternal life. (Isaiah 54, more are the children of the desolate

woman than of her who has a husband”) Jesus teaches the way to gain eternal life is hard, and

few people escape hell. See Matthew 7:13-15, Luke 13:23-28. God commands us not to obey the

traditions of men to violate God’s law. Mark 7:8. The Bible teaches me keep myself separate by

not sinning merely for the convenience or pleasure of the world. Romans 12:2.

25. I proposed ways to improve healthcare when I ran for office in 2018, which I

incorporate herein by reference.

26. I believe people go to hell for their careless words, should they not repent.

Matthew 12:35-37. I believe people sin for telling other people to pay for a product or pay for a

professional to eliminate problems by those who sustain positions and profit so long as the

problem is managed and not eliminated. Romans 1:25 This makes money to pay a professional,

man or man’s science or work God in place of God. Matthew 6:24.

27. I have religious objections to healthcare and I believe people go to hell for

believing all mental health theories which are based on scientific conditions also known as

temptations which teach people’s will to be bent not free in Christ, reflecting the image of the

devil and his children.

28. I am licensed to teach 6 subjects. I studied courses on psychology and behavioral

and mental health theories. I believe so many mental theories I had to learn to gain my license
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teach children to go to hell, to be the evil, by chasing happiness, their hearts, to be enslaved not

free but controlled and managed by those who entice their desires by reward or threat of harm to

bend their substantially burdened will to the dictates of mere men in place of God. Kids learn

not to think things out, not give into to temptation of immediate gratification and happiness.

They do not learn to lay down their desires to love God and love others as themselves. God

teaches our body is not our own. Our bodies are temples, and are Gods. It is a sin to destroy our

bodies for mere man or money by what others sell or give us. God teaches those who destroy his

temple, people’s bodies will be destroyed in hell for loving mammon more than God by

respecting his desire that we love one another without human sacrifice for material gain even the

lie of sustaining the world. Business is not the sin. Human oppression, sacrifice of life or liberty

for convenience and material gain is sin because people love what they can get, moth and rust

more than one another untampered by love written in the hearts of the born again or the just rule

of law. I especially oppose BF Skinner which taught the mark of the beast. He taught the lie

there was no unconditional love, and that people lived solely based on conditions of reward and

avoidance of harm to be controlled without free will by those who enticed their desires by

conditions, also known as temptations.

29. During the lawsuits the dehydration has increased resulting to my inability to

restore my health.

30. On the record, I noticed this court, PA and the district courts as well as the USSC

that I collapsed on the floor of the post office due to severe dehydration. I requested a stay based

on need, physical need. None of the courts cared about upholding my fundamental right to live,

my religious belief to live and not die by human sacrifice for mammon of the courts and

government.
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31. I asserted and did not waive my rights at any time. Despite that the courts create

substantial burdens and harm to my health.

32. During the original disciplinary proceeding, I asserted my rights, and was

compelled to attend a hearing as I recovered from the shingles and allergies without time to

prepare, my asserted right to perform discovery, subpoena witnesses and other vitiation of my

asserted and not waived fundamental rights.

33. I told the DE Court in Kelly v Democrats, Kelly v Trump and the Disciplinary

matter that I faint and may die if I am not afforded accommodations by attaching the same

Exhibit 43 I provided this Court. They knew or should known that I assert a right to fair

proceeding giving my personal abilities to sustain life and health and not die by human sacrifice

for the vanity of the state who doesn’t care about life or health unless we attorneys or parties

demand it.

34. This Court is aware that I injured my eye and lost vision, and my eye is blurry by

severe dryness.

35. The Courts have disregarded my asserted rights, including my right to live, the

superseding Constitutional laws and statutes in my cases. The Delaware Supreme Court

members have behaved above the law in the disciplinary case by firing witnesses, concealing

evidence in my favor to fix the sham proceedings against me.

36. In my cases I see how lawless lusts not the impartial rule of line reign.

37. I do not think disciplining judges is the answer. I think attorney advocates have a

duty to uphold the rule of law when judges vitiate it in cases and controversies including my

Civil Rights case, and this case where the lower Court booby trapped me. I think the courts must
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encourage attorneys to fulfill their duty of upholding the Constitutional rights of the public, the

people and the attorney’s own rights without fear of vindictive retaliation by the courts.

38. Business, professional licensure should not supersede the Constitutional rights of

private citizens, even me as a private party with a professional license to practice law.

39. I write under duress. My health has diminished.

40. On Monday, July 3, 2023 I called my case manager in this case. She indicated

her surprise. She did not expect the court not to deny time. She said Courts usually grant time

even less time. We were both taken aghast.

41. My case manager indicated she was not going to be in July 4, or July 5th but I

could email her or call the Court since this is due by or before July 5, 2023.

42. I have limited time, and require a stay in order to defend my faith in Jesus, not

money or material gain as God to be controlled by those who control resources instead of to

freely lay down my desires and needs to do what is right, the will of God love to overcome lusts.

43. This Court denied me time, and I have to file a motion for reconsideration by July

14th should this court not grant consideration of the motions by a new panel pursuant to my

requests in the motion accompanying this affidavit.

44. The substantial burdens due to other law suits, health, debt, familial situation,

time, unexpected surprise are good cause under the circumstances to consider this affidavit.

48. Judge Phipps’ conflict is so great a reasonable person would conclude bias or

prejudice in my case under the facts.

49. Judge Phipps was placed on a list of potential nominees to the US Supreme Court

by President Trump.
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50. Donald J. Trump (“Trump”) is running to become President of the United States

in 2024.

51. I believe Trump will likely be reelected.

52. Trump will likely nominate Judge Phipps again should a Supreme Court Justice

retire

53. The Delaware Office of Disciplinary Counsel state they brought the Disciplinary

proceeding against me for suing President Trump. The Delaware Supreme Court cite my

religious beliefs contained in my Religious Freedom Restoration Act petition against President

Trump for the reason for the discipline.

54. I seek to overturn Kelly v Trump in the civil rights case. In addition, this case is

based on my lawsuit against the one who may benefit Judge Phipps should he rule against me

and essentially for Trump, by demeaning my law suit against Trump.

55. Phipps has a personal stake in my law suit. He has an interest in safeguarding

Trump in order to gain a potential seat at the US Supreme Court.

56. This temptation to gain the most powerful seat on the planet, a position at the US

Supreme Court is so great as to create a reasonable person to include there is an appearance of

bias or there is actual bias against me in this case and in favor of the Government.

57. Judge Phipps also has other conflicts of interest I incorporate herein by reference

in my June 20, 2023 Motion to recuse, and attachments thereto showing conflicts of interests.

58. Judge Phipps may also be offended by my religious belief that Trump misleads

people to hell. Judge Phipps may also be offended I drafted 5 proposals to impeach President

Trump 1. Based on his violations of criminal law 18 USC 227 for encouraging the firing of NFL

players for peacefully exercising their First Amendment right to petition against alleged disparate
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treatment against blacks within the criminal judicial system, 2. Violations of 18 USC 227 for

encouraging economic harm to members of the press exercising their First Amendment Freedom,

3. An impeachment regarding the porn star activity by the President, 4 relating to kidnapping

babies at the border, and profiting private partners by overcharging payments to their

commitment facilities, 5. A proposal relating to the war powers act, I incorporate herein.

59. No one is above the law, nor is anyone below the law’s correction wit mercy, not

even the President.

60. With regards to Judge Scirica, I was absolutely horrified terribly mortified to

discover the conflict of interest rather recently. I outlined my concerns in the Delaware District

Court case I incorporate herein by reference by referral to Kelly v Swartz, 21-1490.

