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whether an inchoate and wnparticulorized suspicion oy hunch ofa supervised

release. violah on communicated From one officer to the seavching officer,
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Jo seandn oo supevvised releasee’s home 7
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Whether reasonable 5u5,p/‘oianl, under He %a?%t/f't«/ of e circumstances, appevach,

ONee fwmeaﬁ/ can be neqe fed, w’f/'aﬁza{, oy Ais ,pe//ea/ based on a. Probation

Officert auwoveness of intervening eivcumstances and information Hiat

calise the Suﬁlpl'cfon to be nuilifred?
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IN THE

SUPRENE COURT OF THE UMNITED S TATES

FeriTioN FoR WRIT oF CERTIoRARI..

?@Mmﬁ% Avnold D. Hollond, TF, ;pyaéced/hﬁ pro 5e/'r-é5,p_eofﬁd/j Ipréic}{g f'//af a
wint of corhorari issue Jo review the judgment e,

OPNIoNS _BELow

The opinion of He Uns fed 57&7"@5 lourvd ﬂf/f,;;p&z/sv@y fﬁe é"/_gveé% Corewit |
appesrs et /4/)12%:[/;( A fothe ,pe/ﬁ fion. ond 15 .un,pu/a//iséec/,,

The opinign of +he b/m%ee/ States Distvict Count-for-Hhe Novthevn Distriet of Gergia,

as o Pd/v‘rmers Mppon #/Keafnm/\%rﬁm appears af Appand/,r B 1o %e pe#:fm« _

and 15 btnpub/u/;eg/

The ophion of e é/méﬁ{ Stetes Distict (v e ﬂ/ar%%n D/S/‘mfmc bromia.,as

Fo P&fr/‘lﬂh%ﬁ Motion %oéuppress wppears w/’ /}ppend//r C1 7‘0 v%e,pa‘/ﬁm

and 14 un published .

The. Finel re/,po/#and vecommeidation of He i’”ﬂjfﬁﬁ’ﬂ/@vj’udjﬁ 1n the lfnifed 5tates

D/ﬁfhc*/’ Cowrt for He /I/M[;&rn p/éﬁ/&fof Gea;;q}al as o Petrtronen’s Mptiom fp‘ﬁ'u,p/ya 'S

and Ewéfavﬁb’ﬁ/ /kdm/ﬁ appears at _/_F/j?/pead?,? Catp %e,lpf///ﬁay\ andis aa‘pfab&séd.




JURISDICTION

The date on which Hhe United Stafes Count of /%p,peaxfs v He Eleventt,
Civowrt decided my case was Novembor 7, 3033,

ﬂe o s ,JLW/f//cyL/m s riwofied vndev A8 UY.5C § 1254 (1)

A/a lp&f/ 'ﬁm 74»/ V%ecw/ng/ was /ww//j f//eﬁ/ /h /nj{ case , See .5Lg/pyem& Qu-vf
Bule 133 ( 5@#;)75, _#y#’, e %‘Z/aj ,,pe/wod of Hime a#weﬂy‘rg ofv)lcdjmem‘) .

/'rwma/mj/j(/, 7%*,//757‘@/// f /Pﬂéllﬁﬂn 14/ whi 7‘ of CW}/WM/' /5 [/uepn oy é@éye

R)/érwv? 5 “”: 2024, ancl has beewy oelivered t‘olpr 1500 afferals Fo

A '//»Jq o sard date .




CoNsTITUTIONAL PROVISION TANVOLVED

« The Fourhh A'vnen&mm‘f"fo the Constitution OF Hhe United States 'P‘rov ides

“the wﬁh‘l' of the peeple to be secure in their persens , houses papers

and €)F(2eo+5/, aﬁame{' wiveasonable searches ond seizuyes SHALL

NOT be violeked ... U.G, (onst. amend IV

< A worvant|ess x@yck &a?mbmtfoner)s vesidence. b3 Proba+/on officers

does not pass constituhional muster Where i} 1's unveasonable or

otherwise not based on 4 reasonable Suspicion " that the probationer

15 Violahing the conditions of his probation .

« Tn ma,KinS the Fowrdh Amendment a_ss@%m%t it 15 1m lpevm"\ Ve that

the fcts bejudgeol aﬁut‘ns‘i' an obiective standavd @ would the Jacts

available o the officer “atthe moment” of the seizuve oy the scasch

wWavvent a man &F reasmeble caution 1n He belef Hat the ackion feken

was appro pria fe 7




Statement of he Tssue

Even under a I/Dﬁ/lé/«Of’ﬂm*ar&umsﬁmceslaM/II/S/S cndfor the collective

/ﬁwu)/edqu@ ’ dooﬁ’fh@ (fedlow officer rule) , the combmation ofa 5up&rw'5eof veleasee's

Sex offense h/lsﬁr\z:’f ensl s resolved fechnical violehoms, (occurving duving an
) & 4

o'ngma'/ ferm of Su;,oei"//smn), wu,p/eg/ with Jaw enfovcement agent’s independent

Cﬁibev%l'p /hV%ﬁj)aﬁm of wploade] 1mages 1o Ins%ajmm acconnt and He fimited

commumication with Hhe Probation OfFicer, (occurning during o meally imposed subsequent
7 - ~J 7 7 7

Jevm of ZupA wBion), reporting Hhaf the supervused releasee 15 poss, bly wploading the
#— = 1 7 T I
Jmages, as his phone number 15 |is fed and mew/q presenf on an asscciated qu/e,

Wun/' — without more cam'bam#an SucA evidence 15 not orly, wocfu//q

méuﬁ%/mf éwf Mm"wﬂ?% 7‘0 an /h&/woﬁ/ angd un pﬂrl/ﬁcw/ak/wcf 5u5pm/ay\ m//mnc/; .

Tndeed, such civeumstonces owe fop 5,pecu«/a%/ e, Wéef/lwwmﬁmez// ov wWhen wewj

tndvidual /_r:{ foform a lpwy{vcu levized and oéjeoﬁVe basis ﬁy5u5/pe¢ﬁhq feqa |
WYmﬂdmhg , /"/(IY&WMQ such fenuouis infrmation cles NOT wise to the fevel of

5}766/7‘\!& and avirculable 7‘;-&/3/. whith | Jatken bj&%w with rationel infevences fiom

Fhose 7‘210/3,, }’msamb%/ warvant o Full -blown rummaqing Seaich of a supevvised

yeleasee’s home ; lsok g fov ewvidence 5F a 5upwwsed rdease violation .

