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| QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1= Abtached transcriphs proves that trral Tudae ¢ Prosecytion E‘_C@”"”/F‘{j?/ fhat the
EU(\I is +A;N\J_‘ L\/ E-vx'\\edeé toce-based Subprn False alligations|in Violations oF
Equal Protectton Clavse, and fhe Foderal District covet dented Rute 60 (6XE) by
Cla?mh\O s not Exfraorjfmxn/ --------- IR PA3c /

oL Attached 'franscr}.o}s proves Hat afler teial dudge E\'c@now/e?/ju/ M;‘scon(ﬂ/cf Ly
'}Afﬁ"»‘n& the Jv(ﬂ with [/:rchfeJ race- Laseo’ False “”’J‘d"‘”’q He Jw{jf offceich JchnJMf
in o scheme bo avord a mistrral, becavse he ™ never ,-Mf/gm,gn}e(//,(e solutron 1o

the problewn wrth fhe Jury Y s he 5},\}30/ Jo woidd - - - < - - -Pa,dg.s

¥ b ‘
3- Evidence % +r1,mscrfpfs proves that teial aHomey, Prosecotion X 1rial Tu{}f‘ Rf_th on
anction ,.ind'urfn rot Just the Jt’fznjanﬂ

Jtlemacmf’fc /J&\' ch/uffJ
e -.fade 6

=

i":;ffc*éé cace Yo imfose a criminal con-v/zf/on 755

Lot the Law as an institution, - the c&mmmﬁy M‘-’lAUf, an

in the process of our cogrts” BucK, idoat, 778 < - -

; frral el

b Ew’Jence ¢’ 4#&\6/1&/ ’/Mnscf/p?ls proves Seriovs m/;carr:‘;uf’ oF Justice Lly e {O;/M ’
n vicli”

f(Owa"'(on sfff/‘/\) JGJ 14 Cons)oirfJ w;'ﬁ Jel/lm«/e M/stoncluc)" Ly Wre (jy con /

. _ Suborn
Se'nhnu’no ¢ mprisonfs pet broner L\/ Em‘n‘}fJ Jury and nuuhé fact LAsfc’L/ e
False a“ioath"ﬂ Violatrons of E7w\’ Protfection Clavse -~ -~ ' f’ﬂ(jes ,

ﬂna’ Fhis Petitepner Co\nna}d{;} his a’l\y in court

?\use , Can T JH' my Jay 'n (uurf-
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IN THE
SUPREME CouRT OF THE VNITED STATES

PETITION FoR WRIT oF HABEARS

Petthonac respectfolly prays that a well of Habeas issve becase the Lower
Fedecal Courts reFused to issve avthocizalion For habeas and reFuseJ an
Exfraora'fm\r/ Rule AD(LB(K) in Violatton oF this UiS. Supreme Court

fvlfn6 ‘n Buck V. Davis, 137 s.ct 759 (2017)

OPINIONS BELOW

D/FD( Cases From Fftjefn} (an"Sg

Of/m’on of the Unthed sttes court of Appcals  appears af APPendix A
deaving 82244

Y—"J/ j$ Unfuls//'s}\ez/

OPinton oF fhe United stabes disteret covrt afpears at ///’/"MJ»'X B to
the Petition and is

= unpublished



JURISDICTION

UA™ For Cases Feom Fedecal Covets ¢

The date on which the Unlted Stabes CourF of Apgeals decided ry case

was

LY WNo feiftion For (‘t’kpmr/na was Himelv F//é’a/ In My case.

Tl &4 ‘HM&/}/ Petition For fé‘/)c’ar/nd Was denied A/ Uniped Shtes toort oF
Appeals on fhe Fol/owfnd dute , and a2 copy of He
srder a/fm//'nd rc’/»ii/\(/‘nd A,"fﬁ’ar.s at ﬁ/”f‘fna/ix
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

E?UA] Peotection Clavse ([onvth&SeJmuJ by Hasaded Jury %/h‘jczRJ r,ue)

é“ 76 /‘/M Ar"lén(JMEn'} For (ow\fle}c D\M\ul oF frial affornf’)/ VlﬂlWﬂOhJUf}'
67 B P e Jment For Prosecytion P70l JU!{)" deliberate Mrscondvet



