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STDTEMeNT of the case
, ffo secution andtvil J Attached transcripts proves fUt trral OiHomty
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He xkhikej fnxsertph. (Tr,

«nte am

Tu|/y? c<7/ispj'n?J in A Scheme 

^'/ ji«j?c4ei race-based Subor
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JeFenJ^nf they Mould in
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U JTel<vnes<? Armffie hid mejalMve years ei]J'(Tr.ll3o)«thdel 
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<)*<“\Av4\nn \o oVycF +o In^FeJ Fact i* tainted Jury and asK For mrstrial Fortke 

WJ Jursr tJU yellej, Finally, trial To Jjt, K,sec, fr.» * JtFeetr* attorney 
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] ou~\, ike di‘5Mfis^| aF fke maI* Jurer $ Jury iWfrvdfo 

>^pl« yanked as <i*Fed~iVe AMornty , ProsecuFfon 5/ Fn'il Tudje science] Jtce fired 

fin +ke records , only it avo/J a Misiri^l JeFtnjAnf Je

As if 4 n Uas nevervme

jfj From Fri'xl counsel •

TTu's e^se is (Muck Mure serfsus ^Mah Suck' V> ^ait/ s ,1er^-use noFonly Me* Ejected 

Face In a5 Suloarn ftc'^ucy oF Ffilse Alll^Aiions aiouF Je FtnJanP befy fn Lebanese 

flfNiy a4 iu/flve yttKU, old Ahc/ as A^chr ishon ' Jt Fenjnni t*Kfnj lebonest hrron'sfs

’ H^iuf a Iso , e\Fhr heal TvJjt FaJ

f^ckJhcojle<ljzJ 4Ka4 fke jTvry IS FainjfcQky ^njerled fVue-based False nll/jal/onTJ^

fjeFenJant ikA Fke "Je Juror tJenhrh/ utas d/scovereJ 

d h fs Jis missal From Fke Jury and Jury 

tier Injected race-based False all^ntron 

turned out, ahj

4o (iiAA^r in 4$ 3 $#(> A.lo\re on

de Feci/Ye aiF ydeceirtorne

aFlec in\res4i^Afi'oA by Frfal JuJj t an
" hJA SiWn/effon " h0f Fo CdnS

Ji'nA Fo attackediiviplfiviJ by fke Jud^t Accor. . as // *
Jfsnofss-ej , An/ Jury msirvcH/n U)AS+('Ansccipisy 4ke Juftff

tfv>e>n+e J as jtfech've attorney dect fired JeFendant by '

Ler, transcripts proves that Turorsj

Fo Fke end oF Me hla/ cohere, 

/ JehheCfiFe ooiFk kkc to. Jorcrs (Tt.I7J.Jl) 

3i) a ttackcd

iaJA5 never
' / u JaSh € r i m

• '^pkta^nffd ia 4ke Juijj 
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^3 Tufoflj

aHA<k«d , ^Kcj J~Jx jurocij deliberate J (Tr.

< J C k a. I nn coere

t sa m e

excused because they CAnnOwere
/736-37-

(3) ''fttVyina on r^ce Fo tnpos^ (a conv-^fi'on^ ftnJ cftWnnl s^citpn injifr^d naf
4^f 4kV JeFtAjAA-f, Wf +ke Law as An insMofMe commonrly */•
fAW / d<t'nocrAWc tdek) rtFUcied iV+Kc fretess oF our courts ** 
&VcK, Id, Af 77l
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~Tf>e a We evidence AnJ athcbej transcripts proves Hot Prosecution, trial 

Counsel $ trial Jvjje cons pi red in a 

because after tlej all [Ac/CjnoiJleJjeJ in He attacked transcripts -Haf He 

jjury (5 tai'ntejtj Ly jTnjfcled face-based Suborn Poise allijfitiodTJ, Hey deceived

dpFfinjAw'f AhJ MtSconduet because ''''He Solution to He problem U th

was never'implemented '' a*J Hey * Relied on injected 

<K Conviction '4 Sanction ; injure J not Just the deFendant, Lot He Law

Jdemocratic ideal reflected

^cTj F Fraud Upon He UiS. CoosVdufidn/e me o

to impose+ke Jury race

iVis-K+tf ffon, He Community a t lar^e 

m ■Hvtf process of cur courts * BuctC , ij, at 77$ ,

as An , an

5>€fious MisccaFCiat(t of Jtfsf/'*? 