/4’66ﬂVﬂf/V’q/af e &//574’/57‘ cowrts dewal of He Motron 4o 5uppress wias

O/eayh/ evroneons and must be VACATED, 45 Yhe */0-/a/nly af’%e crveumslanes

did W% esteblish the belief Hhat a violwhion was oceurving a,% Fhe fime ofthe

Searth .




Statement of Hhe Case

o Cu,rren‘f Case B&CK@VOMO(
On J:woqu 4, 20!‘] UG Probotm OFﬁze/Kg i m;umhm with GB/ Aq&n?'& conducted & rummiding

Worvantless, search a%%e Howe of Arnold D. #sllend (; hemna;%r/ﬁllmd ) to defevinine whether

he was i tompliance wrth his Supervsed Release cordvions offer they @llech ve/j suvmised that Hrere

wos a Yeasona/b/eﬁuélp/am # bedreve Hollpnd wins possessing mz/lewed cc/{p/wes/ actessing HeJnfeinel”
wiatappiww |, pnd possesing cecually grenfed matenal, inoluding evohc 1inages of mingy males on Tnshagros.
77 7 7 ) v N o <

Frobaton 0fcers found asd sesved $puud i) w\a??va»/ee? cell ,phﬂnes/, whle an Agem" mitervieadd Hohland

JuMnj e seerch. The cerzed td{p)nme.s Jed foa. Fetrtonto Rewo e 5uferv13661 Release ond.an Arrect uprast

Sled oy Jz»num:o! Is 3014, (later amended o Mo I 30/‘7)/, ih Coiminel Action Neambew 1:03-c-334, The

tilond phoves alo cortned evdeate vsed b the oriqmal, fourteen (14) new chaiges bought sgoinst
tollerd and filed om Ockober 8, 3019 in Crmmad Avion Numbey |:19-cK-399.

On Novesmber A6, 3009, a;plpom/'e;{_ é%oujA }he;ﬂ); covnse] moved fo5u,p,press the evidonce obfrined From

e soaich and seczure . Gunsel mmpeiéafé/ o/éa//enﬁezz/ e seanch on He 58/7&%/ Meazq Hhot-Hevo wes

110 reasonohle sus picm because e -p/t{fgieﬂ' Thstaqrem 1mages didnot vise4oHhe Jew/ MM:H‘;vrnoﬁmfﬁyor
sexally ovieerkd wafenisl . Bettor qualified counse] would have #nov‘v'ca//j ool competently It gofed, instead

e wel/-defined /ejaf/;pnncll'p/e 20l more mevifovions oy Hial HMuwers, collect: vely, Jacked s lpeuﬁo oad

euledle fucts fefzﬁdm g Cm’r‘mlf, upvi sed vefease V)o/ﬂ-ﬁm/ Which Joken /vﬁe-/har writh vetional inferences

om e abserceof oo foncts, conld not have warrearded Hhe eardh, On Decumber 19, 2019 hearing ves

he//d,, whove OFfcer Praky and AjenfB@Am Festified . Bn'&ﬁng Followed He W/dezf/ta«fzj /lwmg .

On Meadhy 26, 3030, e ﬂﬂagfshv‘a 1ssued his Final /fgpov/’awd Recommendeation. %e;;'udge agreed’ whol lj

with thefaotws crfed withm She 5&V&rnmmﬁ br;ef/ determined Hhat He /O/a/fvz,y—oﬁﬂle—o'mums/mces set

Ovth %@fe/h esfobhshed & reasonable sus picion Hhat Lollpnd had violeted Hhe ferms of his Sspervied Release,

208 Yeammended DENYINGthe Wotion 405upprass On /f'faqi 3030, fll lend filedd 0b bjechims fo fe footusl anclusioms

Jnvhe Vepvﬂ‘ 8 having /nwrreo#q blorved the 4acts w/we Fhe #uts provdedd by Fhe mv&mmen%ﬁwﬂ W,D/@-/ﬂ{q

Ye- ijeé‘ Hhe shkd bosis apon which e Offcer 5us'pecﬁ;f Hotland had violeted. Ondune /l, 3030, the

S ot ot ovorvided Hollands o\bj,ec/msl, aaélp}ao( He Ke’pwfmf Reammediaton and DENED Hhe Motion 4o

.5!&'{7’9)’6% o He et same qrounds as cifed 1 the ﬁffrﬁ’ - Yedammb/asus’pmm widloyfhe. {aﬁlf{y !

Sr




On June 35 2030 1 a prese motron_prepared by Bollond | effer hen -apponted counsels

bunﬁ/;h\zj of e 5u,p,pres5/m /kdnnj l:ewme,‘_a'plpa«renﬁ Wllend moved for substidehon of his
/eﬁwl Va,pmsem/znlwe based on counsels inetbectrveness, Shi ra'presenﬁa’ by Hhat affprneq on July 10 2010,

tud inan 1vveconcilable amfliet Hollond prepevecd angd mailed enother pro se motion fothe couit
7 7 Y [4

1h which he. sought addihomal fime o bile o Mpthon fov Reconsidovation of #he chistrict cowsts

June U, 2020 Order dengmq e counscled mohon o suppress,

On Jw/f,( 14 2020 tn He m dst of Hollands prose requests and bs pursust of justiee, the ‘?o»/wme:f

lelﬁﬁc//j piled a_First Superseding Tndiehment d vesheally increasing the numbey of chusges that

Mollend faced From -Fwﬁ%ew(l‘f) +o ﬂ;wij( (30) counts 1 Crmnal Achion N, 1:19-¢R-399. On

Jw}c}{ 30, 3030, Yo iland prose Mehon Jo substitute covnsel] was gmk’c/, /Vm’ub'@ af e hearing the

nmﬁlsh%& J""dj"’ ’pﬂm‘zf wovds 55( 9/;,%13 Hhat s HOVJW has a/w/uﬁ/j noéEﬂr/nj enthe ?m,/n‘j of

Ve;pyesen%m” Wts‘t’z/'/wfl provided. ﬂie,v/udge, contrnded bjf Mﬂg Hat all he was dpmg was def’ermm/nj

Hat Wpllend had “Shown gwa” cause " that he needed a New lawgev, when Hollend m’qum/ s to He ‘é,o,x_!

musej He udge snformed Hollend fhat fhe gped cause was Hiaf Hollend bad an ivvewnalleble differeace.