61. I seek to destroy what Judge Scirica works on the disciplinary rules as chains that

eliminate freedom under the illusion of upholding it by beholding judges to serve what I believe

is the mark of lawlessness that misleads humanity to hell, business greed at the cost of human

sacrifice of life or liberty.

62. I strongly oppose regulating the courts to partiality to business by barter or

exchange. This urges the courts to serve greed not humanity or the liberty that allows beautiful

disorder and criticism which helps us improve and gain humility needed to escape the certain

default for most of humanity loss of eternal life due to pride.

63. I noted on the Delaware record my desire to prevent regulation of the USSC and

my hope I could eliminate judicial discipline of federal judges.

64. Judge Scirica is the Chair on the rules of federal judicial discipline I seek to

eliminate. He has a personal interest in ruling against me as I seek to overturn his hard work.
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65. I also seek to amend my complaint to include Constitutional arguments against

the DE disciplinary proceedings and certain Delaware Disciplinary Rules rules I argued on the

record in the civil rights case.

66. These rules mirror the rules Judge Scirica works on, and attacks his work.

67. I sought to destroy the work of Jude Scirica first in the Civil rights case and now

may seek to attack the rules he works on in this case.

68. In the Civil rights case, at Delaware District Court, Number 21-1490 Kelly v

Trump, I alerted the Court of my concerns against Judicial discipline and the elimination of

people judges or other hardship and concerns in the attached documents I incorporate herein by

reference, and in additional Docket items 23, 53, 55, and 56 which I may not be able to upload in

the DE District Court case.

69. I truly believe preventing the regulation of the US Supreme Court and eliminating

the corrupt disciplinary rules against federal judges and requiring life term appointments for all

federal judges, with the ability to choose different appointments would aid in preventing the

schemed overthrow of the rule of law to eliminate it by automation by those who reign over

people by the mark of the beast, business greed, with no unconditional love.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Respectfully submitted,

Dated 7/4/23
Meghan M. Kelly

Meghan Kelly, Esquire
34012 Shawnee Drive
Dagsboro, DE 19939
meghankellyesq@yahoo.com
(302) 493-6693, Not acting as a lawyer
Defending my First Amendment private right to
believe in Jesus Christ as God, not money or
mammon as God
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U.S. COURT OF APPEALS, THIRD CIRCUIT 
      ) 
 Meghan Kelly    ) Appellate Court   
  Appellant, Plaintiff, ) No.: 21-3198 
  v.    ) No. 22-2079 
Disciplinary Counsel Patricia B.  )    
Swartz, et al.     ) District Court 
      ) No.: 1:21-cv-01490-CFC  
Appellees, Defendants.   ) 
 

Appellant Plaintiff Meghan Kelly’sMotion to recuse the Honorable Judge 
Anthony J. Sirica to preserve my Due process Rights under the 5th 

 
 I Meghan Kelly, pursuant to FRAppP Rule 27, my 5th Amendment right to a 

fair trial to defend the exercise of my private 1st Amendment rights of petitioning, 

speech, religious belief, exercise, and association, 28 U.S. Code §§ 144 and 455, 

29 CFR § 2200.68, or other applicable law move for the recusal and to prevent the 

participation of the Honorable Judge Anthony J. Scirica in this case.   

 1. I asked opposing counsel for her stance per the attached Exhibit A.  

She has not objected.   

 2. I requested a panel rehearing of the original panel.  

 3. The Honorable Judge Anthony J. Scirica is on the original panel. 

 4. Judge Scirica has a conflict of interest with my case I was not aware 

of until after I filed my motion for a rehearing on June 3, 2023. (Third Circuit 

Docket Item (“3DI”) 3DI-199 

 3. I have stumbled upon evidence the Honorable Judge Anthony J. 

Scirica appears to be the former chair of the Executive Committee of the Judicial 
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Conference of the United States, former chair of the Standing Committee on rules 

of Practice and Procedure of the Judicial Conference of the United States and was 

a member of the Advisory Committee on Civil rules.   The Honorable Judge 

Scirica currently chairs the Committee on Judicial Conduct and Disability and is a 

member of the Committee on International Relations. I attach, and incorporate 

herein as affidavit 41 as necessary information providing evidence I incorporate 

herein, at District Court Docket Items (“DI”) DI 149, as an exhibit hereto. 

 5. To my horror I discovered Judge Scirica is the current Chair 

I believe there is an attack on judges to eliminate the judiciary to eliminate the rule 

of law, as I mentioned previously. 

 6. Should judges give into the temptation to behave as cowards and 

defensive, they will be controlled by those who entice their desires not free to 

uphold the freedoms of the people by the impartial application of the Constitution 

on the rule of law. 

 7. I believe the courts must limit the purview of correcting judges to the 

purview of the Constitutional limits without waiver, 1. Cases and controversies 

such as mine, 2. or impeachment, to preserve these United States from schemed 

overthrow. 

 8. I am terrified, absolutely mortified that one of the reviewing judges is 

in charge of the rules disciplining the federal judges.   I believe such rules 
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guarantee injustice by judges who fear punishment and seek to uphold the mere 

rules to the extent they compromise the impartial rule of law. 

 9. I believe regulations will be used to assist the other two branches to 

exceed the Constitutional limits to impeach and control a no longer free, 

independent and impartial judiciary.  This may be used to eliminate the courts 

down the line if left unstopped. 

 10. The fact I argued on the record below, my desire to eliminate or 

prevent disciplinary rules of federal judges and the United States Supreme Court 

creates a conflict of interest.  

 11. I also argue certain disciplinary rules violate the Constitution and 

create injustice and constitutional violations leading to harm, and though not states 

below certain damnation in hell. 

 12. My case is not about vengeance, but correcting and protecting the 

Defendants and those they misguidedly harm, including my colleague. My 

colleague Richard Abbott, Esq. appears to be in trouble for requiring the 

government adhere to the impartial rule of law, including a county and the 

members of the Delaware Supreme Court without disparate economic treatment 

arguably in violation of the Equal Protections Clause applicable to state and county 

governments via the 14th Amendment.
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 13.  I seek to preserve the Constitution, the rule of law, and the 

government from schemed very real threats of dissolution and demise. 

 14. Thank you for your time. I write in haste with anguish, because my 

voice may be cancelled out and eliminated by even the United States Supreme 

Court by concealing my pleadings too.  I incorporate herein by reference.  DI-121-

DI-154. 

 15. This Court may guide even misguided judges to preserve the rule of 

law. 

 16. I believe this Court may preserve these United States should it only 

care to entertain the individual  liberty interest of those who do not conform to the 

standardized beliefs and conduct of the alleged norm, like me.  

 17. No disciplinary rules or regulations should control the federal 

judiciary.  Disciplinary rules and regulations create injustice by tempting federal 

judges to partiality towards Disciplinary Rules or tempts them to act with 

favoritism towards those who administer or draft the rules, making judges puppets 

not independent critically thinking discerners of the facts as applied to the 

Constitutional laws which safeguard life and liberty.  The fear of punishment for 

alleged violation of disciplinary rules interferes with judges’ capacity to

independently administer the impartial application of the Constitution to the

superseding rule of law upon the people and other two branches. Disciplinary rules 
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creates injustice and allows judges to be set up as I have been set up for the partial 

whims of a vindictive Delaware Supreme Court which abused its discretion to 

serve its unconstitutional unrestrained lusts. 

 18. Other branches may not eliminate the only check the courts have upon 

the other two branches by regulating the Constitution away which preserves our 

rights, the people’s rights, not merely the Court’s rights and duties.  The argument 

the Courts may waive their right to self-incrimination by waiving the 5th  does not 

allow them to waive the rights of the people of the substantial burden the 

disciplinary rules will have and have upon their equal protections by the courts.  

