In The

SUPRIME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

 

 

George E. McDermott 




jury trial demanded









in all cases but denied
 





Petitioner


10 – 10236


VS.





case_10-A662

Kenneth J. MACFAYDEN; James J. Loftus

Mariam M. fuchs, Jeff Houston.

 





Respondent’s

petitioner's correction of deficiency notice of October 28 and affidavit in compliance with rule 44 of the rules of the US Supreme Court.

Comes now George McDermott to comply with deficiency notice regarding required affidavit in support of motion for rehearing which was inadvertently left out by pro se petitioner,
 as the court duly noted and in compliance with the court rule. Petition for rehearing was filed timely as court date stamped documents will indicate October 27, 2011 deficiency notice was sent out October 28, 2011 [Att.1]. As the record will show that petitioner has went to extraordinary lengths to obtain records needed to be presented to this court to show that petitioner's request for rehearing was presented in good faith. The rule states.
1
except that a petitioner proceeding in forma pauperis under Rule 39, including an inmate of an institution, shall file the number of copies required for a petition by such a person under Rule 12.2. The petition shall state its grounds briefly and distinctly and shall be served as required by Rule 29. The petition shall be presented together with certification of counsel (or of a party unrepresented by counsel) that it is presented in good faith and not for delay; one copy of the certificate shall bear the signature of counsel (or of a party unrepresented by counsel). A number of copies returned to petitioner. Can be confirmed on the Internet and secret justice.com program.
	360
	Making the record. October 28, 2011 after making filing with US. Court to to supply the court the nine additional copies of motion to reconsider under US Supreme Court rule rule 44 filed October 27
	Watch

	NEW 
359
	Filing a motion to reconsider sham order Of the Court, October third 2011 as the order is not in conformity with the Constitution, judges oath of office as was not signed cannot be authenticated and was issued by the clerk and mail fraud.
	


2.
 Petitioner now, states the record under rule Rule 12.2. The petition shall state its grounds briefly and distinctly and shall be served as required by Rule 29. The petition shall be presented together with certification of counsel (or of a party unrepresented by counsel) that it is presented in good faith and not for delay; one copy of the certificate shall bear the signature of counsel (or of a party unrepresented by counsel). A copy of the certificate shall follow and be attached to each copy of the petition. A petition for rehearing is not subject to oral argument and will not be granted except by a majority of the Court, at the instance of a Justice who concurred in the judgment or decision. That petition was filed in good faith and that this affidavit is made under penalty of perjury and attested to by petitioner as required under 1. Any petition for the rehearing of any judgment or decision of the Court on the merits shall be filed within 25 days after entry of the judgment or decision

3.
Petitioner incorporates by reference. According to court rules the attached brief statement and the motion for reconsideration filed October 27, 2011 returned by the court in their entirety. And as the court take judicial notice as evidence. The documents were filed timely and arguments presented warranting a reconsideration, by this court. See footnote [2] petitioner attested to documents and papers placed before this court are true and correct under penalty of perjury.
Respectfully submitted

George E McDermott


this 12th day of November 2011
Witnessed and Notarized
By___________________________________

With_________________________________

Notary Seal
in the state of___________________________

my commission expires___________________

This ________ day of November 2011
� Rule 44. Rehearing 1. Any petition for the rehearing of any judgment or decision of the Court on the merits shall be filed within 25 days after entry of the judgment or decision, unless the Court or a Justice shortens or extends the time. The petitioner shall file 40 copies of the rehearing petition and shall pay the filing fee prescribed by Rule 38(b), except that a petitioner proceeding in forma pauperis under Rule 39, including an inmate of an institution, shall file the number of copies required for a petition by such a person under Rule 12.2. The petition shall state its grounds briefly and distinctly and shall be served as required by Rule 29. The petition shall be presented together with certification of counsel (or of a party unrepresented by counsel) that it is presented in good faith and not for delay; one copy of the certificate shall bear the signature of counsel (or of a party unrepresented by counsel). A copy of the certificate shall follow and be attached to each copy of the petition. A petition for rehearing is not subject to oral argument and will not be granted except by a majority of the Court, at the instance of a Justice who concurred in the judgment or decision. 





� Affidavits may be written in the first or third person, depending on who drafted the document. If in the first person, the document's component parts are:


a commencement which identifies the affiant; 


the individual averments, almost always numbered as mandated by law, each one making a separate claim; 


a statement of truth[1] generally stating that everything is true, under penalty of perjury, fine, or imprisonment; 


an attestation clause, usually a jurat </wiki/Jurat>, at the end certifying the affiant made oath and the date; and 


signatures of the author and witness.


If an affidavit is notarized or authenticated, it will also include a caption with a venue and title in reference to judicial proceedings. In some cases, an introductory clause, called a preamble, is added attesting that the affiant personally appeared before the authenticating authority.


Indian Law --- Affidavit – Smt. Sudha Devi Vs. M.P. Narayanan – AIR [All India Reporter] 1988 [SC][Supreme Court] Page No. 1381; 1988 Volume No. 3 SCC [Supreme Court Cases] Page No. 366; 1988 PLJR [SC] 78 –Italic text Although an affidavit may be taken as proof of the facts stated therein, the Courts have no jurisdiction to admit evidence by way of affidavit. Affidavit is treated as “Evidence” within the meaning of Section 3 of the Evidence Act. However, it was held by the Supreme Court that an affidavit can be used as an evidence only if the Court so orders for sufficient reasons. Therefore an affidavit cannot ordinarily be used as evidence in absence of specific order of the Court


Affidavits may be written in the first or third person, depending on who drafted the document. If in the first person, the document's component parts are:


a commencement which identifies the affiant; 


the individual averments, almost always numbered as mandated by law, each one making a separate claim; 


a statement of truth[1] generally stating that everything is true, under penalty of perjury, fine, or imprisonment; 


an attestation clause, usually a jurat </wiki/Jurat>, at the end certifying the affiant made oath and the date; and 


signatures of the author and witness.