W'#‘ ["5 /M/;/@V bam{ on u//w/f %//M/{ ’pwf in /1/'5 /‘7'0140/) 7’05&455%}@.} Wr/’/: ﬂéjo/u/?/{l’{ no Pr&wéuglq w;—ffzn _

o1 ovefly exprossed objechons bom then-euasel. Titosestngly, Hollend bud put m s pobom wnchs puted

Lpots regerdimathe deficinges rn counsels qualidy of vepvesentotion .
LV 4 ) 7 7 7
/\/o %w:#;sﬁwwhﬁ the Maﬁlsﬁaﬁ Judgf/é mu’p//m/j regmdmﬁ fvmer counsed s ooy c’;ua/M,y of represenfution,

Hhat was provided o bollend a’u/rlhf} the pwogeedings uptothis pont, on July 3/, 2630 anew atorneq wes
1 7 J— 7 7 7 <

appointed. Wew’/y apponted counsel /MM(ZI’I&M{ began efectively vepreseating Holland, Affer reviewina He
7 7 17 ~ hd 4 4 Py ~

J;;aVWj and ﬁmn'/mrfu@ hevself with the case, covnsel met wihh thllead who dewanded Hhak 0. Motren for

/?e(//‘n%‘é# on é‘eﬁ/ed:, _as fﬁe 0//'5/7/# UM had c/emec{ Aé//ancfé eavher pw se .mém:ks Ion

Bf} June 27, 2031, new{(j aﬂ»mfec[ connsel Liledd o Motion o Reansideor and Reopen Fre Evidence on

Hhilends Meton o Suppress with Exhibifs . On June 39 A3l a Stadus conference was held 4o discuss

DHe 'péndmﬁ Aloton o Reams iderction, 2)Pea N’e?‘)l'l‘mllms/ avd 3)the shtus of fhe cese. The 5oVemmazf

Was gviered o ﬁeﬁ’pc'n&( o the Mohon fo Reamsidevation Hough e Lot Iﬂl?"’ﬂ//{lj wasy pYPpMa:f v‘va’euj it

s und was aloed Fme o file M?gpé{ A 'bV/‘?zﬁrﬁ was concluded bﬂ /h‘juﬁ ‘7/ 0!,

6




5’!@0%6: 5/1717 0) aéfjls /a/wl on Oclober 3,302 instesd of being ot alf

Ly mes Veowltj o covrect a /e\f;T ol ov factual evior, wheve Hhat evver wias made c{es/ah‘e a

cAear ,presm-/zz%an of fhe issue by Mf;., Wé{ seek :‘nj recm.smfmv‘fm) the distvict covrt
clenied Hollends counseled Moton v Reamsidesation. The wurt held, aning ofhes

3me’s, that o’ motion fov veamsideration 16 ot an o ppovun 1ty fo present the covrt
7 4 ~d 7

wrth mfyumehfs a/}’lﬂd‘f’y heavd and i gmrs;&[j ov$0 repackage familar m:qumenfs fo

fest whether the. covut will chasge ifs mind. ” The cowrt bﬂ;s'zaz//j{ toncluded Hat the

/b@ummﬁ’ raised 4:31 toilend exhibited “o fundemental mi'sum/lwsfwﬁdmj ofthe ﬁﬁ/:iq

ofHhe civeumstances, The cowrd ‘/ﬁm/j Shood 531 13 &/ea/r{c;[ evroneous and 1 rvational

ﬁoldinj Hhat wrs Caw?lllefrj Jo Sw’pyeme Covrf IpVece.dence, Hhatstles cousts mest weigh

crreumstanes oy and against yeasomable suspicion. See Distvict of Colambia v,

W%bjl;_ 138 5.ct. 577,, 199 L.ed 2d 453 (2013 corert must weigh cveums fances for and

/s .
afamsf' reasonable Swspieion ) ﬂé Covr ¥ 0Pm€¢/‘ in dismissing dis reqarcling andl wholly
+ T >y [4 ~J -~

discounting adl significant frets weighing agamst reaspnable. suspicion Hhat Hhe dotelite

offe ﬁwﬁ/ (2ad Hhe 1nfevences Hhat follow), /ho/ao"thj Hrese. fpots weigh 12g ageins 1 reasonadl.

Suspicion pro vided Officer Brewer a reasonable suspicion Defendant was violating conditons
7 .|

of his 5u’pewlse41 velease at the fme of the seavch.”

5wf e Covrts o/m'lj eIVONeoUS Ao/;//nﬁs wewld nafsvia,p Fheve. Hollend’ connseledd.

Wieton fo Reeons ideraton ahso meluded o non-31volevs claim reqaiding Suppression-earivg
(v ~J 17 J

Counsel s madejyuaz‘e, f)ua//nﬁ/ of re,presen-/w‘lm and ée/@q neffective 1 I %/V‘qa/?mj Hollands

%#A mzd’mmf 155u@. , 7};& M /Z a’em//nq %//and) r&/le,f: ﬁ’am adverjz{y o,pmeyc

7 I 7

that "counsel cannot be lebeled ineffective fov Furling do vaise jssues which have no mevit”

Tn reach Ihg 115 decision, the court did not suffic en{{;/ a’eve/blp the record [’j holdds ng

an wm/w;ﬁdrj heavin g d/y‘anghme duving 1t sichy-day pevied of tonsidevation oven
a~ . = < 7 ~

Wheve 1F wWas obvious o the three (3) Exhibits athihed o fstlend’s counseled Motron fov

Rewnsidevation Hhat thee wes new evidomce Hhat migh s u,p,pW?‘ the non-Frivelous asserdions of

a/#mwj miscenguct o/amknsﬁfaz/v@ Cownsed’s Jack of caw,lpaﬁmce, which prejudiced Helleads case.
KA




Fov msﬁmce,, nofw:%Sﬁllenj Hie ervovs and other defrciencies comm i Hed by Suporessim

H’garihf} W’, _t,uc% as éaw»gd Cancez?mq Av//wd; qu//f wwf ﬁu‘)mq 713 ac/gquaﬁ/q fPrepaie
[ ~J J ) 7 1 ¥

and suvestigate all of the 4pcts ov become Familior wity the discoveny mafevials couvnsels defechie
R ~ J 7

peviormance und the vesultng Ipn:,,'udl ce reqaveing the necessify fo effectively impeach the u
T 7 \J ~J L4 3 1

Main winesses concerning thew cotlective fack of reasmable sus picion, vadey the dotality of

the cff‘vz:umsylwcesj was blahatly obvicvs, Tpgeed . vecoud erdence dismissed on He clisdnict aoerts
v 7

o verei wns:'zhnuﬁm; contredicted wrtness ks/fmmj{ ov cast dpubt on festimony in o imsfences
f/m&@ MV/nj on e wrtnesses  lnck of cvedibilidy .

