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LIST OF PARTIES

[vf^All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] 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:
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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

[«^For cases from federal courts:

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

to

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[ »dis unpublished.

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

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix___
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to the petition and is
; or,

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

\yf For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
April 3-Qtq.

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

was

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
, and a copy of theAppeals on the following date:___________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)

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

Pe4t4ibftec \\s> seeKuA^ Jona-V revneuJ under Rule \SL.i|

[ ] 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____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date) in

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

a.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
United Co/vsIAudiaA Ar-Hcde. Al syA>secV\aa tX.

UrtM-ecL S\o\cS C£>A£-j-j4-u4iga F^ocVH Ar/ieod kvi€a4- 
Uni-t-ed S4a4es ConsViVudion Fi'-fdh A meaclm€Ci4
U a t4ed S4a4eS> CoAS>4i-Vtori SlYdh A^vend iY\€n4- 

U0l4ed Scales CortsF-Mjan £(‘fth4h A«iendm«A4 
Un(4fid S+a4€.S CoAS+i-ra+icn Tea4h Fmendwea4-
UOiied S4a4es ConsA4a4toa Fa->H-h4ee-n-VK AmeadmenF

5 OS.C. 331 q 

9-8 USC. 453 

98 U,S.C 995 5

3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On. July <0.7, <3.000, Petitioner uuas at Joey breeders
Residence. uJhen UJest Virginia. State Police. Offioecs 

executed Cl search UJact-ajfv-p on oir. Breedens 

residence; Officer Brian Bean at gunpoint handcuffed 

e mower and 4ooK hinn outside \r\ the bacKyard o? 

mr. Breeden s residence and conducted a search ot 

His Person and Upon completion ot search tound 

Petitioner's Xdentitication, upon -finding -the X>D.
OPPicer Brian Bean then escorted Petitioner to 

d COditmg Sffate Police Crusiec and Placed h\m 

iodide and "tools Wmn -to the- COest Virginia 

State Police Staff
UJas Pioverprinted and Photographed, and 

driven bacff +o the residence 

Utdh anything at all.

off o? route C\. bJhere heon
UJOS

uiithovcV being charged

Xlfie Uest Virginia State Police Eastern Panhandle
Drug and Violent Crime tnsktWe conducted a 

State investigation P 

C>t Petitioners indictment 

'1, 3-000. bJ ithoat th

Oune I44<t -\-o the retrom Orn
Dec 5, 3-ooo; and Dec 

e appropria+e aid, par-Ktlp^;
Or Sapervision anvf federal Uw enforccmtnV 

agen+ on a<jeacv, ne\4Wer was -IWe a Joinl Federal 

<xrvd S'Vrrle. asKVoretc vJi-Wn a(s ft(_) Speical a^eriF

ion

M.



in Charge, in peddoner's case. There is fto Federal 

Compiaiad (criminal), nor Sdade Comp \a\ ad (criminal) 

-Piled in pedilioner'c Case by OeidVver 3dade nor federal 

\ Clu) enforce, mend* see ftpp-erdix X . £cah OvWvoa 

O-P dWe Uiesd Virginia Sd-ade Police opded do Soughd 

& Federal md icd me ad bed ore a Federal Grand 

Jury Dec 5, idooo wnVkouid Hie aid, ParVic\pad\ 

Supervision od Federal law eadoroemend mdecacVioa. 

Scodi Dill ion before, dWe Federal grandeur ys by ujay 

■ Od Omission where he -faded do disclose dliad he 

UJaS nod indeed a Federal lauj endoc reave ad aejend,*
dur-ihermore rOrD iUioa be dor e -VVie FeOeraA grarvl 

0urM admired +V\a4 he, oncers, and"Pgecds" od 

dhad daskd&rce Conducted an invesdigadion. dor dWe 

las4 Several years, see Plpp-eodiy _JL_. ,P^ 3 (ScoW 

Dillion-s Grand Jury Testimony Dec 5 , c^Oqc). Where 

page S5% od (Ylr, OiUion grand dory desVunony, he 

l$> dSked a qu-efcdion od houo many years w&s his 

ifi\f€$t\gadio<v? Mr. DiUiofl sdtded dhad we a~cduaA\y 

Guarded dhe inv-esdigaVian lafid Dune od 

Opposed do dhe ias+ sevieral years on pa$e3. od 4-he^
<grand gory des-Vimony he gave, see
Pedilioner was mdieded ^ron IPdO +o Dec 5,
UKlVl no Superceding \ctdicdn\ead od signididtnce,,
Reddioner \S nod mervdvoa in PhUged cocn\pcacy urdil

on, or

On

Qpp-eadvtf.

g^ooo

5.



