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Assaulting a Federal Officer : 
Under 18 U.S.C. § 111, it is a federal crime to forcibly assault, resist, oppose, impede, intimidate, or interfere with a federal officer or employee who is performing official duties.
Simple assault - up to 1 year in federal prison. 
Assault involving physical contact or intent to commit another felony - up to 8 years.
Assault with a deadly or dangerous weapon or causing bodily injury - up to 20 years
This statute applies to anyone protected under 18 U.S.C. § 1114, which includes federal law enforcement agents, federal employees, and certain contractors.
 Who Has Jurisdiction to Investigate?
Federal Jurisdiction:
Because assaulting a federal officer is a federal crime, the federal government has primary jurisdiction. 
Typically, the investigation is handled by: The agency whose officer was assaulted (e.g., FBI, DEA, ATF, DHS). 
The FBI, which often has lead investigative authority for crimes against federal officers.
The U.S. Attorney’s Office, which prosecutes the case in federal court. Federal jurisdiction applies regardless of where the assault occurs—public street, private property, or state-controlled area—because the offense is against the federal government.
State Jurisdiction:
States own assault statutes, including enhanced penalties for assaulting law enforcement officers. So the state where the incident occurred also has jurisdiction because: 
The assault is a state crime, the conduct occurred within the state’s territorial boundaries. This creates dual sovereignty both governments can prosecute the same conduct without violating double jeopardy. 
In practice, Federal authorities usually take the lead when the victim is a federal officer. States may decline to prosecute if the federal case is strong. Sometimes both prosecute, especially if the conduct violates distinct state laws (e.g., weapons charges, resisting arrest, or local property damage). H


How It Usually Plays Out:
Here’s the typical sequence: Local police respond if they are closest to the scene. Once it’s clear a federal officer is the victim, federal authorities are notified. The FBI or the officer’s agency opens a federal investigation. The U.S. Attorney’s Office decides on federal charges under § 111. The state prosecutor may file parallel charges or defer to the federal case.
Summary Table:
	Issue
	Federal Authority
	State Authority

	Crime Defined
	18 U.S.C. § 111
	State assault statutes

	Primary Jurisdiction
	Yes—because the victim is a federal officer
	Yes—because the conduct occurred in the state

	Investigators
	FBI, federal agency involved
	Local police, state investigators

	Prosecution
	U.S. Attorney in federal court
	District/County Attorney in state court

	Can both prosecute?
	Yes (dual sovereignty)
	Yes
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Dual Sovereignty & State Power to Prosecute Federal Officers
The dual sovereignty doctrine says that the state and federal governments are separate sovereigns, each with its own set of laws and interests. Because of that, both can prosecute the same act without violating the Double Jeopardy Clause.
This doctrine is well‑established in cases like Bartkus v. Illinois and reaffirmed in Gamble v. United States.
Can a State Prosecute a Federal Officer for Violating Civil Rights?
Yes if the officer’s conduct violates state criminal law.
A federal officer is not immune from state prosecution simply because they work for the federal government. Under dual sovereignty: 
The federal government can prosecute under federal civil rights statutes (e.g., 18 U.S.C. § 242).The state can prosecute under its own criminal laws (e.g., assault, homicide, misconduct, false imprisonment).
The key is that the state must be enforcing its own laws, not federal law.
Limits on State Prosecution of Federal Officers
There are constraints:
1. Supremacy Clause Immunity
A federal officer may be immune from state prosecution  if: They were acting within the scope of their federal authority, and Their actions were necessary and proper to carry out federal duties. 
This is known as Supremacy Clause immunity. It protects officers performing legitimate federal functions—not those acting unlawfully or abusing authority.
Federal officers can remove a state criminal case to federal court under 28 U.S.C. § 1442. This does not stop the prosecution-it just changes the venue. 
Why States Often Don’t Prosecute
Even though states can prosecute, they often defer to the U.S. Attorney because: Federal civil rights statutes are specifically designed for these cases. Federal prosecutors have more experience with civil rights enforcement. Political or practical considerations may discourage state-level charges.
Summary Table
	Issue
	Federal Government
	State Government

	Can prosecute the same act?
	Yes
	Yes

	Legal basis
	Federal civil rights laws
	State criminal laws

	Double jeopardy bar?
	No (dual sovereignty)
	No (dual sovereignty)

	Immunity issues?
	N/A
	Must consider Supremacy Clause

	Typical practice
	Often leads civil rights cases
	Sometimes defers, but retains authority


Bottom Line
A state absolutely has the right to prosecute a federal officer who violates a citizen’s rights—as long as the conduct violates state law. The U.S. Attorney’s involvement does not block state prosecution, and both can proceed independently under the dual sovereignty doctrine.
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