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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

)= The lower Fedecal courts Jefriv&/ this Petitiener of his Coﬂﬁrcssmfml n’gH to one

Full round oF his initial Federal habeas review b y Jismis.f/‘/)d claims oF ineFFechve

trial counsel El/if/muf ConJ#cfina anyv merit Jeferminafiaﬂ,am/ dismissed Rul(&o)
() (¢) by abuse of disccelion in violation of Supreme court ruling that s “Convickion

sbtained Ly‘Racial Fackot'is inFact Ex+mar'JEna.ry 60 B)R) rotion that must

be granted” Buck', 137 5.ct 759 at 778, e pages 45,648

2~ Racist drunk Felal n#omt/ LmaatJ bo Petitioner. that 71 did not aLJecf fo the
inteoduction oF Fravdulent RACIAL e-mall Ccom. Ex.é1) to the Jury that _says‘ you

are Lebanese Arab who taKes Lebanese bercoresks to dinner, and Learnizg to Fly

Plains in 0Klohoma 4o make sure the Jury Convicled your SAND NIGGER
Ass”. ...

.-...-...-.-.--.-.fades‘inS

3- Raclst deuak ah‘orney also LrAMGJ to Petibioner ‘.'“I l'nffnf/bnnl}/ wiﬂ,/,elJ ali

this im/’ez\cl;/nd material Facts becavse it wovld have I'M/’c’a(AC’/ (o) witresses and
c/mnaen/ fhe outcome of the trial . ‘T was never going o Le} a SAND NIGGER
ARAB LiKe you wallkl Free” this is why T didn't subpoena any of your

withesces?

--..-.-.-.--.-.Fadesé¢’7

(i)



LIST OF PARTIES

[Vﬁll parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of

all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

(i)
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF ‘"{H/ME&S

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review.the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

: [i/]/ For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A___ to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; Or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[LA is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 8 to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[¢1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the — court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at : ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or, ’
[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[X For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was MA/I/ LS , 2ol

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[H/A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: __d do./ , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _ C .

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including - (date) on _. (date)
in Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court ;iecided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Sixth Amendment Conctliviional vislations

/

Fourteenth /)mt’na/\mfnf Constitutional Vr‘o/ztf/on_s |



_ STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Ground 1. Proves +hat initial Fedecal habeas Claims | (B) (ix) of ineffective Racist
teial counsel For Fm'/ind to object to Snfrodu‘cﬁon of RACIAL Fravdulent e-mail
as (Com. Ex. €1) atbsched, was dismissed |without conducling any Merifddeminaﬁoa
and Jefr:‘vea’ this Petitioner oF his Congressiznal right to one Full round oF Federal

habeas review and dismissed Rule 60 b)(6) in Violation oF #his Supreme Gurt
ruling in Buck, 137 5.ct at 778, that £ Conviction obtained by Racial Factor is

inFact Exfmaralinar)' 60 (b)) (6) motion #hat must be 8ran+cJ”

AFter Frial ended ) Ractst +eial counsel 5;’455 ed to Petibioner while in He
/)o/a’fnﬂ cell &

W1 did ot ohieck to Me Fravdvlent Racial e-mail Ccom. £x.61)
introduced to the dusy that says *you are Lebanese Arab wio
fakes lebanese terrorists fo dinner + and leacindng fo Fly Plains
in OKlphoma” fo Makle Sure He Jury Conw‘clta/}/wr SAND NIGGER
Ass#®

4

The Front cover oF fhis e-raail says “Please cead it is only furw and half pages
fhe Racist Prosecution introduced § pages, which makes it so Obvious tat they
added 4 va extra pages Fabcteated s Frauduient , Racsalnd Prejudicial material
to the Jucy, and ey made (15) copies For each one oF #e dury fo taKe and

reads in Hhe Jury'5 room and come back when they are done.