FH’Q‘: , 6«/&:47&@»/[3/0107(&4;464[ '/'VM;sc«y,"P*s Frovn the July ™ Revocation i{e«zr:hj L as wedl as

T rishite ﬁ/e/péme 56'4’!/'6‘6/31‘7//)1;{ Records fo Hollnd's contuct phome nurnéezy; Léed 91474 71
ﬂ%l:qned.’ Jo his azppmmf /Mé/fed’eu‘;cel botly tonFlcted with ov belied : /)f/,e explicrt Statfrments

¥

made éj Dficer Brewev dbout Hotlnds priov 3017 violehions aond2) Officev Brecless puvported

Can‘f'o.cffu/n% :/1’0//4419/ ththe ,paW‘K/nj’ 107‘ ef his j6b on Jamwwq 10'”’/-‘:\ Vewﬁ' his employment.

The Renscation Heaving transcipts bove heavily o OB Brewkrs misfeading festimmwy emcernmy
[ T e o § 7 <

what she ke about povnagraphy invelving “0es 1o and up” as te transcripts weve devordd of andk

cmsp/eklﬁ conbadicted Such o flfecicns defai], Addih maJlj the T-Mpbile Billing recovels for Hotlands

phene, nuiriber on #he Jawany 10" date of Officer Brewess so-calfed employment-veridication, reveal

110 1ncoming ov owtaing communicatizns o o From Offices Brewer to covvobovate Hhat Hollend
— 7

saw) ov spoketo hev when he vesdomly “stepped aut o veurdy his emplogment” withowt somehous
1 7 4 7 4

being previously alevted to ep out fo JaiK 4o hev mthe parking lof.,
~ ¥ 7 T ’ -

Seanc{,, m;‘sd:‘ru%ec/', bolsteved and ﬁr{a%ﬁ{ exaqaevated evotic descriphons of mmor

Mmales wreaving 5peedys o underwear in photos on Instaaram as beona suspected child povne graphe
~ T 7 o [y [ [4 ~ J

were made bj 43«:;17‘5(:’4[%» = mentimed not merely npussing atthe Suppressin Heaving but

A /fuded fo mulhple himes in Hie Agents /Wé}#rjaﬁm of a cybertip = i ovder o provide a

m'slead”mj 1mpression Hhet the Viewed images centained child sexual abuse materiels o
J
Sexwal ovrented matesied Hhatfreused on the owtlnes of Hhe boys penises des pite combrany evidbnce inthe
A 7 7 )

lh?L@//tﬁwa rk:fwf Hat reverded Hhe ,45%% Knew) he /?najeb weve not ohild porneg mlqo/‘uj/,af all.
| 8.




Accon{mth | neither Officer Brewer rov Agent Bigham’s festimony scrved as credible .
g 7 7 ~ ~7 7

| ovevwhelming pieces of evidence against Holland which would fully support reasonable
= < > 1

Suspicion weder o +o+‘w‘n'+j of the civeum stonees appvoacj—a +o:)w5'}\":q the be Jief Hhat Hollesd

Wes inviolahon of hus awrzrrf; At -wovsth Fevm of Supervised Release. ot the e of the seavch.

#@IC‘(/ Counsels defechve pevirrmance in reierds fo credibility challnges of the man witnesses,

s

Al but affected the outeeme of He 5§/ipre55/m Hearing proceedings inan adverse way. Moveovess

7’/)6 mzu/elquﬂa«f of Vé}lpl’eje('/ﬁﬁm by Su,p'press/m ~feaving counsel W been a 5Peaf/¢, unresolved
=7 v > 7

1ssie. which Wlland raised 1n his Motion to Substitute counsel. Beaause Hheve were numersus
unresolved foctual alleqatons, ot either occurved ovtside the vecord, (v not ot a//)/, which 1f

frue m‘jHSuﬁ}%’ 7 thilends Sixth Amendment Clam | e /;eezw'/tg was required 1o be helo

on Suppression-earing crumsels doreliction,
i ~

Tn s,pz%é of He distvict couvts denin] of the Motion #ov Reconsidovahon, on Ocﬁéer%,

7

202/, (. 2‘24435 /a;%er); HollpnAd wrih the assistprce of rma)@ a.’p'pomfeof tounse] decidsd o ente,-

o a pesptitd plea egreement with the gevernment. Holhnd entered a qu 'ty plea fo

\ust eight (8) counts ofpm;«/uamj child pernography in violation of 13 11.5.C. % 22518,
Nl \J 4 7 (W) 07 7
n cwmma///’vﬁon No. 1119-CR-3499, Tu &X%Mﬁe, he_Government agreed Jo dismiss all of

He rernaining ahmzlqez; in both the origmal 14-count Tndiohment and He 30- count Supevseding
<7 ¥ —J

Tndictment, The vexnment akip aj'reea“ o recommedd o sentence of 39 years (48 movths)
(v 4 4

1h prison, While Hollend agreeé/ 1o recommiend that he be sentenced to ot less Hhan 39 years

/. . .
3"}5 mm%hs) im pr/'gzmmenf"on-r%e Hee) ommha/ CASL .
7

/}d//%lm&//j; and '&(lp//'a‘/‘/j imcluded txslpzw%mev%e, wwﬁmj_ neﬁo-/mf-e;? ’p/ea 24 Veemen'é' as it

Periained fo the pending proceeding Fo evelte Supevvisad Release in the pviey Criminal Hibon No. | 03-CR-33L,
7 4 - 1 —~— 7 ¥ 7

Yo/ Jend | dgr'aez[ Jo admit He Vo letims as ﬁieﬁ, Wewe éaxcf on the Same w:/uof’fﬁa/’ fovmed Hhe_
basis of Hhe &/jhf (27)&11#;4@ A Waslp/eadmj 3ul'/¥/«/ #0 in Crmmna! Achon No.1:19-CR-359, ;W#xem:re,

Fhe \fxm/emmenf and Hollend ex’pms/j egreed fo Viomf/j( vecwnmend fhat Hhe cowt Impose e senfonce

of twelve (12) months zm,pwsmmenf For He vielotons which would van cossecudively fo auy
S

. ! 7
5%7"{4&»5@, /mpa;ed n */ffe, Ae) t‘/nm/'na:/ ease.
7

9.



tq/so/ 2s /pwf of He Ochober 367 neﬁav‘/a//ee/ plea agreement, thiead veserved e vight

o a’-p,peal the wwwts advese dedwmmnation of his Mapion fo Suppress wh reaend fo whether

undov He Joﬁ//:éj of He civeumstances Heve wes reasomable suspicion fo search Ws vesidence.

on JM;% )‘-f} 2019, The exce/»pﬁdm would 2/50 encom pass not only the adverse

detovymmaton of the dish ot courts wlhmete yuling en the Motin fo Suppress which

wWas enteved o June /I, 3030, but also the tauts uw/wéfmj refused Fo_reconsidev aud reopen

He wirhon o Suppress Whith was entered on October 3,2021.

