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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

[/ﬁ‘or cases from federal courts:

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

X reported at _CA R NO.: 1 7~341.3 ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished. ’

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

<] reported at D.S.D.(3: lle=Cv-0Z00 ~RALY o,
[ 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[ 1 is unpublished.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,
[ 1 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[ ] is unpublished.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 i ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[1/( For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was December 1§, A017

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

DA A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of

Appeals on the following date: December 1, 3017 | and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix __ A ..

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted

to and including December1a,3017  (date) on Degember 1o AG17  (date)
in Application No. 17 A a4L3 .

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

[ 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

[ 1 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

The Appropriation Ack oF march 3, 1893, 37 Stat. L3,

85 U.S.C. sec. 1 75 (States);

4%th Cong., ad Sess., Ik Cong . Rec .a34 (1¥%5);

nN.S.const. art. vx,Sec.aj

W.S.C.A. Corsk.art.1,8%,cl.3 i

Ark . I oF the 1¥LZ Tork LaramieTresdy - 15 Stak. 035 I

ACtofEb.2a 1821, ch. g0, § 4,35 Stet. LTk (emphasi'zirg)
S D Corst.ark. XXIT; id., ark. XX VI § 12.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

O DECEMBER 18, 3003, SoUTH DAKSTA HIGHWAY PATROL TROCER

ERIC PAXTON RERSRTED HE WAS HEADING WESTBOUND ON STHOUX AVENLES MNEXT
7O THE FERERAL BUTLINNG WHENM HE NOTIED A YEHICLE DRIVING ERRATICALY
TOWARD MY DIRECTTOM, T NGTIOED A BLACK GMC PoksP TRuck DRIVING T
OVER THE CURE AND HE;@:M; INTOTHE. LINITED STATES FoST OFFICE BACK CRRZAR.
TARKING LOT. PURSUANT TO THE GENERAL CRITES AcT Also Kuouwn AS THE
FEDERAL ENCLAVES CRIMES ACT ENCLAVE LAWS WERE. ENACTED BY CONGRESS
TO GOVERN ACTIVITIES OM FEDERAL ENCLAVES ; SUCH AS NATIDUAL TARKS FEpERAL
Butiomics ) U.S. FRoSTOFRICES | PRISONS; MIITTARY TNSTALLATIZNE, AMD TNDTIN
RESERVATIONS . " THERE TS NO QUESTIDN Bur THAT 12 1.S.c. § 13 wouln

AL cus FEDERAL. BISROEMENT OF THE. LocAl. CROINANGE. AGATNST R4 BLIT INTOX -

TCATIEN TVO LVED T THIS CASE . Id . Qo5 F.ad st 1353.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

BECASE THE DESCRIPTIONED REFSRT AND LOCATION OF EVIDENGE.
OF THE IncrTIT /OFFEVSE LoCATION, LUAS AT Q35 SouTh PERRE STREST I
THE REAR PARKING LOT OF THE PELERAL BUTLDING AND LINTTED STATES TosST
OFFrcE T PIERRE  SoUTH DAKTTA, . THIS MATER WAS FLRELY A TEDERAL
SUBIET JURISTICTION MATER , I OTHER WORDS ; THE ASSTIMTLATIVE
CRamMES AcT (ACA), 18 1.S.C. § 13, TRAVSTORMS ALL STATE CRINES IO
FPEDERAL CRIVWES ITF THEY ARE NOT FEDERAL CRIMES ALREADY . THE LINTTED
STATES COURT OF APTEAIS FORTHE EXTGHTH CIRCLITT AND THE LS RNOTFED
STAIES DISTRICT OF SoOUTH DAKSTA DISTRICT COURT SHoul D BE VACATED

TEVERSED AMD REMANMDED IOR ARRESTIRG OF THE. JUDGMERLTT «



WIHEREAS,; PLAINTI ~ PETTITIONER - APPELLANT MAKESS A PRIMA

FACTE CASE Onl FEDERAL SUBIECT- MATER ~ JURTS DICTIDN -

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

A/.”/n w. D/ llon

Date: /- /alazd/g




