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IN THE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI 

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

OPINIONS BELOW 

[x] For cases from federal courts: 

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

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[ If is unpublished. 

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

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[X] is unpublished. 

[ ] 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, 
[ ] is unpublished. 

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

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

] is unpublished. 

1. 
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JURISDICTION 

[x] For cases from federal courts: 

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was 4/4/2018 

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

[xi A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: 6/14/2018 , and a copy of the 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix A 

] 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 decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix 

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

appears at Appendix 

[ ] 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 



STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

Case. CR 13-50100. 

District of SOUTH DAKATO, Western Divison. In the Indictment was 

Commercial Sex Trafficking DCD 1.2.2 

A Craigslist advertisement, " abandonment " whether or not a 

" substantial step" has been taken or not. 

Judgment of Acquittal ". 

The jury was told Attempted Commercial Sex Trafficking in the 

Indictment, there was no Attempte in the Indictment. 

The court observed that it could not conclude as a matter of law 

that "Larive" had not taken a Substantial Step toward commercial 

sex trafficking. Tr. Trans. Vol. II at 375. 



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION 

The Government like's to target peoplo with " Disability's ", I 

have a Learning Disability it's "Dyslexia" mental of the mind. 

hack the necessary ability to understand an learn, so win the 

Government puts the Craigslist ad up they were targeting people 

an then implanting in the mind of an innocent person the disposition 

to commit the alleged offense. That is "Entrapment" , they implant 

it in my mind the dispositon to commit a criminal act. 

Then the Appeal Court used 18 U.S.C. §2422, for the word "Entice" 

a minor but there was no minor. In the Indictment Commercial Sex 

Trafficking 18 U.S.C.1591 (a)(1),1591(b)(1) and 1594(a) that was 

a "Completed Crime", that would require a minor but the Government 

"Ms. Collins" said Lexi is not a real human being, So how can they 

use 18 U.S.C. §2422 to say I was "Enticeing a minor, but there was 

no minor. 

An then the Govenment violate my rights, the frist one is my Frist 

Amendment the right to a " Fair Trial " they filed a motion that 

was " Stipulation and Order " to keep the Discovery Materials out 

of my hands. The second one is win the Government "Ms. Collins and 

Judge Jeffrey L. viken" violate my Fourth Amendment at "Trial" at 

the judge;s bench she said that "Midcontinont an Apple Icloud" 

supplied me the contents of the emails information, that violate 

my privacy. She had no warrant to get those emails and then violate 

the warrant they had for the Iphone not emails form the Suppliers' 

An at the Gas Station were is the " SECURITY CAMERAS " information 

it would show I was there but I drove a Diffenent Route , not the 

route they made UP !! 



CONCLUSION 

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Date: 