The Court may not waive the rights of the people only to be deceived into placing 

the United States Supreme Court under a greater microscope and certain horse and 

pony impeachment shows to get misbehaving men election seats.  This makes a 

mockery of the courts and justice. 

 19. I argue below consistently the Supreme Court and federal judges must 

only be corrected within the purview of the Constitution’s provisions of 1. Cases

and controversies like my case, or impeachment to preserve the Court and prevent 

the planned attacks that will be used to eliminate the rule of law and government if 

the courts do not stop it.  The courts must not waive the Constitutional limits by 

allowing disciplinary rules and regulations to preserve the impartiality of the courts

to safeguard the Constitutional freedom of the people.  The disciplinary rules 
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compromises the partiality of the integrity of judges making them partial to 

disciplinary rules or those who control or administer them instead of the impartial 

application of the Constitution to the rule of law. 

 20. I used my case for problems with the Courts within the purview of 

cases and controversies to prevent harm.  For example, I have a problem with the 

United States Supreme Court docketing my pleadings.  I have previously drafted a 

motion to place exhibits on the docket of my PA Appeal.  Kelly v PA ODC, 

22A981.  Then, I had problems searching and viewing the docket.  So, the public 

may also have a problem.  The reasons for the problem may be a human mistake or 

by intentional vindictive design in violation of the First Amendment with the goal 

of dissuading me from petitioning the courts and the 6th Amendment right to public 

record and the Equal Protections Clause as applied to me because of disparate 

treatment by the US Supreme Court.  The proper place to remedy any harm is by 

going to the one who may have committed the alleged mistakes or misconduct 

directly.  If that does not work the proper place is the court in my case to correct 

mistakes or misconduct, not disciplinary cases by those who seek to control a no 

longer free and independent court.  Those who enforce or apply disciplinary rules 

serve business greed not good by upholding what is not for sale, freedom.  These 

rules eliminate justice. The Disciplinary rules create the deception of maintaining a

standard to care for the people, when it merely cares for profit and position 
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allowing misconduct to continue in a standardized more massive way.  Deferring 

to standardized rules and conduct within a profession allows harmful and even 

deadly conduct and standardized care or products to be above correction.  The 

Courts tend to misbehave by deferring to alleged experts, scientists and 

professionals, essentially colluding with them to eliminate freedom in favor of 

making a no longer free people for sale. 

 21. Standards also allow the automation and elimination of people judges 

and people lawyers under the lie sameness is fairness and equality when it is 

elimination of Equal protections under the Constitution which protects every 

freedom to think, believe and act according to the religious dictates of one’s own

conscience when religious beliefs do not fit in the box of standards the algorithms 

permit. 

 22. While, I saw this conflict may be an opportunity to argue certain 

Federal Rules are unconstitutional in passim, such as the disparate favorable 

treatment the federal rules grant federal officials, agents and employees in that they 

have a longer period to respond to a complaint 60 days.  Whereas common people 

like me are afforded fewer days to respond to a complaint arguably in violation of 

the Equal Protections Component of the 5th Amendment applicable to the federal 

government with no rational basis, but an evil one, valuing convenience, and

business weightier than the Constitution and federal rights of citizens, the prejudice 
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is too great for this slight potential opportunity to make our system more just, fair 

and free.  

 22. While the courts are granted statutory authority under the Rules 

Enabling Act Rules Enabling Act, and amendments thereto 28 U.S.C. § 2071-

2077, the Court limited that power within the rules and by case law. “ No rule can 

enlarge or restrict jurisdiction.  Nor can a rule abrogate or modify substantive case 

law.”   The federal courts acceptance of disciplinary rules abrogates substantive 

case law by guaranteeing injustice not equal application of the rule of law by their 

own sinful vanities to sustain their seats. US Amend V, XIV (Equal Protections) 

 23. On an aside, I am a Christian. I believe people commit lawlessness 

called sin when they train others to seek money and material things Jesus Christ 

calls Mammon as God, savior, master or guide in their life.  Matthew 6:24.  I 

believe sin is lawlessness leading to damnation in the fires of hell despite 

ignorance, should people not repent.  See, Bible 2 Corinthians 4:4, Matthew 13. I 

do not want people, even judges to go to hell for their confusion, nor do I want 

them to sacrifice people’s lives or Constitutional liberties for material gain of the 

alleged many or the few.  That is the same lawless lusts those in ancient religions 

committed when they sacrificed humans in secular-religious worship for material 

gain or better crops. Under the similarly false belief many unjust policies, rules,

regulations or laws in the US sacrifice, exploit and oppress the poor so some may 
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get as much as they can for as little as they can while teaching the poor and middle 

class to praise the conniving, not smart oppressors.  Constitutional challenges to 

such government conduct must be permitted under the Equal Protections 

arguments and arguments against involuntary government backed slavery under 

the 13th Amendment. 

 24. Government grants and contracts are repugnant to me.  It is the same 

as throwing people in a volcano for a false God Money and mammon when the 

Courts sacrifice the poor under the lie job creation is savior. See Romans 4:4 where 

I believe God scolds us that job creation is not charity or good.   I believe those 

who create jobs, like President Biden alleges, and train people to be their colluding 

private partners trained slave in a fixed not free subpar economy by education from 

kindergarden through 12th grade enslave the people to their dictates. I believe they 

serve Satan and will go to hell if left uncorrected or unrepented by government 

backing or charitable backing.  Courts should save lives and eternal lives, not 

throw them into the fire to burn or sacrifice the weak, the poor, the lame like a 

wolfpack eating not tending the sheep.  Such educational goals do not safeguard 

freedom, but eliminate it by government backed forced control in contravention of 

the 13th Amendment.  The value of the human is not based on business, money, 

marketing or material gain, but is immeasurable. God calls the disparate

favoritism by government contracts and such unjust gains, which I believe 
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arguably violates the Equal Protections Clause component of the 5th when the 

federal government backs by words or grants, contracts, marketing material 

support in an unequal fixed slave not free market.  See Romans 4:4, Matthew 6:1-4.  

I believe lawyers, even lawyers labeled disabled have a duty to uphold 

Constitutional liberties from being sacrificed for material gain under the lie of the 

common good, the deception the vote is a waiver of every other Constitutional 

liberty or the lie of saving the world. 

 25. There is a new replacement economy which will use the lie of saving 

the world only to manufacture harm to control it under the new carbon credit debt 

system.  The arguments I make under the equal protections clause and the 13th 

Amendment against government contracts and grants to entities should be made to 

prevent the fixed, slave, controlled market that will eliminate every single one of 

our Constitutional freedoms by eliminating the courts and governments authority 

to restrain entities who will rule of control of resources, not based on just decrees. 