Iroopec TDill\on uu&s never cross - depuPizjed pursoartV 

or an\( ahner sYaPuPe a\W<e, &PP"C 5 O.StC. S"siq
Pe-V4ione<- -Vnal ftpr\| 3>>l 
bJdS esPablislved 

■———» OvWioa

9-co\a Trooper D’lWiort 

a,s a. Case ac^en-F op PVhs
■s Xr t a l TeS'Vl morvy -

Case, See

Trooper DiUioas Supervisor Fred UJd^ooer Xria\
Wimcay U>Were he sW4-e<k 4W\ We fe reSp0ns\bVe -Por

"^V\£. SasPerri VanViardle Oreo^ aodX/voleaP Or\me
~Vasl<-?orce druoj irivesF<jnPioas bn PV\e s^vm eas-Ver a

mos+ CounPies 'in FV\e Van ha rile oP UJesP \hVa\niq, 

See Appendix -fe—.. Fred OJao^oaerS A-rlaA FesPimony ,
^housing PWP Pbe B<2sPern Panhandle druoj andl 

Vialerp Crime PtfsFPcrce GperaPed and mutsViqaPed 

UjVHooud PFeaid, P^opaPion, or ass\sVaace oS- 

Federal laui en^orcemea-P ur\p PVieCr agencies 

jdirecPly mv/oWed in PeP\P(oners cas-eXn vvo\aVion. op PFe 

SWver ViaFer DocPrine" tMhaxe a\\ sPaPe a a\ned 

evidence \c inadmissible a\- pePCVioners 

Pte Federal \au) enPocce menP are ivwioVed, p)ue Po 

YYlr, Di 11 ion and Phe 5PaPe 4 as Ivfdrce Vailing p-o
Charge pePipioner in Phe 6Pape cP ICesP V ircjima 

SPaPe \eveltbu.F bypass SPaPe re^mremenPs 

CMd Procedures as required b\( PV\e SPaPe op UOesP 

Virginia in 1/idldPion op PWe Separation. cp Pouoer^ 

<docPr\n€ undl€<- Phe V04-K amend mervp ^ee "Bond \/t 
it UniPed SPaPes* uJVure Phis s-laPe acPor sooa^h-V-
5ge EtKinS y, UniPed SPnPes 3C4, o.S. 3o6

Silver PlaPfer Dodrine 'enjerruied bv PhiS CoorP-
1 ' ' b.

\

r\a\ UoV\ere

on



TecJerai Pcoseco-kon, do be. used ns a 03e<xpcsn. acjadvsd 

Pedidoner dbiad Vtaladed his Hdd, 5dW, (edd, IH-VK 

dmend meads no^ds, Thus, 4k e dUsdricd courV Inched 

Subject- mazier ^ocisdicdioo p<jr soand do dlcVicle U\
Subserdioa 9- 10 Were 4lr\e -federal eoucds sub^'ecd-w»aM-er
^ucisdltcdiort IS Cc-eaded -- and tivmVed -— \oy Article \U
(HAcl 4~edecA.l Sda4ude5;» acfion Q§- dhe pOtrdies 

Conner sub^ecd"-Anode r ^urtsdicdioc upon a -federal 

dS Olr* Dillton V\<xS done, ordinary pcmp\p\es od 

Con^end, OJaWec^ and CS4oppe\ do Acid app\y„ 4
•federal Cour+ has a mdependnnf oblt^a-Uon do 