Pro\lina +t\A.I Bifs
0 ickJ, sentence J ^imprisoned

UjfOn^lj Con\ra r is
t/ons in Violationsa +aM«<J Jaf\l d> injected face-based Suborn ^Ise

7 ®*® / y.
EcjOaI Protection Clause p denied (>* 

deffcfiVe "Wi'aI AHorney and Prosecution 4 trial Svlyt 

Vi^lAp/ort oF fib y* Amend, Constitution^
i

objected'Vi

dnent by bavinj a Very 

Misconduct in
oF dmen

hJ race ory of He injtcAnd defective +nsAl attorney

•fAl'iltfd Jory \

i> Annever

to

(3) ^ j-j- ujas An err or fo dt 51 x Amendment Claim uikere bem/ A prisoner bi's
clemonsirAfeJ Ineffective assistance dken bis attorney failed 1° object to 
the injtchj t>F race into He trial " RucK, id. at 169

(V) * Racial Clasi Fication are Categorically jjmjpermissible under He Eyuaf 

frot*choA Clause " BvcIC, jj, af. 7$H
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IN THE
Supreme court of the united states

In Rt • ftdib Eddie Ravne-z. Mnfcdess) t ?(o st — PETlTiO DJE R 

RULE ^0-1 ^4Q.y Far ExTRfloRdlrifiRy idrli oF Habeas

Rule £o> 11 This Petition uiU Le in tke aid of ike courts Appellate Jurisdiction tkat exceptional 
Ci'rcorv>5+*wc£5 uiArrAftf fk£ exercise of this courts destfetionary poiuerst because. "t
Rule do. H i Tie Fourth Circuit demeJ Petitioner's motion under SUM to File a second 

Successive ExtraoriinarU elates t and tke Federal District Court denied Rule to(l>X(>) ^
Claiming in opinion tint Petitioner s cnanJ in\ectej race Art not as serious as Buc o. D 
aaJ not Extraordinary, U)ken ike evidence $ tram scripts presented >* “this Petition Prove 
+k*+ hosecotlon, trill counsel y! trial TuJf conspired in a \scT\en,e oF FrA °J Uf>B,\l 

U,s. Constitution , because aFter tkey All fccl(lto>u>/efoej in tie tracer p s 

pury /s-ivifolejiky fin\ec/ej face-UW Suborn ^se rUI/jations], ejf 
Jco^teJ JuJjvct, becAuse tht solution to tke pro^ ^ £ J  ̂y 

ntrtc'i",k^iUs&*IA,i<t ruled be ^lll i^ent And y ^ /
"Rel>ej cl Icfcitl r«e to :«f«e cr.w™/ c,*uMh*„ ^ 

ie^ccrAu ijicl reFkchJ a Hi fro«s< cF cur ccurh Bld£,

t
ceiVeJ defendant

iaJa S

lAn

Owe mcArruje cF 7>Aict , /’"fjtf ft. ^/j„y fiyrhj 
st4en«J A ^prlYmiJ ly in !+*•’ MJh„ ;
S»Wn F*lif 4ItytU'M in VlcUhlFS o f , f ^ ^

/hid defective trio! attorney never o jee- /
Vfiol^f/on of Lit AMin&Mert•

,'niechJ rut

io MioUtion of Buck: y.j^|/37
CxOve yviucArn'M 

S.d. rsi (asrd U
e e>

irof tiedt fu/hj SOftespec
Sept> /AoclJI
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COtiCLUSIO A/

According to 6uc K V, 3)*^ / this Extfe\ordinary U)(It oF Habeas should ieyjfanted•

Respectfully sulMitted,
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