“Ol(ey, and T 'm 50;‘})3 to show you whati's Commenwiealth E x. 617
(Tr. March 10,1606, P, i/‘/a)

@« Relying on Race to impose a criminal 5an¢fion‘f’ofsons Public ConFidence’
in #he Judicial process . it thus Enjurcs Not Just the JeFenJanﬂ bot “the Law
as an institvtion, - . . e community atlarge, and the democratic ideal
reFlected in the Process oF our courts” Buck', Id. at 774.



AFter the Jurors returned From reaJina this RACIAL , Fravdulent & frejuJic.’al
e-mail @or.Ex.61). they all were looking af petitionec Like they wanted o Kill him
For the nex! & days of trial , and one of #4e Jurors )/6//&/:

V1 will Kill #his F—ind Arab ?

Trial atforney fotd Petitionec #hat ifs someone From #e bacK of courtroom . when
Fetibioner Knew ifs one of #he Jurars & /)ofﬁ/rd was done about it and swept onder
tHhe rug, and trial Jujdc told coust rfparicr to sheike $hat Feom the recocls.

Then, Ragist Prosecotion made Racial Fravdolent C/os;”nd Ardumen/' to Keep He ducy
PrejuJiceJ and angry that ¢

“He said in hece that he has o fake Lebanese ferrorists 4o

dinner and spends 4300'° on them (Tr. March 15,4006+ F. 1662)

Fetitioner told Racist 4rial a//brne/ 5o many Hiwes that he shouvld okjecf fo His
Fravdulent e-raail (com. £X.61) hecavse he never seen this S pages e-mail and never
wrofe #is Raclal e-mail and nevec said he fakes Lebanese ferrarists 4o dinner,
and never sald he is lear}nind *o-FI/ Plains in OKlshoma as #e Fabricated Racial

& ]’rejudicr‘»l e-mail Say's and in‘i’foz!\)cc! as (corr. Ex.81). Tria) afh:rnty Kepf u/f»@
i7l5 fo late T cannat objed’. |

Petifioners FAM”y are all Christrons l}Vind M the U5+ and Petibiontr has been
messianic Jewish For over 35 years thereFore, (#is IMPosiBLE 1o be close to any

ferrocists without Leinﬁ mucdeced & beheaded oﬁrlbus/y /

Foc this RACIAL s Fabricated & [’rcjud:"u'al e-marl 4o be infrodvced as(comEx £1)
that says Pefifioner is a “Lebanese Arab” ¥ “he #aKes Lebanese ferrorists 4o dianer * &
Vhe is Learning fo Fly plains at oKlohoma” is very fft’JuJic/al s Fravdulent & “Racial
Factor Canv/cﬂonjlaccorjino to u.s. Supreme Court in BucK, id af 773.



Ground X Proves that initial Fedecal habeas Claims 1(B) oF ineFFective Racist trial

counsel was dismissed |without Cona’ucf/'nd any mer/f Jeferminm*/az] and Jefrim/ this
PetiFivner oF his condressiona/ r:'dhf' to one Full round oF Fedecal habeas teview and
dismissed rule 6o (b)(8) in violation oF this Surreme Court ruln'nd in BvcK 137 5. ct.

at 778, that 2V Conviction oblained B)' Racial Factor is inFact EXfMarcI/'nar/ éo(b)e)
mostion that must be gran ted?

AFtec deFendant was convicted of 4 counds murder & sentenced on Masch 14, J00&.
trial a#ornf/ Reed came 1o deFendont s hol&“nd cell heFore he was taken 45 Jail , and
| m#omf/ Reed showed deFendant all the [[nﬂf’eachind evh/cme_ he /"nfmf/maly

withheld Frsm the trial (Pet.7,8,10,13 ¥ 838) attuched . and a#arney Reed LmddeJ s

V1 inde atisnaly withheld all #h1s Impeaching evidence becavse i would
have impeached 1o witnesses and changed the ovicome of the teial,

‘T was never geoing to Let a SAND NIGGER ARAB LiKe you walk Free’
this is why T dida't subpoena any of your withesses”  attorney Reed
braaaecl/ Fhen he walked am/ with his sroelly alcohel breath .