 26. The new economy will be replaced again to eliminate the government 

and the rules of law that restrain businesses and charities from harming, 

oppressing, killing, stealing and destroying human life and human liberty under the 

lie of the common good if the courts do not stop it.  I attach DI 147, and an 

additional article in hopes this Court may see through the government backed

private partners lobbyists plans.   
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 27. One way to prevent the schemed attacks on the courts is to prevent 

them from getting set-up to fall by preventing regulating the US Supreme Court,

and to allow cases including mine to correct the Court.  Please see DI-121-DI 154 

to see when I have concern with the Supreme Court I go to them the Court or other 

courts to correct it in the open. Going behind their backs in a secret Board or 

agency proceeding, when it may be based on mere misunderstanding creates 

injustice, confusion, and biased administration of the rule of law by those who 

destroy Constitutional liberties in favor of the mark of lawlessness leading to 

certain damnation in hell, the mark of the beast, business greed.  The secret 

disciplinary proceedings dumbly mercilessly destroys people, making 

professionals dumbed down puppets, not free to use their own brains to improve 

care to serve people as opposed to the profession’s wicked desire to market, gain

profit, power and maintain positions. DI 77-79 

 28. I seek to eliminate the disciplinary rules Judge Scirica is charged to 

care for.  There is a conflict of interest.  While I made an argument against the 

disciplinary rules below, I also have constitutional arguments against a number of 

specific Delaware Disciplinary Rules beyond the arguments made below I must be 

afforded an opportunity to make so as not to violate my procedural due process 

opportunity to be heard and the right to petition.
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 29. Due process is violated by allowing a judge who is charged with 

drafting or improving disciplinary rules which mimic state rules I seek to make 

Constitutional arguments against. Judge Scirica’s inherent bias and a personal 

interest against part of my case since Judge Scirica likely takes special care in 

revising the rules I will attack.  There is bias against my arguments based on a 

personal stake he will subconsciously defend.  There is an appearance of 

impartiality regarding arguments attacking something he personally worked hard to 

create. 

 30. I write in haste. Please excuse any typos because I do not want the 

Honorable Judge Scirica to needlessly invest time in reviewing my motion for a 

rehearing before the original panel, nor do I desire to waive my rights by asserting 

them too late. I apologize. I am a poor typist. 

 Wherefore, I pray this Court grants this motion 

June 8, 2023   Respectfully submitted, 

     /s/Meghan Kelly   
Meghan Kelly, Esquire     

     34012 Shawnee Drive 
     Dagsboro, DE 19939 
     meghankellyesq@yahoo.com 

(302) 493-6693  
Not acting as a lawyer  
(2,710 words) 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 
 

 Meghan Kelly    ) Civil Action No.: 1:21-1490 (CFC)   
  Plaintiff,   ) 
  v.    ) 
Disciplinary Counsel Patricia B.   ) 
Swartz, et.al     ) 

Defendants.   ) 
 
PLAINTIFF MEGHAN KELLY’S 41st AFFIDAVIT UPDATE 

 
 Comes now Plaintiff Meghan Kelly, I declare and affirm that the foregoing statement is 

true and correct.  

 1. I have a weather alert on my phone, so I was scared to file my motion for a 

rehearing tomorrow or Monday June 5, 2023 because the electricity may go out.  See Exhibit A. 

the weather alert from yesterday June 2, 2023 which remains into effect today June 3, 2023. 

 2. On June 3, 2023 I filed the attached Motion for  a rehearing before the original

panel, attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit B. 

 3. The original panel includes  

1. Chief Justice Chagares appointed by President Bush with an Attorney 

General Experience,  

2. Justice Scirica, a leading national expert of Attorney Disability per the 

attached exhibits contained in Exhibit C.  He is a member of the US 

Judicial Conference. He serves as the Chair of its Committee on Judicial 

Conduct and disability. He also served as a UD Attorney General. 

3. Justice Ambro who has worked at the largest home grown corporate law 

firm in the corporate center of the Universe Richards, Layton and Finger. 

Notably, this is my first law firm too. He also has experience in 

bankruptcy. 

Case 1:21-cv-01490-CFC Document 149 Filed 06/03/23 Page 1 of 4 PageID #: 19192
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 4. I am uncomfortable with the fact the Delaware Supreme Court is full of people 

with corporate law experience, and the federal courts are full of people with experience and 

expertise defending the big guys, entities or the government.  The judges’ specialty and training 

to defend government and collective entities may create an obstacle in preventing the 

government and entities from sacrificing individuals and individual liberty under the deception 

of the collective good.   

 5. The collective good is free speech that allows disorder and criticism to improve 

dumbed down training by standardization, especially when judges defer to medical standards that 

harm and kill patients instead of correcting them to improve the profession by safeguarding life 

and liberty foremost above profit and material gain. 

 6. With said, maybe the judges are cognizant of the new economic model, not based 

on profit but on debt control by private entities who will eliminate the government if left 

unstopped.

 7. If you look at my Complaint at DI 2, you will see my criticism for the new 

beneficial entities which are used in a different ponzi scheme of taking what is not theirs’ under 

the guise of charity or the common good.  These beneficial entities will be used in the new 

economic system which eliminates the profit model, for a slave debt credit system. 

8. The WEF already alluded to the elimination of saving accounts at page 144 of the

Book the Fourth Industrial Revolution found at Docket Item 12 if I see it correctly. I attached 

Page 144 as Exhibit D to show the reduction of savings to my believed elimination of savings in

the new techno slave credit debt economy schemed beyond 2030. 

 9. I am not blinding my eyes when people are schemed to be oppressed by those 

who gain unjust gains of resources to control and enslave the people and the government as 

Case 1:21-cv-01490-CFC Document 149 Filed 06/03/23 Page 2 of 4 PageID #: 19193
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master only to eliminate the government which is charged with safeguarding individuals and 

individual liberty from those who sacrifice people and liberty for material gain like the religious 

groups used to throw people into volcanoes to secure good harvest and material gain. 

 10. I have a duty under the Constitution and before God to seek to safeguard free will, 

an individual liberty which will be substantially burdened with every freedom to be eliminated to 

be bought and sold by only those who may afford them. 

 11. I also am heartbroken and upset since the US Supreme Court appears to be 

making it difficult to see my appeal on its docket per the attached Exhibit E., possibly to conceal 

my genuinely held religious-political beliefs the certain cases violate the Constitution, and 

violate the laws of God, endangering the souls of the judges who render unjust decrees in the 

name of God.  Isaiah 10:1-3 “Woe to those who make unjust laws, to those who issue oppressive 

decrees, to deprive the poor of their rights and withhold justice from the oppressed of my people, 

making widows their prey and robbing the fatherless.” 

 12. I am charged to correct and protect, even the courts to uphold the rule of law from 

the schemed lawlessness that lies ahead if the courts do not humble themselves to stop it. 

 13. We need the courts to be the heroes instead of the villains by protecting liberties 

of those they disagree with, even their seemed enemies. 

14. The only check upon courts should be 1. Cases and controversies and 2.

Impeachment, not disability or disciplinary proceedings. 

15. The fact Justie Scirica is in charge of a committee to discipline judges is troubling

since this is outside of the purview of the Constitutional limits. 

 16. I thank this Court, and opposing counsel.  I am disappointed the panel overlooked 

the fact I included disciplinary orders and pleadings attached to my motions for reargument and 
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made legal arguments related to the new and additional information they appeared to have 

overlooked given the voluminous amount of materials. I also included the materials in other 

pleadings prior to the last Order appealed at DI 59-60. 

 17. I am distraught. 

 18.  I thank Judge Colm F. Connelly, opposing counsel and the staff for everything 

you have done, your time and consideration. 

 19. I pray my case continues, but should it end on appeal aat the US Supreme Court, I 

am not going to regret standing up for my faith in Jesus Christ, not money, as guide, master and 

God in my life. Matthew 6:24. 

 Thank you for your time. 

      Respectfully submitted, 

Dated  6/3/23           
      Meghan M. Kelly 
      Meghan Kelly, Esquire 
      34012 Shawnee Drive 
      Dagsboro, DE 19939 
      meghankellyesq@yahoo.com 
      (302) 493-6693, Not acting as a lawyer 
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THIRD CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS 
 
    MEGHAN M. KELLY,  ) Case No 21-3198 
     ) Case No. 22-2079 

v.  ) 
    PATRICIA  B. SWARTZ, et. al. ) 

 
Appellant Meghan Kelly’s Petition for a Panel Rehearing  

 
 Appellant Meghan Kelly’s petition for a panel rehearing under Fed.R.App.P. Rule 

40 of this Court’s Order and opinion on 4/20/2023, at Third Circuit Docket Items 

(hereinafter “3DI”) 3DI-181-182, and aver. 