Ids Subjecd-Yvi<Mdec jurisdicdi
lack cd sobjccd~ rnaHec ^oriSchcdion csc\ ids. Qo^<\
modion" because Subbed- maker UmudaWs We 

t fisd i4u-|iaHaJ indeces^-S* 4Wey dlu&b b-e policed by "Vine. Cour4s
ad dVve Kva^Viesd leveP

o-d Xr-elardj Ld-d. v. Corn o&c^ rue
des BauxVdes de G-amee. M50 US. &<H4 L£d
Sid H<\a, \oa ^cv doqq fma\ kuhragas ft tv x/.
rOaradhon Oil co.. £36 US. 5lH, 5*3, W3 L-.ed ad IGO,
l\q s.ok \s63 (mo).

Thus, Oo Ocd 9-3, cion. Peddioner dilrd uoi4in eyWibi-i-s 

Od dhe record a a% O.S.C. 5-3-56 in dhe Und-ed 

Sdadcs <diS dried Coord in fftardlns buc<j ( U) es-f 

ViV^miq, (case number <^Wea) ^in-cv-l^, 3^n~cv-\aq

Can

assess

and \d uj’dl Vaise a.on

on 44iier OOJA mibiaWe euen 

^ee Tosurance C Qr~D.

;! J.



dlonj oji-i-h case number
3»o o — cr— 4*4 - Qj kyi (j- ^

Pe-U+iontr raised W(M} ^roonds in Viis aass «

°"“S: &“d l«W «W-
+h^le^°nid,^'0a dU€ 4° ^ W-

nA+/ divert was a FadaL deseed 
Wbere -Hie indicd rwenf uoas '
N 4-raud, and Perjured ^ "

artainal 3:oo-cP~-57-|£,(&mG. 

frpperidny Q

Ground 4. p (̂O^r IS AcWlly, FacWlly, and 

Procedoraily mnocenV. due do 4V\c &acp 

HO lMv4cd S4a4es Federal \ OVjj 

6?n£orC'&irA'em4 acjen4 nor aacocy 

(XCCusecl Vlrni d P ede.ro. \ cnc nwe
a<^ams4 4lne (Jn'ded c> babes by ujay of
4-ederal criminal Co/v\plaW4/ nor 

S^eK\n^ <^n Ireci-eiral incUc4nn-eft.4 b<e4oce 
&A 4edera4 o^and jury Dec 5, 9^noo^
Dec 7; <^£><30, cohere. 4he dlis4nc4 cooc4 

Lacked sobjecd -mccHtf JoeWdicV 

vndic4-no. 3\oo-c&-^7 /3'00-cg-4^
ion over

Ground 3„
Pe44Wr is Severely Su^naq from a. 
bundawmbc 1 tfMisatrn^e a£ dosVice £oc 

4-K« lasd \7 y^rs Where hie I3 iUeg^Uy 

<&Act unjuslly \ndic4edj Fried/ Convicbed,
4fid. Sentenced 4o <3f\ <^re<^ic>us Li4e 

Seo-bence7 Where K-e \s ac4uc4ly/ 
Facially, And procedorally ivtnocenb, ?or 

4W Ia$4 17 years o-§ hi's Cruel And 

Dviusud mcaroeraPion.

a.



Ground M. Ped\4 loner \*4 4W Amend mend riodds Wove been 

£(^C€o\^oo.sl^ v/ibladed by dWe_ aedioas of a 

bmdepudi-zed bJesd V uro^nla Sdade poUcewen 

Sco-H DlUion OJbona SooaWV na Federal 
mdicdiriend before an peered Grand fury 

O-ecembec 5, 9-000. a^ailisd pe-Udioaec, 

UM-ere ht opded 4o ty p*SS 4We sda-Ve. of- OJesd 

ViVainiCf dodiclal proceedings wudWoud 

(Xudnor iza-UoA pomvVrxr\v^ '(Jaided Sdades 

Federal law enfo roe mend

0i"“'‘ 2S~~,
U)V\eoe

federal aaend ^ ^v€" .
Federal Grand u^cy*before a

On ducj 5-3 and 513, 9oi^>. VWagis4ra.de judge TYumble \ssoed 

bli$» repord and reconameadadion A Wad p>eW4ioner$ Q9S5 be 

droi-ed and dismissed ojilWoud prejudice due do lack of
dodWori-zadi'on from 4he Four4W CircuVk tpriorincj and -fading do
Address pe4idioner& Ardicle Ul sobjecd-wader jur weted’ 
do dV\e dis4ncd Coord. See lAppendiy