On /ffaj( /9, 2022 four (4) momths efber Hollnd hod 5{/4/760( the ﬂeﬁo#wfw( pha. agreement,

and ﬁ/kwfnj US. Pobations ,?ﬁjpwml}lm of & Pre-Sentence Reprvt, ot a joint sentencing aud

YeNocation hearing Hhe dishvict ont M[&’pﬁwf the 4 vevnments vecommendation and imposeel

on Wllend & sonteuce of 39 YOrkS 14 prIson and o /1fetme of supevvised velease , The distrct

toun't also vexoled Mo lfand’s second, 3Y-menth feom of SwIPavw'sc(/ Release which had. been

Pv«z-wous/j Im ,pc',seo( on Ju/.j 26, 2017 ,Ql/awmﬁ the mitiad vevocation of Holland s awgma//

Bb-movth fevm of Supervised Rofease. that followed Hie 2004 receipt of childd povnog vephy
7 L 7 —J

leomvichon and 1B )-month seirtonce oF impisomment. The cort sontoncesl Hsflond on the mstoat

revocatin , pot o a sentence of IR mowths as Hhe government and Hollowd ooty vecormwended.
7 7 w4 A 4 v rd

1n fhe plea aﬂreemea%) bl raflev o an Mﬁ:ﬁm& dovbledsanchion ot the Shphudrng mastmuom,

Y%w/vtuzﬂ in fﬂb/m(paslivm of 23 mmths and 39 days 1h prisn o run ensecutively fo the.
oy 7 4

29- veay sestonce. of im pn‘ganmmf on He new charges,
’ 7 L 4

On /%MJ{ 25, 8032, Yo llowd hm&lj{ Fed a prg se Notee c;%gpe,zl &éw/kliﬁi”iﬁ] beth He nees

fudjmen‘i’ m Cirimmal Avbon No /-'/7?0?-377/ 25 well as He Ovder vevoking his Setond, 24-wgrth

Form of 5u;pwwseo‘( Release. 10 Criminal Aotion No 1:03-CR-33¢ based ontle snveasomeble secfence.

01') 41{(/40(5% 52032/ the Eleventh Orearf @n;p///wfeo/ //t//ampfsaf’pea/s A by/'eﬁns,'/l/o%fce

wes lﬁéllf’/[ and _affer dﬁwiﬂfme&xf of hew ff}ipe'i/a//‘e &cmse// /%//Ma/ ‘5 a/plpea,/ brief was Suém/ffd .

/},p?&//wfe counsel pﬁal/ehdqea/ He distnict counts deniad of thllpads motiom 4o suppress om the sole ﬁf‘ml
Hhut He Probation officer redied or Stide informartion h fovm reasonable suspicion fov fhe search,

rodhey Han the distict cowt exred in ﬁn/rhj that reasonable. suspicin etisted wnder the civeumstpaces .

Io.



On November 7, 2033, he Elevonth Crrcust atfirmed the district cwur/z'.v]uaiqmenf c/;#mj

two (2) vationales . The Cowt held Hhat dhe district cowt did wst evv 1n ‘/e'ff/’”ﬁ Hplland s

Moten 4o Suppress because : Dife -/pﬁf/né/y of He civenmnstances and 2) the colbchine Kuordedge.

of the officers supported a veasimeble suspicion Hhet fptland was viclwhing Hhe comditrons

H of his 5@@'!//36:(’ reloase o} He bme Hhe Stanch wes executed.

£

, FACcTuAL DETAILS

%uqh 11 iy res/xcﬁ and 5eem/h4/q repetrtive of He dednils provided mthe Cose Bw/(quz(

5%7‘/6”\ above, v%c facts os setfordh mthis eohon have a/cdaqs beery i a”/s,mfe 171:/&?/ such infprmafor

hdé el pamfe&[ fﬁe u}/zo/e, aaumfe P/C/We n #mf f%e, 6/157"7/5 f’ wut/ﬁ ﬁMtth df 166% b/MLﬂt%

Hismiss ov cthevwise do not addvess 1,5, Pobaton e full knou)/e;{qwf //pl)and". %f/(noddj(ﬁ

/‘yom‘ca//j’, /5 ﬁ//g{ contained i both the Couvts own vecod and 1n Hollends eas:'/j atcessibh bof excluded,

'pyz)lmébn file pre,pzzm{ by Offreus who sevve as an iveshqatery and supervisony arm of #he Cowrf,
7 4 g 7 —J
f?dj/hj heavs /‘c,{ onfhe ma/z'fm;; “Yhe fofn Nj’ oF the crveum 57‘%(&5}” He distict co wrf wnreals 5#:&06,

vefused Jo conduct an in-amese veview of Helland s ’pwbz-ﬁm ble. aud furller chose o c/efencfm

an/q sefect, imited fucts ofthe case in an imbelonced Fashiom that disclosed 071/q Cveumstonies Hhal

wer favovable Fothe PW;ew’/rm )%wbuer pmpeW/q 7‘»/(m4 stoeK of ﬁ(e,u%p/e, Veayc[ cpup)&p with an

guatle &hmho/oq/m/ navative of ALL the c/raunbﬁnces Ma‘emab/q shows Hafthe courts biased

’PV%%‘H:M ffects o be Ckﬂ‘j{ evrgneons, /m,p/au.s;é/e, ord Hetlore p/éawae,/ocb»ﬁ{, Sﬁﬂ»j c/elpe'dm

on ﬁalp/)r‘z_% ’7‘{'& 7‘071@//)51/ UFM e C':VW'51/7"4¢’/5 / w:k@?‘m@?Lampp,’p/u;e_ #g Se/eg%p/ﬁtoﬁ C”L?J bjﬁ Hhe Gurt