1. The Court abused its discretion by dismissing my appeal in part as moot, 

since the issue of enjoining an unlawful proceeding is capable of repetition yet evading 

review, and the Court commits a clear error of law, of fact, creating manifest injustice.  

2. The Court abused its discretion by affirming theDistrict Court’s

judgments at District Court Docket Item Number (Hereinafter “DI”) DI-16-17, DI-30-31, 

DI-59-60. 

3. The District Court and the Third Circuit Panel (collectively and 

individually also referred herein as “Court”) abused its discretion in affirming the District 

Court judgements.  I showed availability of new evidence, clear error of law, clear error 

of fact causing manifest injustice requiring the orders below be vacated and the case be 

remanded to the District Court.  Moreover, even without the new evidence contained in 

the motions of reconsideration and other motions the Court errs in affirming the 

judgments below.  DI-2-16.   

4. The Court overlooked the additional facts I alleged below showing 

violations of my 1st Amendment religious beliefs, 6th Amendment right to self-represent, 

14th Amend. procedural due process violations, violations of Equal Protections, and 
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specific facts showing lack of adequate notice, denial of asserted rights, denial of fair 

meaningful opportunity to be heard, to call witnesses, to cross examine my suspected 

accusers, to prevent evidence in my favor, additional conduct causing emotional distress 

manifesting in the shingles, the state’s elimination of evidence in my favor and other 

voluminous evidence on the record below, including in my motions for a reconsideration.  

DI-14, DI-20 through DI-24, DI 29, DI-34 through DI-37, DI-39 through DI-44, DI-47 

through DI58, and additional docket items after the Order at DI-60. This new and 

additional evidence contained in DI-14 through DI-58 must not be ignored.  It is part of 

the record on appeal. The Court also erred by ignoring my challenges to state rules. See 

DI 58, for one example. I met the standard for reconsideration.   

 5. As an example in my First Motion for reagument and the amendments 

thereto, I discussed the State’s violations relating to appointment of counsel. I 

immediately informed the state court I declined representation.  I faced foreseeable 

emotional distress at violating my beliefs in Jesus by such appointment over my 

objection.  Jesus teaches us to let the holy spirit to be our advocate when we are brought 

to the courts for our religious beliefs.  The fact I fought hard to fire the counsel who was 

removed less than two weeks before the improperly scheduled hearing date, does not 

remove the Defendants’ and the Delaware Supreme Court’s violation of my First

Amendment right to religious belief and exercise of belief and Sixth Amendment right to 

self-representation, to opportunity to call witness and other rights applicable to the state

pursuant to the 1st, 6th and 14th Amend. 

 6. The US Supreme Court in Faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 806, 95 S. Ct. 

2525, 45 L. Ed. 2d 562 (1975) held,
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“Sixth Amendment does not provide merely that defense shall be made for
accused but grants to accused personally the right to make a defense; right to self-
representation to make one's own defense personally is necessarily implied by 
structure of the amendment.” U.S.C.A.Const. Amend.” 

7. The Delaware Disciplinary procedure was so lacking in notice or 

opportunity to be heard before the Delaware original disciplinary proceeding as to 

constitute a deprivation of due process in the Delaware form.  There was such an 

infirmity of proof as to give rise to the clear conviction that this court could not, 

consistent with its duty, accept as final the conclusion by the state court. 

 8. The Court refused to give me pleadings in a case against me to conceal the 

fact it denied me the opportunity to be heard in objecting to the appointment of counsel, 

Number 541.  I am entitled to records used against me as a party in a proceeding.  I am 

entitled to see if my pleadings were on the record or if I was denied an opportunity to be 

heard in contravention to 1st and 14th Due Process with disparate treatment based on 

religious-political belief and poverty. US Amend I, XIV. See, N. Jersey Media Grp. Inc. v. 

United States, 836 F.3d 421, 434 (3d Cir. 2016).  

9. The lawyer Disciplinary proceedings before the Defendants and Delaware 

Supreme Court deprived me of a meaningful opportunity to be heard, the opportunity to 

prepare, call witness, receive adequate notice, the right to self-represent, to present 

evidence without the State forum’s collusion to conceal evidence and other vitiations of

my asserted, not waived Constitutional protections and rights in the Delaware 

Disciplinary Proceeding. Greene v. McElroy, 360 U.S. 474, 475 (1959) (“this Court will

not hold that a person may be deprived of the right to follow his chosen profession 

without full hearings where accusers may be confronted and cross-examined”). 
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10. The US Supreme Court further held, “It is accused, not counsel, who must 

be informed of nature and cause of accusation, who must be confronted with witnesses 

against him, and who must be accorded compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his 

favor. U.S. Const. Amend. 6.” Faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 806, 95 S. Ct. 2525, 45 L. 

Ed. 2d 562 (1975). I was denied the right of notice, opportunity to confront and right 

other rights.  The Court erred in ignoring these denials contained in my motions for 

reargument and other motions below.  

11. The State denied me of the meaningful opportunity to litigate the question 

of subject-matter jurisdiction in the sham proceeding against me, and thus I may reopen 

that question in a collateral attack based on adverse judgment.  This Court has not 

allowed me the opportunity to present the facts to show this.  I must be afforded notice 

and the opportunity to be heard under the 5Th Amendment applicable to the federal courts 

to prevent unconstitutional vitiation of rights by this Court. US Amend I, V. 

12. I incorporate herein by reference in its entirety along with the pleadings 

referred therein 3DI-98, the memory stick referred to at DI-58, and the District Court 

items DI-62 to DI-148 since this Court appeared to consider the additional Orders at DI-

106, DI-111.   The Court errs as a matter of law and as a matter of fact creating manifest 

injustice against me by ignoring the legal arguments, claims and additional facts on the

record below. Id.  

13. The Court errs as a matter of law for not considering my motion to

withdraw my motion to amend the complaint at DI 43, my additional motions to amend 

the complaint as a matter of right to include additional claims, facts, foreseeable harm 

and additional information discovered and arising in the course of this litigation, 
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including but not limited to items in DI-43, DI-58, DI 69-75, DI-77, DI-81, DI-85-87. DI 

95.   

14. The Court abused its discretion in denying me the right to amend the 

complaint as a matter of right, despite the lower Court not ruling on my motion to amend 

which I withdrew and reserved the right to amend as a matter of right prior to the Order at 

DI 60, (DI 58) and more specifically after the order when the case is remanded  DI 43, DI 

58, DI 69 through 81.  