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The evidence ang atached h%mcrlrv‘s proves that teial l.\Horney Prosecution and

Fora war’ conSPJ‘rt’J in & Scheme and Fcﬂnow/f’lbﬂcla’)%af“ﬁ\f@ry P 'fm‘n}e;]]

by Edrchlj tace-based Suborn False A/IUA}/D,,;] lust bo avoid a mistiial, when Frial
‘-‘Uadt “never iMlemenﬂ’J the solutran to #he probler with e Jury 7 as Hey decerved
deFenfant that ‘H\ey would .in the attach ed /ranscr/‘lpf,s. (. /‘/45-27)49%«0(&/.

ln\ected race-based Suborn False alligations s
— )

"\\bf&"ld'\j', He /s a native of lelAnor(lD/' (Tr. 40) attached )
&= “DeFendant retyrned to Leloz»\non@n(ne months aFfer rray of 19% ’(Tr.ll35)4/}ar£f¢/
3~ Y DeFendant Was in [L_CLNM!SE ﬁ{my:ﬁ},? +oid meE{f twelve years o/::’]’(nllzo)aﬂultc!
H-"0ne parent was Syclan and one wss lebanese "(Tr. i139) athacked
5-° beﬁhlan} 5a|‘:j, he was born in leLo\non(?B-e/fU} ’/(Tr. ), aHacked
b6 SHe satd in here that he has fo fake ‘?elane;e’c)/-efron‘nq%o dinner ane

Spends H300°°° on them ”(77‘ 146.2) attsched

AFtes Prosecvtion witness Nancy Perry’s Suboen yerd'ufy E?»decfec/ race-based F}fsj
a‘\féA"'l'D‘(\‘S] ilV\ #3 aLoVG ; one Mll/@ J\)ro{ \/(’//f@/ E?X Jayq ‘lfFOff +fl'AI CﬁILIU 2d o

N T will Kill this Lebanese Yecrorist?

'DEFE‘L'HYE a“"f‘orney (quseJ 4o OL:)EC} ¢’ Snfa, ho 6n€ Knows who }/t’//f’al

AFter MaKdess;’s continved (omf/al'n/'l()j with deFective trial attorney For Four o’ﬁ\y5
demanding +o object to injected race ¥ tatated Jury and asK For mistrial For fAe’L
Yainted durer Who ye//eg/, F;'n.«//y, frial Tul{jt’ | Peosecutron 8 JeFective :}/}orncé‘)wt‘nj
on te recocks and Ec@howlﬂ,JGeJ@’rka'f the Ef—ury is /'A/’n/f;]] Ly En(jfth’ race-base

¢

Subscn False a”l'oah‘onq and trial Jodae sard on Hhe records &

' ® . y
N The solybion Fo e froblem with #he Juty will ke mr,ofemen/t’:j
(Tr‘ /‘/oz.!-‘27) AHAJ\E'J

(D SThe state AcKhowleJJeJ [as it must], that introducin [Fme or eﬁmm‘}ﬂu
evidence of criminality can prejudice a deFendant? BucK ,1d. at 777

y



As ittuened out, the dismissal oF the male durer ¢ Jury ‘nstroetron was never
n‘mplewev\\-ec! as deFeckive mh‘ornfy,Prosecuf,‘Dy, £ Frial Iw{,)f schemed G deceived

- on the Tecocds , only o mvo:’J a mistrial deFendant thmmjf.(! From Trial counsel.

This case is much more sectous than Buck V. Davis, becavse not only ﬁ{e'ryzd’ea’

face has suborn P”:)Wy oF False A///{jaf/'bn! about JeFendant being 1o Lebanese
Army at twelve Years old and as a‘christion ';’JgFenJam‘ 1‘4/(0»(7 Lebanese Ferrorists
Yo dinner in #3 F#6 above on paye ‘/,@Lu%nlm, aFler teral Todge had