) yeasmé/e,5u5’}>w/‘an , Nov should Hhe (nrt be atlovied %aenjaje b Whatseems o beon an/s,bmw(

Jine of reasoning /it fvﬁ/)biy of fhe civeumstonces analysis . :
Nusespus hefs and civeumstnnces thet ave most-sahent andl cvuciel 49 an a,{;/%;pwdé {ﬁﬁ/,i,ﬁ,

ofthecivewns Jances ’ exam /‘naﬁmq, ynchudy }\j extont cviticod rinfovmeton, shevdd not be drsmissed

ﬂ/lsmuf#/ wdfzfgah/ed onthe decisional scale, Ruther sudy defuls shostd be svcluced in Hhe aorevts

lons idfervetion ard g1ven Hewr proper Wezq/)f basod on 1) confertuafand 7‘9’”}"’)&/ "?/9"&4“{ 3’)71” st o

r,@wa/@ftm ancl 5’)7%«#6 sake aﬁ/arﬁ/z{ These. factual detormmations ave i pméuf o vesoluwhon offhis case.

.



Prioy Conviction and T mlpwgnmd#

"b”&nd wo aamv:cr'reeQ 45X Uﬁ&hdw C@W\le&rﬂﬁ -"c&&lnﬂ (A be Gﬂww,'g\); Ausbl‘] G’t’@vf\'t'a at

He hme of W s curvent arvest in Yomuavy 3019 Aecoviding Jo s crimingl histevy , 1h June | 2003
~F J -~ 7

o & 1-count Indictment was fled m Fedeval conit chovying tbllond i Criminal Action No. 4103833,

wWHh /m'pm‘w%m/wv% of obssene matter: inviolabion of 1I3U.5.C. 8 p46A, Wlland s aivested m

Jw)g)aooa and woudd Yremain 1n atsﬁ’dq -5')/#1{ m/x% efeven o ) YERVS ,

Tn A%ﬁuéf’ 2003, an eleven- count” Supewsedg Tndicfment wes £iled, pow chovying Hollead with fen ()

Wﬁ of Yec'a/;pfofaﬁ /M })Wl’wj Vdfphj W'I Vne(/) wwnt ﬁelproa/uu 'hﬂ child Ipom ogqrephn, in Viokuhion of

I8 Y.5.C.8 Z 2253A (D)D) (A) and 3251 (), Hv'”omdl, thvaugh appoiided cownsed, enfeved a neﬁoﬁd&f

aui Hy pleson November 7’, 2003 4 1o only the receipt chavges . In exchange  the qove rnment agveed

o diswiss all vemain ing chevyes bvought against Hetland . As port ofthe negotated plea agreement,

Holleud osreed o waive his eppellate nghts except he wuld eppeal cevdain sentence enhancements .

On JMW3 15,2004, Hhe district cowrt imposed asertrnce of 151 months imprisenment on eachof
e +en(10) crwnts 4o vuin cone uwen-l'\v\/,«?ol\owed by three (3) years of Supervised Release, Thecourt

vecommended thot #hilend be des/vqmﬁwf fo serve his senteace atUSPButner and 'blpz'//'l cz"pak mthe Sex

OFFeuider Treatment Program, T f‘i‘lpw'[’/fﬂag 2006, atter the covst fpund aﬁpamfe/ aunse] 1p be /héﬁ@o%/v&j
ollend 6VM7‘I!¢Z/{¢){ ﬂ:f,}’t’d/ A his 151-mentl seotence, The Eleventh Civeuif u;/’//é/% the seotence in He

case United Shetos v, thlled, 214 F.Appx 570 1r*Cv 2007),

Hollerd served his feam of fm’pnsonmehf' at Butner-Low 56(-«;//'2‘/1/ Lovrechiona] Thstitute, /4/%1:(?/\

}1/5 beﬂfwuv h/l;//e, " wnﬁmemenf was mfl pmfed’: #p//mj was oy;lj 4 ﬁy 51X / é) O/IKCI;p//nayj refw'é
fyom 3004p 2014 and e av/j veceived oo Jess of seven(7) d’aﬂsaf" ﬁood’ cved FFe., o lbnd aléo hept busy

;fwnj bis incaycevation é\:;, aCc‘umu/a/'mﬁ over L0 credit hovus of prism educatioal and psycholsgice
7 7 e

’P)%Iimmm;ng ,cles"plfe a June 2012 cancer diaguosts ord radiaton Feapments, Tn 4pm 1 2014 Hollend wes
. i 7 7 4 T 7 7

vefeasedd Jo Dismas #n//?«/aj fouse. 4o senve #»e vemai g Ipﬂrﬁm of his sentence. and o a‘sﬂ;fm Vefem‘vj .

In J“’{‘j,n ao)lf/ Bl wias redeased fom Bﬁ/’oa;ﬁ/j and éeuch sevving s muqma,/ Fb-month fevm of

5ulpw vised Reease undev U.5.Probabon Offcer Bruce /i'/a,ylp}ﬁ{. As discussed eavilien (sud Hvvughot),

Fblland s oy igmal 36 month ferm of rekase was vevo Ked in Juy, 2017, That somve Aoy o new) 2Y-month

Serm was IM/PM&f . The fpcts velovent o the vewsonsble Sugpicren detovmmaption shauld stem fvom Haf second tov

12.
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Tnital , 36 -Month T2vm of Supervised Release

Az fo Wollnds. mibal 36-somth 4orm of su,perrv&a/ rejease, as stafed absve, Hollend began

super vision /an/Jql Boit, Holland had been pre-vefased by the BOP fo the custody of Dismas fouse.