15. My claims relate not only to my petitions in Kelly v Trump but also First 

Amendment violations of my right to petition applicable to the state pursuant to the 14th 

Amendment regarding petitions for bar dues. DI 2-4, 3DI 74. Should this case be 

dismissed the statute of limitations would foreclose me an opportunity to assert my 

claims anywhere in the only forum which may offer relief, the District Court.  This Court 

was apprised of the Delaware Supreme Court’s collusion in Kelly v Trump and the DE

Disciplinary proceeding, and my claims for damages, nominal relief and equitable relief 

other than enjoining the disciplinary proceeding. DI 43, DI 58, 3DI-6 page 3 through 11, 

3DI-26 through 3DI-29, 3DI-31-32, 3DI 36 through 3DI 46, 3DI 51 through 3DI 62,  

3DI-68, 3DI-69, 3DI-71-3DI-76, 3DI-83-84, 3DI-93, 3DI-95 through 3DI-99, 3DI-103-

107, 3DI-119-3DI-198; See, Reed v. Goertz, No. 21-442, at *5 (Apr. 19, 2023)(“Ex parte

Young doctrine allows suits like Reed's for declaratory or injunctive relief against state 

officers in their official capacities.”) Id at 6-7 and 24 (Rocker-Feldman and 28 USC 1257

do not prohibit violations of procedural due process claims); See, Centifanti v. Nix, 865 

F.2d 1422, 1430 (3d Cir. 1989). 
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16. Further whether Rooker-Feldman applies to claims I have not yet made is 

not ripe on appeal.  The District Court did not review the merits of my claims.  This 

appeal is limited to the improvident dismissal under Younger, and denial of my asserted 

right to amend the complaint once as a matter of right.  The claims if accepted as pled 

show independent federal claims I must be allowed to argue before preemptive denial, 

including but not limited to void or voidable subject matter jurisdiction of the Delaware 

forum. US Amend V. I also seek to amend the complaint to include a number of new 

claims too numerous to outline that I must be afforded the opportunity to be heard on 

before being preemptively denied in violation of the US Amend V opportunity to be 

heard, including but not limited to assertions that DE Disciplinary rules are 

unconstitutional per se and some as applied which are not prohibited by the Rocker-

Feldman doctrine. See, Parkview Assoc. Partnership v. City of Lebanon, 225 F.3d 321, 

327-28 (3d Cir. 2000); Skinner v. Switzer, 562 U.S. 521, 532 (2011); Id at 33 n 10(“The 

Court further observed in Exxon Mobil Corp. v. Saudi Basic Industries Corp., 544 U.S. 

280, 292–293, 125 S.Ct. 1517, 161 L.Ed.2d 454 (2005), that ‘[w]hen there is parallel 

state and federal litigation," state preclusion law may become decisive, but "[p]reclusion 

... is not a jurisdictional matter.’”). 

17. This Court errs in finding no legal bar in presenting my claims before the

state forum.  The Disciplinary proceeding forbids asserting my claims for damages, 

nominal relief and equitable relief against the Defendants and State court under the state

disciplinary proceeding. The proceeding is limited in subject matter jurisdiction under 

Del. Disc. Rule 1(a), 5, 10.  Claims for damages, nominal damages and equitable relief 

are prohibited.  See, In re a Member of the Bar of the Supreme Court, of the State Enna, 

Case 1:21-cv-01490-CFC Document 149-3 Filed 06/03/23 Page 6 of 14 PageID #: 19205

30 of 99

Case: 22-3372     Document: 43-7     Page: 30      Date Filed: 06/08/2023



 

7 
 

971 A.2d 110, 125 (Del. 2009), regarding limited jurisdiction. Moreover, even if the State 

Court entertained my claims, my procedural due process rights are violated by a partial, 

unfair, biased forum. US Amend I, XIV.   The Federal Forum is the only forum which 

has jurisdiction over my claims.  The Supreme Court had no jurisdiction to resolve claims 

for damages, nominal relief and equitable relief against the state and itself in a 

disciplinary proceeding.   This creates a bar. The lack of personal jurisdiction over the 

Delaware Supreme Court members which violates the 14th Amendment also places a bar 

to my claims in the state proceeding.  Allowing the State Court to rule in its own favor in 

a partial forum offends the notions of fairness and jurisdiction apparently may be upheld 

under the Fourteenth Amendment Due process Clause applicable to the Defendants and 

the state Court.  The Delaware Supreme Court does not have personal jurisdiction over its 

own alleged Constitutional and federal violations wherein it is the judge and party.  Ins. 

Corp. of Ir. v. Compagnie Des Bauxites De Guinee, 456 U.S. 694 702-03 (1982) (“The

requirement that a court have personal jurisdiction flows not from Art. III, but from the 

Due Process Clause. US Amend XIV.  The personal jurisdiction requirement recognizes 

and protects an individual liberty interest. It represents a restriction on judicial power not 

as a matter of sovereignty, but as a matter of individual liberty. Thus, the test for personal 

jurisdiction requires that "the maintenance of the suit . . . not offend 'traditional notions of

fair play and substantial justice.'" International Shoe Co. v. Washington, 326 U.S. 310, 

316 (1945).

18. Younger does not require abstention to my case.  The state case has 

concluded.  There is no bar.  Even if there was a case: 1. Younger does not apply to my 

claims for damages and nominal relief and different equitable relief I sought below. DI 2-
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43, 58. The Court erred by dismissing instead of staying the case 2. Younger does not 

apply to federal constitutional claims or ancillary claims I had no opportunity to assert on 

the state forum, including but not limited to 42 U.S.C.A. §§§ 1983, 1985, 1988, my 

defamation claims, claims for emotional distress, damages and nominal relief for First 

Amendment claims and the additional claims I should be afforded an opportunity to 

include in an amended complaint, which I do not have the space or time to outline at this 

point as improvident.  3. Bad faith, harassment, or extraordinary circumstances have 

arisen in my case that make abstention inappropriate including the Delaware Supreme 

Courts collusion with the Defendants by secretly knowingly concealing two material 

pieces of evidence necessary for my defense, and preventing their discovery to fix the 

outcome in bad faith. In addition the State Court incited the disciplinary proceeding for 

improper purposes.  DI 58, DI 77.  The Court selectively discriminated against me, 

compelled me to violate my asserted religious right to religious belief and self-

representation causing emotional distress so great a police man checked on me, denied 

me of sufficient notice, denied meaningful opportunity to be heard, ignored my motions 

to subpoena witnesses and perform discovery. (DI 20-24, DI 34-39, DI 41). 4.The Courts 

erred in denying my right to amend the complaint as a matter of right to amend the 

complaint to include procedural and substantive due process violations, equal protections

violations, 6th Amendment violations, Constitutional challenges to the Delaware Rules of 

Disciplinary procedure, ADA physical disability claims and other conduct and claims that

required I add the Delaware Supreme Court and the members to my complaint on January 

24, 2022. (DI 43, 3DI 98). 

Case 1:21-cv-01490-CFC Document 149-3 Filed 06/03/23 Page 8 of 14 PageID #: 19207

32 of 99

Case: 22-3372     Document: 43-7     Page: 32      Date Filed: 06/08/2023



 

9 
 

19. I must be granted leave to amend the complaint as a matter of right under 

FRCP(a), to correct any defects or arguments relating to a Younger dismissal to prevent 

manifest injustice that shocks the conscience in terms of loss of fundamental rights, and 

government punishment for the exercise of my rights, including the right to petition. See, 

Mayle v. Felix, 545 U.S. 644, 663 (2005).   The Supreme Court in Foman v. Davis, 371 

U.S. 178, 182 (1962) held the “outright refusal to grant the leave [to amend the 

complaint] without any justifying reason appearing for the denial is not an exercise of 

discretion; it is merely abuse of that discretion and inconsistent with the spirit of the 

Federal Rules.” This Court abuses its discretion by denying my asserted right to amend 

the complaint. 3DI 98. 