[t eK]nowtedged that dhe[Tury is tainted] by [ojected race-based False alliations],
deFective A'H‘orney Jece,‘yeJ@Jchmfgnf that the male duror /'Jenff;‘y was discovered
aFtes fnvesh‘oa‘r(on Ly *r,f;gl Jde'e and his dismissal From the Juey and JUT}/
insttuckion “not o consider injected race-based False alligatton 7 as
iMFNMMHJ LY the Jquﬂ,.. . as it furnea( ovt, AhJ A[[ﬂrc//'nd Fo atpached
+(M56(i‘>]‘s, the male Juror was never drsmissed | and Jury fn stevellan was
never (wplemented as deFechive attorney decerved deFendant by saying i was
implemented i ke Jquf's charmber, frmscrff}s proves that Es Turors | were
picked (e, 99) attached, and /'Ae)/ shyec/ the same 1o the end oF Hhe trial where
E Tufof;j were excused becavse Hey cannot delibernte with the 12 Tutors (Tri7ud)
atacked  and EZ J\;m(:] Je)fLerMeJ (7r. 1736-37-38) attached

@ “Re\\,in on race Yo impose (a ccnvfc}vfon) and ceiminal sanction tniored not
Just JeFev\Jawd', bul the Law as an inshidution, -~ FHe comnunf'}y at
Lag 3 m\J dermocratic ideal rtFled‘fA in the precess ofF our courts?

Buek, 14, at 778



TThe above evidence and athached Jfrmscri‘pfs proves that Frosecution, trial

Counsel ¢ teial TVJdﬁ Consrirt’J in a E(—lﬂeme oF FrAuA Updn the u.s. (Msﬂfuf/‘dn/
becavse aFter ﬂey all ECK]nowle({Jm} in He affaz/\ec/"fmn;cr/pf: Hhat the

@ 4
E’fy i3 ”’Ai‘nJreﬂ L\/ [ijwamleJ rac£~LAseJ Svborn False a//{ja f/pn‘s], # ey c/t’ce:w:J
®¢® ,
APFEV\AAV\]I G\hA CDMM{H’EJ M\'Scowjud'/ LG(AU.Se, e Solutian fo Fhe /nrgA/eM with

the J\)f\/ Was \n?vir,i'mrlfmen_{'e’c] 7 and va)/ > Relred on /'nJez/'c’J race To impose
& cCiminal conviction ¥ sanction ,'/'hJureJ nof Just the deFendont, bot the Law

as an instidytion, --. He Commufv_/fy at lan, and democratic ideal reflected

fn the Process of our courts 7 59_6_/{,10,» at 778,

Sefious M/sca(r»‘a(je of Justice
Proving That this petitroner is wro;zj/}/ ('onV/'cffJ,senf‘en(!’A/%'ﬂ’v"f"””"e"/
by a tatated oty v /nd'egig:f race-based subocn Fals? A//i‘jamns in Violalions
of Equal Protection Clavse ¢ dented ¢ Amendment by lmv/U a very
deFective teial aHorney and Prosecution o trial Jv{Jf misconduct 1
Violatton of 4th ¢ 147k pmend, Constitution .

And deFective trial Ahlafnfy\‘nt’l/&’f oédafef/fv 4ny oF the inJ'(c}n/ race or
fo tainted Yory v

@ it was an excor bo deny a prisoner his si /?men/menf Claim where he
demonstrated ineFFectye assistance When his ah‘omey Falled o oéjec/ to
the in&-tchd’ 6 F vace into the trial 7 BucK , 14, af 759

@ ~ Racial clasiFicabion ave (afeJor,'caHy [i_m]fefmiss;’“c’ under The Efua/
Protection Clavse # BUCK, id. at. 784



REASONS FoR GRANTING THE PETITION

The above evidence 79 aH’na/\eJ +F‘AV\SC(;'T°"S proves Hat dcial coonsel, Prosecution
and tral 'Xué@f E‘tcﬂnouiijoeJ Fhat the B\;(\/ is tamnfed Ly Ejf:hﬁ) rac-e-LaseJ Svborn
: l
False a\lf\sa*foh;] and c‘elfLerm‘ef)/ Fatled to !mplemenf He solytion to the Problem

/ ly Y Reli
with +he Jury as the Judge roled he wevld, becavse ﬁ;en/JehLemfe)/ Relied

Ce o f Hho
. N Ur’n nofijf
on face impose a crirminal conviction fsanch’an, yuring

! fla
of instit f1 .- He (ommdn//'y A
de em}m«", Lut Hhe Law as an instituTion, .

gt’, ﬂnc/

democcatic (deal ceFlected in the process of our courts.