This impeaching evidence (Peb.7,8.14,13 b 888) Froves #hat Petidomer wife Elise did
inFact repocted CDMflainfs of sexval hacassmenls | sexval assavlts B rape to Four witnesses
and #o the Palice alss $01) To Pﬁ/{/m/ogfsf Anne Honter(Pel.7) () Ts 0.5, Navy Captain Pavl
Haws (Pet. 12) /(3) To atfornef Tosephine Clay & Tack Fecebee (Pet. 8) i (4) pel 883 Froves
that the Police received (Peb.) B2 #he videotape and AFFdavit From Elise in the mail
as a Eomﬂainfs oF Sexval hacassments, sexval assavils & rnfg nda/nsf Quincy Brown
who raped B riwrdered Elise s and #he Police Lied and satd no Hey neves received any
Camf/a/n}.f Frorm Elise. See also (Peh | € 2) athached. This /s w/:/ Pef 1 B4 were not

albwed at eial s becavse teial covnsel withheld Pet. 852 proving He Police received
fed 1 82 & Lied about not receiving any complaints Feom Elise.



fburing the frial + while 10 witnesses Committed perjury that ¢

“Evise never CDM/’/ﬁi/lfJ oF sexval harassments?, Tr, 195,333, 354-53,
3641376 ,384-83139) 436, HE3-6Y -

Defendant Kept asi_(({nd trlal aH’ame}/ so many times to infroduce the impeaching
material Facks which /’revious m‘/‘om(’}/ Miller /)Aa/ slmwea/ Df’ﬁ’nJan‘f ﬂ,e}/ kaJ F} anJ +2
imeAch all Ip witnesses, above, who committed ferjury/ Racist counsel Kef‘f [/V/'nd

4hat there are no /'mﬂeaci)/nd evidence #o /‘n?‘roJua‘“anJ :‘mf&ach the above witnesses.

Even when Pebitioner was )m“na Jem‘eo! to 1‘65‘!’!?}1 about Elise Ma/f Comf/abﬂ‘s oF
sexwal harassments € rape L)I trial Juc{de who Ef’acihcal}l asked Foc Phis /mpead/nd '

material Facfg . When af}omc/v Reed ruade Peditioner a lias fo f/\e'{Jufy By inftnf/ana)y
wi#:/m/a’f/{j all this imffaclu’»ﬂ mafsrinl Eacts (Pet 7,8, 12,12 £ 888) even when He JuJac asked?

Trial IquEg ‘tSAP (Elise) alle t’a/// MﬂJf comPlalnls oF rape, we haven #
bad any evidence fo Show #hat she rmud it 7 (Tr. 1432)

ﬁﬁarney Reed & Peosecution., both, did not disclose #his evidence o the JUJ&E when he had
sriciFical)/ asKed them Foc this evidence . OAV/oUJ/y Proving Consfimcy !

Petitioner was in'l'enffmal/ derﬁeJ eFFective Cross-examination L}/ RACIST trial
m‘hrne/,@ “uhich wouiol bLe consttutional violation ofF He FIRST-MAGNITUDE and

ne amouvnt oF want oF /’rejw’:“ce_ would core it U.S. V. Cronic . id, at €59.

U.S. V. Cronic, 446 0.5, 648 at ¢59 (1954)
@ “Similacly ) iF counsel enficely Falles to subiect the prosecution’s case fo meaning Ful
adversacial festing, Hen there has been a denial of Sixth Amendment n’ghfs that makés

Fhe adversa ry Process itselF Presumptively vnrellable. no speciFic shswing oF preivdice
Was requireJ in Davis V. AlasKa , 515 U.S. 308, af 318 (974) becavse Petitioner had

been Vdenied the rigH oF effective cross-examination’ which ‘wovid be Consttvtional
Viclation ofF the FIRST-MAGNITUDE and ne amount oF Sl)owin(? oF want oF
I’rejua/:'ge would cure (F# 1d at 318 .