20. The new and additional facts and arguments contained in my motions and 

pleadings must be considered to prevent abuse of discretion, clear error of law, clear error 

of fact and to prevent manifest injustice against me by denying me the opportunity to be 

heard to safeguard my exercise of First Amendment rights, creating loss of First 

Amendment rights and my interest in my ability to work in my profession  

21. I respectfully request this Court vacate the District-Order, and remand the 

case back to the Delaware District Court for review, granting leave to amend the 

complaint in the amount of 30 days from the date of the order or longer period to allow

me to consult with opposing counsel in good faith since I believe the courts and the 

government are in peril. I believe the courts are our hope of a hero to prevent or reverse

an economic crash, which appears to be designed to eliminate the government down the 

line. I hope the court may use this case to safeguard the Constitutional limits which 

preserve these United States from demise. 
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22. The Third Circuit and District Court (hereinafter “Courts”) overlooked the

fact I invoked my right to amend the complaint once as a matter of right under FRCP 

Though the Court argues my plea to enjoin the case against me as moot. This is capable 

of repetition and evading review, and has created manifest injustice against me as well as 

other lawyers and professionals who have legitimate claims for which they should not be 

punished for making in violation of the First Amendment right to petition, merely 

because the claims are against the government or government agents. This disparately 

favors government agents in violation of the Equal protections Clause in their private and 

official capacity, making it impossible to correct misconduct by just decrees. 

23. Court overlooked the fact I have colorable claims against the Delaware 

Supreme Court and its members in both their professional and personal capacity, under 

an Ex Parte Younge theory as well as equitable claims for prospective and other relief. In 

Ex Parte Young, 209 U.S. 123, 28 S.Ct. 441, 52 L.Ed. 714 (1908).  

24. Delaware brought a disciplinary case against me to conceal and cover up 

its violation of federal laws and my Constitutional rights, and to punish me for the 

exercise of Constitutional rights including but not limited to the First Amendment right to 

petition the courts for disparate treatment by its own members based on religious-

political-or poverty animus and procedural due process violations. DI 2-4 My religious

beliefs in Jesus outlined in my petitions are the source of Defendants adjudication of 

disability. They indicate my religious beliefs confuse Defendants. They cite my belief in

the Bible as a source of the disciplinary proceeding at Number 7 of the petition. They cite 

my protected private speech outlined in my private petitions outlining my private 
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religious beliefs and exercise of religious beliefs in the letter dated August 23, 2023 as 

the source of concern of disability.  

25. The baseless allegations the panel cites, that I allegedly “lack competence

to practice law and endanger prospective clients, the public and the orderly 

administration of justice” is to cover up my petitions to the courts for the governments’ 

violation of the Constitution and federal law, including its own violations. The State 

Court intentionally secretly sealed my petitions in violation of my First Amendment right 

to petition to conceal material evidence in my favor to cover up its own violations of my 

procedural and substantive due process rights. This concealmemt is also a procedural due 

process violation.   

26. The Court asserts my legitimate arguments are not cogent, in order to 

cover up its own misconduct, while further covering up State misconduct by adjudicating 

me disabled.  It may not be convenient to uphold justice. It is easier to orderly administer 

standardized injustice than to uphold the 1st Amendment applicable to the State via the 

14th to accommodate individuals whose religious beliefs or arguments are not 

standardized to the common norms.  Nevertheless, the asserted Constitutional limits 

supersede eliminating freedom for convenience, productivity and administration of court 

business. Freedoms are not for sale, or none are free. We are for sale products to bargain

favor with foreign and private government partners. My license to practice law was not 

exchanged for the freedom to belief in Jesus Christ or other Constitutional liberties.

27. This Appellate Court improvidently cites to the mere allegations that my 

religious beliefs in the petitions are not clear, unfocused [to the Defendants’ aim] and

confused the Defendants.  My religious beliefs need not be clear, nor do they need to 
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understand them for me to assert my First Amendment right to genuine religious belief 

without a government incited substantial burden but for the exercise of religious belief 

and other First Amendment rights.  Moreover, they are relevant to this matter, Kelly v 

Trump, and the disciplinary proceedings even if Defendants do not find my religious 

belief in Jesus Christ not money as savior and God reasonable. Matthew 6:24.  

28. This Court improvidently cites the false allegation my pleadings “were

non-complaint with the Court rules.” There is no rule I violated during Kelly v Trump, or

the Delaware Disciplinary proceeding.   

29. Moreover, the Defendants were non-compliant with rules, preemptive 

federal law and the preemptive Constitution limits which restrain their conduct within the 

purview of superseding law.  The allegation my defense of religious beliefs contained in 

my speech “were confusing and unfocused and irrelevant to the issues at hand” are to

cover up the very real issues that were relevant to whether the disability proceeding was 

brought in retaliation for my exercise of the right to petition the State over the course of 

about 20 years, and my right to private religious-political belief, private-religious 

exercise of belief, private right to associate based on religious-political belief without 

being restrained by a mere license to practice law, and right to equal protections, 

procedural due process and to be free from collusion to intimidate me to cause me to

withdraw my petitions in Kelly v Trump in violation of 1985 and 1988, the First 

Amendment applicable to the state pursuant to the 14th Amendment, other federal law,

and state claims for intentional or reckless infliction of emotional distress, defamation 

and other claims.  
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30. Defendants made a motion by short letter despite my objection to 

appointed counsel in violation of my First Amendment right to petition.  I certainly was 

permitted to draft a letter, dated December 18, 2022.  Albeit, I also drafted motions.  DI 

1-DI 58.  

31. This Court errs as a matter of law and as a matter of fact by claiming the 

“Delaware Supreme Court's order adjusting her status, claiming she was denied notice, 

discovery, an impartial judge, an ability to present evidence and witnesses, and the like 

are beyond the scope of this appeal.” I asserted these claims in legal and factual

arguments below, including in my motions of reagument.  They are material to the 

District Court’s clear error of fact, clear error of law and this appeal to prevent manifest 

injustice against me, and others by creating case law which will chill the exercise of 

professionals’ religious beliefs under the threat they may no longer buy and sell and die 

of want.  

32. Even if the Court finds the fact my poverty, limited access to research, and 

poor typing skills create a burden to the Court. The Court has unclean hands as I asserted 

stays in order to gain time needed to research, draft and proofread petitions without 

waiver of rights. Moreover, I have not practiced law in years.  If this Court finds me 

disabled, it does not grant the State a right to eliminate fundamental rights of every

claimant they deem disabled or dumb, including me.  

33. This case presents a unique important Constitutional question as to

whether a disciplinary proceeding brought to punish petitions against the government, in 

violation of the US Amend I right to petition, and right to speech, on subject matter 

grounds, and the Equal Protections Clause is subject to voidability.  Defendants seek to 
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discipline Colleague Abbott for petitioning against the County and Courts. Are the courts 

above the law, or will this Court rule judges may be corrected within the purview of the 

Constitutional limits 1. Cases and controversies and impeachment, without vindictive 

retribution for correction.   

        Respectfully submitted, 
Dated   June 3, 2023          
        /s/Meghan Kelly  
        ____________________ 

Meghan Kelly, Esquire 
DE Bar Number 4968 
INACTIVE, not acting as an 
attorney on behalf of another 

        34012 Shawnee Drive 
        Dagsboro, DE 19939 
        (302) 493-6693 
       meghankellyesq@yahoo.com 
       (Words 3,879) 
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21-1490 Fw: position on a motion 2913 dd3 Fw: (Number 22-7695)(Application Number
22A981) US Supreme Court appeal Kelly v PA Office of Disciplinary Counsel Re: Supreme
Court Electronic Filing System

From: Meg Kelly (meghankellyesq@yahoo.com)

To: caneel.radinson-blasucci@delaware.gov; zi-xiang.shen@delaware.gov; meghankellyesq@yahoo.com

Date: Saturday, June 3, 2023 at 03:56 PM EDT

Hello,

I am scared the electricity might go out tonight and tomorrow since there is a weather alert relating to flooding which
could affect the internet cables.