‘10 “{’L + +'.l w /‘? an‘fntfd ¢/”"7P1/‘jﬂl7e " a
V’n A Ye i ONET I’S 10i(j>‘y Conl/l‘L L/I ‘/ /

‘ ! , ¢ {?[ r’: I A ei ”l F f 1S I'ﬂ ‘/a;.
"\in*ﬂtl U(\/ I on I "] -s 4 e s 5 orn Alse A//{jﬂ /'0/) I Vlo /0”5

ofF Eqwd Protection Clavse . Buck ,1d, af. 784

Fa

o ho,/ race or
fnol deFective trial counsel never DL‘}H*&J fo any of Mf "U: o
o +m‘n+eJ J\H’?/ in Violatren oF 41k ﬁméno/Mc’nTL (0,,57,/(;%/M, en)//ld

' K, 14, at 759
eFfective ceunsel af trial , “(“’fJ'J to BucK 4
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IN THE
SUPREME COURT oF THE UNITED STATES

In Re ¢ adib Eddie Ramez Makdessi . Pro se = PETITIONER

RULE 20.1 ¥ 40.Y For EXTRAORDINARY Writ of Habeas

Rule 0.1 1 This Pelitton will he in the aid oF the couvrts appellsfe Jorisdickion that exceptional
Citcomstances wacrant the exercise oF #his courts Jescretionan pewers, becavse §
Rule 20. 4 ¢ The Fovrth - Cireult Jented Petitioner’s riotivn vnder §124% 4o File a second and

Successiye EHmoch'nary Clatms, and fhe Fs;,/eml Distriet court denied Rule colb)e) L)' |
Claiming in opinion that Potitionery many injected race are not as sefious as Buck V. Davis,
and nof Extraordinar , wWhen He evidence ﬁanscm‘Ffs rrasenfeJ i this Petitian Froves
That P\"’s"‘UﬂDn,*’rl’;\l Covnsel ¥ trial ,Tu@é cOnSfireJ in a Ec‘ﬂé’mf‘ oF Fravd vpoa fhe

V.S, Constitytion becavse aFter /—“V all Ec?]mw/eé;el in He fmn:cr/pfs ﬂaﬁf :;(OZQ,,C[;,J
[jury is ’l“"‘J’ez] I"‘/ Eﬁec}ecﬁ cace-based Suborn False alll af,,,,,ﬂ,ﬂf;;;/"j:;"ms
and cormmiHel Miscor\Jucf, ngwusg\ﬂ,e solution fo the praUem Wi H\H\ f Ji,[,};emlc/,
\helffflt'mrlemenfeJl’As frial JUJJE ruled he will "Mfleme"f' and e/ . ,/ );
‘\'Rdie,} on in‘ecftzl race to imfase this ceiminal Conviclion S/SAncri/’or;,zrl);/l: "{:d :
Just Hhis JeFehJan-f/ Vot He Law as an insttetion, - - :,(e com/;w:; }//A77;J , a4
democrstie ideal reFlected in the process of 007 courts”? Buck,1d:a .

GCAVC Miscastiage oF 3‘{,5-“‘& , fmw;d Hm}.ﬂis fff/f/'oi;ffn.l:‘:}o;gz-[::‘::j?//

sentenced ¥ /'Mpr;spneJ L}/ An [&cﬂnw/e df,f hlnhdfu;)// » C‘}Mﬁ |

Suborn False alliqatrons in Violaltisns oF Equal Fro fff j‘Ze rMan ""?/ﬁuh(fm“
And deFective triul ah‘arng/ pever 05j84ff</ fo any b ] any

tn \fislsHon oF 47 AMvénJMt’n’"» ) ‘ ’ Davi .
Grave Miscm’ﬁ;"*oe oF Yugkice in Violatron oF BucK V.Davis, /37

S.ch. 759 (2017) |

Respec Foolly svbrt /'/e/
Sef}' 43102044

ﬁ,,//[ Edfre Rumez MaKe Sossi #NETHE



CONCLUSION

ﬂrcorn’;‘nd to BucK V. Davis., this EXfMaranar}l welt oF Habeas 5/wu/J6t’6fanf€c/.

Respec +Fuﬂ)/ submftted,
ANKG .

' Date _ 9-o23-202




