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IN THe LSRRG D ormoc or e crpre

SUPREME CoURT 0 F THE UNITED STATES

In Re : Adib Eddie Ramez Makélessi, Pro se- PETiTIon FRRECEIVED 1

~ DEC 10 201
PET\TlON FOR REHEARING IN BANC OFFICE OF THE CLERK

SUPREME COURT, U.S.

COME Now Pro se Petitioner and Submids this PetiHon Fir Rehearing
In Banc . Becavse, 6}/ Jé’n)//'nd the petition on Nov. 4,2019, fA/'S'SUFr(ME
Court has “Endorsed a /‘ﬁscam‘hdf of Justice”, accora’/'nd 1o All
JUSTICES Rulings |

“IF new evidence proves Hat Consttutional Violatons have resufted
in the convictlon of petitioner who is actvally innocent, Svuch that,
A FEDERAL CoURTs REFUSAL To HEAR THE CLAIMS Would BE
A MISCARRIAGE oF JUSTICE’ % quoting ChieF Justice in Hovse at 55¢
and Al TUSTICES in Hovse V.Bell: 547 U.5,518 . at 536-37 £ 556 (1008) and
and in Mc@uigain V. Perkins, 569 0.5.383, at 39/-94 (20133 .

\- ThereFore, Not only the Lower Federal Coorts had Endorsed a
- Miscatriagt oF Justice by ReFusfnd to hear the Clabms , But, the Supreme

Court has also “Endorsed a Miscaciiage of ]'vsfraf”l))l Jt’ny/"nd the
Petition en Nov. 4, 2019 accorana to the Supreme Courls rulfnd. Becavse,

A~ /\Jb* Oﬂ/y new fXCu/[’dfor/ (’W‘/é’nc(’ /DNYC’S that Cpn_f'f/'ﬁ/?l/’unﬂ/
Vislations have resulted in4he conviction of #hic Petitioner Who is Joo%
ac?’w\/// innocent, But also becavse;

3- Pfosfcufor;ConFesseJ Fo JuJ@t Shpz/(/c’}/ Foor Years after Pet/Fioner's
Conviction when they Pard Hhoir Jallhous withess the quJu/fnf/y
Conaﬂa/m/ froMiSP oF lt’m‘em/ n ((/A/‘M 8 /’adf 70F l’z’f/‘fz’an) ﬂm‘f.f

I




8- This Svpreme Coort had also endorsed a Miscatriage of Justhice
Previously in Qols, when denied the Wrth oF Mandamvs with so much more

Mw// discovered £Xcu//oaior}/ evidence /’roV/'nd actval innocence i this
SufrEMf Couvrt N’(). 16~7993, Becavse,

9-This SUfr‘tmt’ Court ruleo’ in Hovse 47‘533,ng7‘\;)// EV/‘a/eme rvst be
considered , 0ld & new . without rcgarJ +o whether 1 watv/n,/)f[mjar/'/}f

be admithed undec roles of admisstbili Y Hhat would gevern at trial ./,JJ U.s.
C. A 82294 )R,

lo- H((orz}}nd Yo All TUSTICES in House, d?nyind this Habeas is a

Mi‘scarriade oF Tustice . See Supreme Court ranG above on First re4e-

I~ DeFense and direct agpesl ﬂ?‘fome}ls are so DEFECTIVE fhey covld

not discover all the neu// discovered evidence fraw’ng Constfvtional

Violaf/onk resulted in He conviction oF s A[?l()ﬂ”)/ innacent Pet/Foner.
see Habeas bereF fages 57 9 .
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