Cball edgeion
C

on Oe-t- 7 aoig. TMUi -VileJ his response 4o 4Vve
c iG mI ^ P°ln4i,13 “^•'-^4- VKe &x*+ reWd 4o
Sa4ts?y ikelf 4W- dHicle 111 sobjed~rvi^r \wh<MM
peoven ^dev,s4ed in p^HVioner's <a« ab mrtfo. b«*
moved +n p^ on4Ke merHs, 4buS, mvoK.V^ typrfW.UI oVkd^'on,

Oodicially decreeing gorTsdied ion/ and £U\ymg upon S-kdiAdory
permission appeach. or 4Weory > uJhlcW <x\V V\n\ip Weerv Gmdeirnned
by 4VlfS Courd. see Jdis+rlcf Coorl doc no. 1<15G in AaSe A0.3i00-c&
- Sl-GMCF

loner

on u-jo-s

1<>•



On OcJr It,, *M«. Uk (jus-fi-icf Cour+ 

Report and adopted 4h-e nv^\sW4e's.

. ' ;. 0 ' r€acihn3 +ht Men+s a? his 

hypo^e^cal jorisdHi 

"g juris did-ion, dniUelym
Approach of 4h
^WiS Cgoc4.

<£if~s4 and mvoki
30udi o ally

3 s>4a4oYory perm\ss\on 
eory, all (juiruch have been Condemned by

See S4eel co. V. Ci-hz-ens for ab^r £rw4-
/

-qs, mo LEd «3d fro, IV^r S,Cb l003(WvgJ.
onen V. Guard inn Li-Pe Xns. r,n. o4 Rmj si l US. 

375"! 377 fialnes v. byrd, S3i O.S* (wo).

ion,decree 0

533 U.S. 83, aq
3-
KoKK

~TVl€ di$4nc4 couc4 reposed 4o ad Were 4o [\s 

obUgadioos and du4y under Ar-Vicle IU subsection 

9-R US.C. HS3 and Sa4is?y I4sel4 4ha4 Article IU sub^cc4- 

ma4kc jurisdiction ojos proven and eWs+ed in peU-Vioners 

Ca^e ab ini+io. see Lujan y, De-Feoder<; at UttUlilg 

b'nM US. S55-<5SG-(<>{ s.c4. 0^a); S4eel m. Tasumnce 

Corpv Ruhr^dSj Supra.

On Oc4 <3.L,&0\£, petitioner tiled notice at flp^eah 

On Hov 3-1, 3-01*8. in ASepaca-le motion 4a 4he Appellate
Cour-f prior 4o tiling His informal brie-f, he -Piled an 

emergency motion challenmna 4he Appellate's Court subject- 

^VtUcc jurisdic4 ion pursuant 4o Article III In his case 

ab initio 3 100-Ce-S7/S;oo-c^-^K before lb ruled 

on. his in-Formal briet in appellate case no. \&-l33-My^ 

1^-735-6, since 4h-e district eour4 traded 4o do so. 

Appellate Coor4 docked no. 6.

2. and

5"ee;
ID.



On Dec IM, ac»8. pe+i+.Wer faed hi informal bcie*
n -vine bourbn circuub Coor-V a? nppeals.