Sov Hhe Jast Few) months ofbvs incavcerahon 4o ad by s sucesste) Vm%tj/ and he woud be requred ts

reside_at Dismas House duving e first 12 months of his 5u,,>arw‘5€d refesse, (See. Docket 130, Case #1:03-c035)

oJland would also h%@e&fez/ fo modibied condihrons of his oriqmal 36-month teim ﬁfﬁcz;pe/rvman ,

/n&/ud’mﬁ IRmohths of GPS sdectronic mon /'/ij.. Id , #ollands origina fewm of 511'42244//;84 releasc.

was froieofeaihexp;re, on July 10,2011 but other cireumstanes mvelung nori-covnpliance. ofhe.
=4 1 7 7 —— f
condrhoms_weul surdace duning the periad between Judy 12, 301 and Julq 36,2017,

bov insthice attor aking o psyohosepual evaduakoen in 3014 Holloand wus deemed a bugh risk
~ 7 7 7 f

#o resffend . In Fobruasy, 30i5 Hollawd wos expellecl From Dismas house for possessing o ceil phove.

with ,pl;m‘a copabilihes, whih violerfed house rules. Hollawd was instwred by 45 Probation fp locate

aﬂ:)m\/ee/ /Mﬂélh\t’i ond o wmp@ with 5%3]1&; Sex Offendln residensy reqwremmfs') which hedid, Holland

hadl alse bequn 2K 'hg_polygraph exains i fé’bl"’b@‘j[; 205 emd foiled He inihiad test affer disclosing

Hathe had antactunth minors avd hed sovoiled thiough other feo’p/ei phones Jooking fov images of

miners, Jn /Waﬂ,, 291S | Holland was re~tfeste on the fc‘/lyvqm'plw ond Hhe results weve inconclesive as e

admrifed -}'mdmi! sexual 1 mges wrth men fiom ,Prlﬂmand had sent money in %Ma&zj& for videos , Hollend

Was, now, also 5u11|w‘w/ 17 We%@,%:/; vidual and broup sex U%fdeffv‘/:éra:pj/ sessions et Highlond Tnshitete .

Ye-/' d%lp/‘/'& e ,p'mé/ems and d//eje&( violatons accuvring damnf} the fiwst year-of Hollgad's original
Bb-rgnth Foum of supervisin, UYs Probation did notfube any action aqainst thilpnd at Het Firme yand

th July 3015 officens rewoved e GPs feg menifor

Two years attey beu:g Kuked owf of Dismas Heuse and only sx(L) months betove Mollends oviqual

Zb-month fervn of ﬁepew;‘seo( Release wis Sedfo expire, & et 0194(\%‘ ( John /%mn), tonduched an

wanngusced Visit 1o Holloads residence. rin Austes], Gervgia andfound seven wnapproved cetl phomes A+

7%8 Deceinberr 2019 /)eawlﬁ mthe need Commal Lae, the carrvent Offcevtestfred Hat when Officev Moyen

asked H/lpndl 'Fﬁtlphanes ntamed povmgraply, Holload sa1d Hhat “eve would be ages /éudu?o',' Hollzad

\/f/hew#fj d:s,pw‘)es making such & stademerit, Hore ) pwr’mk’g’, the %%bﬁ/mj OFiers statement about fhibud

vieuldl be Gomnp Jefely behed bythe predecesssy Officens writtun vevecation petiim and e actuad heaving pranscnpt
~NJ 7 Y [ J d

I3



L-ﬁzafi offey e freduasxvy Ofbcer sized and confrscated He @llphaves, he seavched the devices

cud mifetfed 2 W?Qf’hgs /5 /Ifaj{, 2017, V[US* Fwo (2) menths 51'5 of e Julj’, 2017 +evminateen
defe of Holbrds evigine], 3C-merth ferm oFéu.pCYViSWM . Thet officer hen a)leqeei in & Petihonfo Rewi@.

Sup@nhs)m Yhot Hollend breached his compfwwce, an'l'mc'l’ net laq pos 5355)hq imoqes of persons aqeri

K/é and up Yoy /a\c){ acf&ﬁ!uﬁ: ﬂefnfenﬁ//'w/%wr’,pwmw/m} bidd vather fb/hfzd wias accusedof o MLN\»(.)

5u’pev-w‘5ed refease bz{ Possess ing seven (1) wnavthorized c&//,p/;mes with Iiﬂ’?rhéf(&llz,bf//}/%} oud o

[2/) IP)'WBS é‘F the 53\/‘?«#1) contauned ﬁ’/)lu@/{:{ oriented materal ov perneq m”phcj .

On c/w/;/»%ﬂﬁ/'f} aﬁeat/mj was beld o rewke /fol/zuw/é awjma/ Bbmenth ferm of SL';péro’/'ngm

it hadd beer, imposeel i 2004 Rllowing his conviction Fov receipf of oA//dl perneqraply Ho (el

admfed 4o Hhe violetons and e cordgund hm in violation of hi3 Supey vised Releas.. (see Dockets

IBLII, case 3E1.03-cr-334 ond Dockef # 5)0-3/, Ce&#/ﬁ/?*&rﬁ?‘]), Defense comel s poKe on Hotlend s

behalf exlp/a/h;hg Hhe. U[amf recommendahon reached between e ﬁoVeVnmenf and Fhollad., .Z;_/ e

predecesso Offieer ( Iﬂm:n)j wdormed e courd Hhat Hoplland 't Bb-maonth, ferm or“sulpewrfseg/ velease

wouldhave exp! ved on Juﬁj 10, 2017 e Hhat offcer nit sought o revoke Yolland cond frwiles shited

Yot thilesd hod Hhe fatl fevm k@/mz&ul@ not WP/?//&J bt he had sevvee Hie ful] 36 months of allofod $me

Aberthe distnct cour t allowed dlofonse counsel o thilasd Jo address Hhe violatons Md'presen+

Fbilaad s case with a mention afffte,flz/'pe, oft?:/u//'lpwmjra-’p/? a‘uwverec{, 7‘/1&510 vernment s tatkol Hat it

agreecf with w«Jm’l, ng Wilend s cownsaf 54:/' The jovzrnmenﬁ' aunsel Hen remerked Fherf follend ves
ma/(/};j Pogiess and HatHe jm/ammen% WS, w//ﬁth o work out xme/ﬂmj 5407%074?»’&%,, wheve

W lfesd verarned on supervision /W ﬂeéwfaqam | sAeted Yt 17 fovand Hollead wes in violeton

el vevoked Sipervserl Releese . I%Sf notobly, fhe. afm/f sevtenced Mollesd abder rewks ing his orq ined

Blinowdh fevm of £upewmar\ 40! one(l) J&zq 1prisenmen 7. Te covet fhen gave %//ﬂwf cvedit fonfime -

sovved sme. he ceme Fp cowrt and missed ke, The cout alo /mpvfez(’ @ i, 2Ymonth Fesm of

5up‘2t’v;$¢a( ‘Y@/aéé with 5/% (6 ) menths e be seuvesl sn Dismas halﬁwq heuse as soen as 5pace éecaunQ

av‘z//;o/;/e ] ﬁe Cﬁu# 7%% ) M%/% %‘/’/»éf/ahdl b(),/p/ﬂ&”&[ /mmed;ak/j ) E/aﬁﬂn/c Zaav/wh Menitor

bl his '?/afemenf af the Hatfuey /u'usd with adl otter ﬂeneml and 5Ipeazz// Comdifms ae;uferw:gef[

velease thif were Ipve»umm‘/j /}n/pdseaf Fuom He 2004 J wlﬁmahwf &m&m’;ﬁnent fo be-zz;p'p Jred,

4.