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

ﬂccorclu'na to U«SaSUPfCMC Court in BucK V. Davis 137 5-CH 759 at 7758 (2017)

“Conviction obtained Ey RACIAL Fackor is inFact Ex{raoranary o (b) (¢)
~Motion that must be 8ran+_ee1 v BucK, 1d. at 778 .

‘Both. Racist +ctal a/f‘orne)/ and Racish Peosecution Consf?rec/ and i’nfroaldcez/
& RACIAL Feavdvlent /’reJuJ(‘ciai e-mall to the Jury 4¢ Ccoms Ex.£)atteched that

says Pettioner is ¢
\'\\ ,/@ .
Lebanese Acab % and
“he talles Lebanese tesrorisks o dinnec” and

“He is Learning how to Fly Plains at oNlehoma”

AFter the Jurors tetvened From reaéa’nd ‘f’;l’SIRﬁClﬂl@Fvaditn‘)’ frcjm)fda/

e-mall , ﬁle)/ all were loo/(/nd at Petlboner LiKe He Y wanted +o I hir For He
)/e//eo’ !

next ¢ days oF teial, and one of the Jurors
,. L"@

N1 will Kill His F-ing Ara
- Then. Racist pProsecution rrade Racial closing argument 4o Vee/) fhe Jury

/’reJ'uJiceu' and aﬁdr/; that ¢
° Hc Sat‘J in lcre ﬂm* he lms "a fake lelantsc /crrorisfs fo J/hm‘:’f

and Sfem/s' K£300°¢ on Fhem ” ( Tri Miacch 15,2006, P 7E€L)

See more on page 4 €5 Grovmd 1

® ‘\Bely/'nd on Race to impose a criminal sanction foisans fublic wnﬁz/ence'l
in the Judicial process, it thus |injures Not dust the deFendant], but ‘#e Law
as an institvtion’s . . . He community at Large s and the democraire ideal

reFlected in Hhe Processes oF our Courts? Buck ', 1d. at 775.



No.

INTHE
SUPREME COURT oF THE UNITED STATES

In Ret Adib Ramez Makidessi, frose - PETITIONER

Rule 0.1 and 20.4 For EXJTM'(A\'Y)MV writ oF Habeas
Rule 20.1 & This pehfion will be inthe aid oF He (A{Jff:f appellate Jurisdiction #hat

€xce/°fianal ciccomstances wacrant the exercise of this courts Jiscre’rianary powers
because At/(’?l/afe relieF cannot be obtained in any other Foem or From any other court,

hecavse ¢

Rule 20.4 ¢ The Lower Federal courts deprived #his pefitioner oF his initial Federal habeas
review by J?smissiha Claims 1(B) oF ineFFective trial counsel Em'ﬂmuf Cona’ucﬁnd any

merit Jev‘erminda‘aa and dismissed Rele 66 (8)(e) and abused disceetion in Violation o
Supreme Court ruling in BucK v. Davis, 137 S-Cf. 759 at 778 (aor7) ¢ * Conviction obtained

by RACIAL Factor is inFact ExrtmarJinary 60 (b)) protion Hhat must ledranfe:/ ”ﬂg_l(,m‘ﬂ&.

When drunk Racist eial attorney Araddec’ to petiticner in the Ap/Jind cell affer the

Frial ended, that &

“ 1 did not objecf‘ 1s the Feavdulent Racist e-rall Ccom.Ex.e0) introduced ta
the dury that Says ‘you are Lebanese Arab who fakes Lebanese fertorists

fo dinner 1 and Learning #o Fly Plains at OKlohoma’ fo make sure He
Jur)l ConvicfeJ)’aur JAND ‘NIGGER Ass*

ﬂccorJlZd fo #his Konsrable Supreme Court ruh’ndi N This Conviction obtained é/ Racial
Factoc is inFact EX\LraorJinz\r)/ weit Hhat must be gr»mfedl’ BucK, at 778.

Respectfolly submitted

MW Joly 13, 2021

_ B'b Ramez riakdesss, #8791 ¢



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Ad’b Ramez MAI(gessi

Date: Juﬁ)l 1§ , o]