On April q, aoiq, +he FouH-h Circuif in a unpublished 

Opinion disnnbied pe+i+ioners appeals wHKod-ftndina 

4-hat 4he dis4nc4 ecurb CommiWeA fnani-fesb ^
Cons4i4a4mna/ error to hen \\ -faded bo sabisby Use\-f 

4ha4 sobj-eeb- iftiaHtr jonsdicAion was proven and 

•€yts4ed in his CQSe ab intAio pursoarvA bo Qi4ic\e IU 

Serbian £L "The Appel labe OoorA- in ibs unpublished 

opinion 4S Well reWd and Sailed 4o S<a4is-Cy Usetf 

bo4h on pebVkoners challenge. 4o 4he Goorb on 4he 

Separa.4e emergency naobion nnd in -bhe iv\formal 

brie4 ibsel-p, as Well as on iAS OLOO inibiaVu/e, 

Where bo4h dlisA-ric4- and appellabe Coor+s bailed 

in Policing 4henn selves on bheir ouon InUiaAwe, 4hus,
invoking u hypobhcYkco\ juriedicA-ioo, dodicially 

reei’ng ^orvsdicAlon, and 3* Rei\/tn^ upon Ahe 

Sb-a4a4ory permission approach or bheory in 

VioU+ion o4- Several o-P Abus Gourds decisions aVl

dec

4-o and in PeAiA-ioA-ersirelevanb Mel Con4 rolling 

Oer4ioraruy The aebions by bo4h disAricb and Fbucbh 

Ci'rcuib courts in 4Wis Case. Cousbibabes an Gtc4 

Olbra VineS* because 4he Courbs had no power 4o 

hear Pebibioneir Gase Wibhowb sabisbyinc^ btaemseWes 

0b ftrbicie III subjeeb-maM-er ^'^diobioo-tirsb 

be-Pore passioq on 4he WienAs oP his Case.. Xetelnre +he?ndic4(y«n+ in &c^cs<.-57/6‘1 ^ Void.

U i*



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

:Xn (Accordance u)th rale io.(a) andfc) Any other this 

Coords deems appropriate to <jcant OOciV 0? Certiorari, 

Petitioner states that both the district and appellate 

Courts in this case hns e^regiously departed tram the 

accepted and usual Course ot ^Judicial proceedings 

that 4he courts ret used, ignored, evaded and tailed 

to address and sadtVfYed itselt ot Peti4\bner£
Clear challenges 4o +V\e Courts subject-madder 

juris die 4ion under Article U\ subsection oL ~TKus, 
ifWokmg hypothetical Jurisdiction, Judicially decreeing 

Jurisdiction, and Relying a A. Statutory 'Permission approach 

or theory U)hich all are in Violation And direct ContWct
OJidlo dials Courts relevant decisions concerning VVus 

■Qyact \SSUC» UJhere id is clear that 4he Fourth
bias sanction Such departure by ev/adCng ids obligations 

and dudy under Q-% OS,C. M52> und Sadisdy 'Vceld dhat 

Subject - neater iumdcctioa u>as proven and eyisded in 

PeUWr case db ^V-Ka. WU«re+W« flppeUate court- 

fic+ions or deacon CortS-KWUd An acd- ai+ra Vires wKen

id pass on dhe merits od Pet tamer
its ouon initiative dWd juriediedion urns proved

“The Appellate roord-s decision
him do a Statutory

Circuit

Case ujithfiut Satisfy

itselt on
and existed ab imdio.
denying Petitioners Appeal and holding 

COR requirement under dine ACDPQ cuas m Clear ercoe 

UJ here Qppclla.de Courts require meats Lucre ignored, tViat 

porsuand do <Ardicle m subject -mater Jurisdiction 
reauire meads And U.S.C. M53 ^lcW mandates +w€
CourHoSaM, ^Sel£ iobjecd-mciMcr juri^aio^

l&.



■Pirs4' before

j-P f\o+y 4-1nen ftc-h'de Ul 
'Uu^ion.

^ u Cou^ r«^fmed 4-Vve prmap\e 4Wa| subjeef- 

-ma+kr is a «ec«^rv M ; d
by a -federal Coorf • U. LTI T dedlsi
Cons+;4u+,cnal ele^JJ t^.
in r^eol' i « juns«fc4-ion Are ar) essenVval
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CONCLUSION

Cour+ him CerWriW< be^e ^ ^ hod das in Cour4-.
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

iVUtkuzJ) PadA

Lv Q-Oiq.Date:
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