I might file the motion Due Monday today or tomorrow because I am scared of the weather preventing my filing.

Per below, I am scared the US Supreme Court is concealing my pleadings since I questioned the eternal salvation of
Justice Alito and Thomas in my pleadings. I am genuinely truly concerned and argued legitimate religious beliefs.

We should not have government established court backed religious doctrinal beliefs, for which I and others disagree
with. We should maintain individual right to belief without government incited economic, physical or social
persecution but for our diverse views which conflict with the government backed and established or approved
religious or secular belief.

Should the Third Circuit deny my motion I should like to work with you on ideas to protect your positions, the
government and the rule of law from schemed demise. Your pay, bank accounts are schemed to be dismantled into
a new economic system which conflicts with my religious beliefs on a greater level than the current system. I do not
believe you will be okay. Please do not give into temptation to be controlled by those who entice your immediate
desires only to be misled to be used now, to be harmed down the line.

With concern,
Meg
Not acting as a lawyer

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Meg Kelly <meghankellyesq@yahoo.com>
To: Anthony Sodroski <anthony.sodroski@pacourts.us>
Cc: Meg Kelly <meghankellyesq@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, June 2, 2023 at 04:57:53 PM EDT
Subject: position on a motion 2913 dd3 Fw: (Number 22-7695)(Application Number 22A981) US Supreme Court
appeal Kelly v PA Office of Disciplinary Counsel Re: Supreme Court Electronic Filing System

Hi Anthony Sodroski,

The docket is not fixed. I may wait a couple of weeks to allow time for the court to fix it. If it remains disparately
hidden, what is your position on a motion for the public to view the docket based on name search. I am hoping
the court does not require a motion.

Thank you,
Meg
Meghan Kelly
34012 Shawnee Dr.
Dagsboro, DE 19939
(302) 493-6693
Not acting as an attorney advocate. Acting as a party defending her First Amendment rights, including her belief
in Jesus not money as God. Matthew 6:24
Docket
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

Meghan Kelly ) Civil Action No.: 1:21-1490 (CFC)
Plaintiff, )
v. )

Disciplinary Counsel Patricia B. )
Swartz, et.al )

Defendants. )

PLAINTIFF MEGHAN KELLY’S 39th AFFIDAVIT UPDATE

Comes now Plaintiff Meghan Kelly, I declare and affirm that the foregoing statement is

true and correct.

1. I was too scared to exceed the three page limit or delay in filing a Motion for an

extension of time in the case Meghan Kelly v US District Court, Eastern District of PA, Number

22-3372. So today I filed the attached motion, excluding exhibits to be incorporated herein by

reference as Exhibit A.

2. I limited it to three pages within the purview of the order because I was scared,

and compelled by the order to eliminate citations and legal arguments, which prejudiced me

should it be denied

3. I contacted my case manager early this afternoon. She is aware part of the motion

to vacate an Order before the Honorable Third Circuit may be moot in the appeal of the Eastern

District court of PA case, since I was compelled due to fear of delay and threat of punishment to

reduce the page limit.

4. The government appears to have made a deal to avoid default, but the

requirements of deal making to compromise the rights of Americans to be free from bondage to

slavery to sin and death in hell by seeking money as savior may be removed.
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5. I have an idea to safeguard the governments pay, pensions, and retirement,

including social security, and the people’s freedom from slavery that is outside of the box the

government backed private partners the Federal Reserve and banks create.

6. If I was in government my job would be to protect the freedom of the people to

even say Meg Kelly your ideas are bad. Why, there is no freedom if we compel people to adopt

the standardized dumbed down forced thoughts and conduct of government backed private or

foreign partners.

7. Besides, we get smarter when people care to disagree. We learn form one another

by criticism, and healthy disorder. I prefer improvement and liberty to convenience caused by

standardization.

8. Per Exhibit B, the World Economic Forum misleads the world by adopting

policies to praise healthcare only to eliminate it down the line. The creates alleged agendas

which appear to support or cause pollution while also feigning more money or power given to

them for investments and control to their partners and central banks will create the solution.

9. I believe just decrees and justice in the courts is the solution. It is my religious

belief money is the problem misleading the people to harm, exploitation by unjust gains given to

those who control the people by controlling the resources. This eliminates freedom the

Constitution protects. US Amend XIII

10. I also believe leaders mislead the people to damnation in the fires of hell by

teaching the people mammon, money and material things is the savior to be enslaved by those

who control money and material necessities of life.

11. I have a proposal to care for your ability to work and buy and sell by the dictates

of your conscience within the limits of the Constitution so as not to enslave others while
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protecting your freedom to say my ideas are bad. I attempted to outline it at DI 2. It is the same

proposal Presidents Lincoln and Kennedy’s executive orders are based on.

12. I believe those who give and receive government grants and contracts to entities

are in danger of the fires of hell since the Bible speaks of unjust gains. The money creates an

unlevel playing field where the government favors the wealthy, well connected or powerful who

have more to barter with as they barter away by substantially burdening the freedoms of others in

a fixed, forced, slave economy where people are trained to praise the job providing oppressors

for the opportunity to earn mammon as savior in violation of my religious beliefs and arguably in

violation of the 5th Amendment equal protections clause and the 13th Amendment against

slavery, wherein the people must pay to support grants and contracts through taxes by compelled

government force through the 16th Amendment.

13. I do not want people to be enslaved, harm or oppress others or be damned to hell.

So, I may not discuss my legal theory in this case, but know should a collapse occur I have a way

out proposed.

14. Opposing counsel or a US Attorney General may also prevent a controlled

economic crash by going after the foundation before the house is built. They may attack private

and public rules, policies and statutes that allow for the new debt credit system under the 2030

agenda to prevent harm to the United States government and the people.

15. The Courts remain my hope of a hero.

16. Per the attached Exhibit C, the US Supreme Court created a case number for my

PA Appeal, Number 22-7695 Kelly v PA ODC, but it was not placed on the docket yet.
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17. I called the Motions Clerk Danny Bickle. He promptly kindly answered. I

explained the docket was not visible, and asked if I was required to file a motion to assert my 6th

Amendment right to a public proceeding as an accused in a criminal like proceeding.

18. He responded it was a technical issue. I do no need to draft a motion. He assured

me it would be fixed probably in a few hours today. On an aside, I previously asked US

Supreme Court Clerk Robert Meek to please link the application 22A981 for an extension of

time to my petition for Writ of Certiorari in Kelly v PA ODC. So, he is probably

accommodating my request. That may be why the petition is not visible on the US Supreme

Court’s public docket. I was worried it might be due to the fact I disagreed with a number of the

US Supreme Courts I discussed in the petition.

19. I am grateful to talk with staff so I do not needlessly file motions. I believe people

staff make the judicial system more just and fair.

20. I have not drafted my motion for a rehearing on the Third Circuit’s April 20, 2023

Order yet. I have to start now. It is due by or before June 5, 2023, this Monday.

21. It need not be perfect, but it needs to get done. If I do not assert my rights they

are waived.

22. I hope the Third Circuit Court judges do not think I am dumb. I write in haste and

am prejudiced by the voluminous amount of battles I fight. I am grateful for the courts, for the

opportunity to petition, which is not the guarantee of being heard. US Amend I.

23. I am grateful for all of the staff at the Delaware District Court no matter what

happens to me. I am scared and my eyes are tearing up as I draft this.

Thank you for your time.

Respectfully submitted,
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Dated 6/2/23
Meghan M. Kelly
Meghan Kelly, Esquire
34012 Shawnee Drive
Dagsboro, DE 19939
meghankellyesq@yahoo.com
(302) 493-6693, Not acting as a lawyer
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