If an affidavit is notarized or authenticated, it will also include a caption with a venue and title in reference to judicial proceedings. In some cases, an introductory clause, called a preamble, is added attesting that the affiant personally appeared before the authenticating authority.


Indian Law --- Affidavit – Smt. Sudha Devi Vs. M.P. Narayanan – AIR [All India Reporter] 1988 [SC][Supreme Court] Page No. 1381; 1988 Volume No. 3 SCC [Supreme Court Cases] Page No. 366; 1988 PLJR [SC] 78 –Italic text Although an affidavit may be taken as proof of the facts stated therein, the Courts have no jurisdiction to admit evidence by way of affidavit. Affidavit is treated as “Evidence” within the meaning of Section 3 of the Evidence Act. However, it was held by the Supreme Court that an affidavit can be used as an evidence only if the Court so orders for sufficient reasons. Therefore an affidavit cannot ordinarily be used as evidence in absence of specific order of the Court


Affidavits may be written in the first or third person, depending on who drafted the document. If in the first person, the document's component parts are:


a commencement which identifies the affiant; 


the individual averments, almost always numbered as mandated by law, each one making a separate claim; 


a statement of truth[1] generally stating that everything is true, under penalty of perjury, fine, or imprisonment; 


an attestation clause, usually a jurat </wiki/Jurat>, at the end certifying the affiant made oath and the date; and 


signatures of the author and witness.


If an affidavit is notarized or authenticated, it will also include a caption with a venue and title in reference to judicial proceedings. In some cases, an introductory clause, called a preamble, is added attesting that the affiant personally appeared before the authenticating authority.


Indian Law --- Affidavit – Smt. Sudha Devi Vs. M.P. Narayanan – AIR [All India Reporter] 1988 [SC][Supreme Court] Page No. 1381; 1988 Volume No. 3 SCC [Supreme Court Cases] Page No. 366; 1988 PLJR [SC] 78 –Italic text Although an affidavit may be taken as proof of the facts stated therein, the Courts have no jurisdiction to admit evidence by way of affidavit. Affidavit is treated as “Evidence” within the meaning of Section 3 of the Evidence Act. However, it was held by the Supreme Court that an affidavit can be used as an evidence only if the Court so orders for sufficient reasons. Therefore an affidavit cannot ordinarily be used as evidence in absence of specific order of the Court


Affidavits may be written in the first or third person, depending on who drafted the document. If in the first person, the document's component parts are:


a commencement which identifies the affiant; 


the individual averments, almost always numbered as mandated by law, each one making a separate claim; 


a statement of truth[1] generally stating that everything is true, under penalty of perjury, fine, or imprisonment; 


an attestation clause, usually a jurat </wiki/Jurat>, at the end certifying the affiant made oath and the date; and 


signatures of the author and witness.


If an affidavit is notarized or authenticated, it will also include a caption with a venue and title in reference to judicial proceedings. In some cases, an introductory clause, called a preamble, is added attesting that the affiant personally appeared before the authenticating authority.


Indian Law --- Affidavit – Smt. Sudha Devi Vs. M.P. Narayanan – AIR [All India Reporter] 1988 [SC][Supreme Court] Page No. 1381; 1988 Volume No. 3 SCC [Supreme Court Cases] Page No. 366; 1988 PLJR [SC] 78 –Italic text Although an affidavit may be taken as proof of the facts stated therein, the Courts have no jurisdiction to admit evidence by way of affidavit. Affidavit is treated as “Evidence” within the meaning of Section 3 of the Evidence Act. However, it was held by the Supreme Court that an affidavit can be used as an evidence only if the Court so orders for sufficient reasons. Therefore an affidavit cannot ordinarily be used as evidence in absence of specific order of the Court


Affidavits may be written in the first or third person, depending on who drafted the document. If in the first person, the document's component parts are:a commencement which identifies the affiant; the individual averments, almost always numbered as mandated by law, each one making a separate claim; a statement of truth[1] generally stating that everything is true, under penalty of perjury, fine, or imprisonment; an attestation clause, usually a jurat </wiki/Jurat>, at the end certifying the affiant made oath and the date; and signatures of the author and witness. If an affidavit is notarized or authenticated, it will also include a caption with a venue and title in reference to judicial proceedings. In some cases, an introductory clause, called a preamble, is added attesting that the affiant personally appeared before the authenticating authority.Indian Law --- Affidavit – Smt. Sudha Devi Vs. M.P. Narayanan – AIR [All India Reporter] 1988 [SC][Supreme Court] Page No. 1381; 1988 Volume No. 3 SCC [Supreme Court Cases] Page No. 366; 1988 PLJR [SC] 78 –Italic text Although an affidavit may be taken as proof of the facts stated therein, the Courts have no jurisdiction to admit evidence by way of affidavit. Affidavit is treated as “Evidence” within the meaning of Section 3 of the Evidence Act. However, it was held by the Supreme Court that an affidavit can be used as an evidence only if the Court so orders for sufficient reasons. Therefore an affidavit cannot ordinarily be used as evidence in absence of specific order of the Court











PAGE  
1