3. Second_34-momth Torm of Supervisd Release

On leJq 2, 011, %’o//Mqu he heasrng , Moiland was refeased Prown azé/vdj aund his

new. 24-month fesm of supsrvised rejease commenced, wrth oupresuimphive exprration
7/ L4 [4 7 4

date of Ju-/j/ ﬂé/ 2019, U5 Pre baton Hicer Movan regumea” Sbta,PM’V/%/an of Holland and

Prbd him with an elechrnic Jeq monitor efterhch Yolland retwmed Jo his home in Austedl,

@em:q;m, (ot &um‘j). Otficev My vam woudd contrnue 5Lc,peﬂ‘v1'5)m of thJlead wntrl /‘/an/i’, 2008,

On /}uﬁiusf /6, 2017, Hoiltnd and ofrer Movan 5/gned & dotusnent entitted Sex oander

(fem’p//uw@ Contract” whish was Hhe new contract Mknow)ed’jmj the na‘//j/ /m,pasez{

eonditing Hhat a,,p'p//ed Jo o) londs i’)&n)l;/ /mlpm:d] Al month Feem of Su;pekw‘sed redease

A /%ug/k +he Mﬂﬁém/e’rl’am/p/m/ce, (ontnct and all other 5enaa/ and 5,/7€éia// eondsions

of 5u;pvzw/5eo{ refease a,p'p/n'ed Fom e m'fgpna-/ 004 Jua'ﬁmenf and émmffﬁn@ﬂ?f b llend 467"&’6[

\ . .
L\ not %a/poﬁseﬁ,, ,pwnflvase vY Subscribe o Wu} é?Xudllc/ oviented metovi el ov ,pnnpgm?olrj o melude.

ma-/‘/; wm,pwJ/w—, -k/klplqane, (%00 k/e,p/;me nmwbers),, wdee,,oyk/ewk/m naylpa-/mq ize oy ’p/a&&

wWheve such mateniel ov eutestoiroment 1o avarlable,” (&qu‘vm #3)

“fo avh Ve{y atfend and a&u‘f've»@ ,paV#c:;pafe, in sex offesdev evaluahon and of o freafment |

progyam a,qproveal l’_‘} my U5, Prebation Offcer,”  (Condbon #5)

%o Submit 4 any progam of ,P“ff‘/"’/"ﬂ"“l 0r,phjsw /oj;/'u\,/ assessmeit at the chivection of #he U.S.

Probaton Oficen ov ﬁaﬁnwflpmvm/ey. This cludes Fhe ,pa/ﬁ/ﬁm,/)/) and fov P /&%ysmogrc:pA o

As5i8 f h 7‘7’64‘/%4%76 ﬁ’eaﬁhe;:f_/?/a/m/iﬂ and case lmh/'/vrmj, ” ( Cﬂhz/l//m #5 )

"Jo rot hawe ey Contaot whh e viehms) in Yhe case, including Lorrespondence., Felephene poteet, any

ovm of thectone commumcaton o commustcatron Hhrough athwd pavty unless appvove by my WS Probarion
4 7 7 7 ~ J

Offcer and Freatwsit provides” ( i)

b IPYovid'e, all /xvsom{/ﬁu;/ms; ,phtme vearvds Jothe U5, Prebation Officer eupon ref;ws/. v 12 pre vide

wrten authevigation fo veque st avewnd of all outaong ov incming phone. cails From any phove sevvice provider,

v Joobtun writhen aff‘rﬁva»l $rom Y5 Pre behon Officer fo use an elechonic bulledm boavd sy;%em, sevvices

Jhet provide access 1o the Lntemet ov any public ov privete compiter netwerk ., Yo oblein wvitten appevel
7 A T T L

Lom my U5 Probetron Cfficer 70 Pessess or use. oy com 'pw'/er m‘auj Jocatron including em,plog/meﬂ*u fo 'pww?

rowdme mé!)&;hm of eny ctm'pwf% systems hovidehaves ... o eonfrvm tomphence ... " ordidion #1 3),

I5.




In_short, atiording %0 He undsfions outlined in the Angust, 3017 Sex Offerdes Comaplieace,

[mﬁw/; during the new, 2Y-month term of supevvised release, Holland could not 1) possess

any 5&%//\;’4 oviented material | D) use sewvices Hhat previde aitess o the ITnteirnet withot

wr Hem aﬁprovw/, or 3) possess or use any computeir (i.e. a cellphome capable of accessing
¥ J 7 7 Y Py

the mtwnet) without writen approval,

From iuﬁ u&;‘, 2017 Yo Octpber R, 2017, O0fficer Movas presumably centinued 1o supervise

Hollend and conduct home visits with no adverse mamﬁm'nj reports éequ received veloted fo

e elechonic /eg; menifor, 7}&1} on October /2, 30i7, bedjlpaca became availeble af Dismas

House and Hollasd returned 4o Hat ,p/ammemf’ and Hhe /eJq meniter wps removed.,

Dm’mj the next & -mem#h Ipewod of wuwrt-ovideved wmmwnnqu eonfanement at Dismas

Hause,, thllnd was 5%@'&# fo Hhe Fevms and condhions of his cuvvent 34-menth +2rm c?f'Suferw;eol

}?e/msca,, as well as his Sex Offender lompliange avm‘m/t duted Auqust, 3017, Holland wes elso

’pm/;/};,-ﬁg{' 55, Dismas rules from possessing a cedlphme withoutl apprsved v possessing dn other
T —r e ’/ (4 A ‘/

device thet could access Hhe Tntevnet. Hollbnd also was never alleqed 1p have violeted any of Hhe
Rules of He Dismas House Resident HaadbooK dulrr‘n_.j his G-month plocement. Supervising Prohation bfficers

also had ho mobrmation mtheir notes /‘h(l'lca/vnj that b llond was atfempting o use eny

Comlﬂuﬁﬂ' Fhievnetf service, d%lplfe asking seveval fimes ﬁv’/pwmw}'/m\ which Officevs had denied and

Dismas House vever awthorized, Tntact. OfFicers had no evidence v%qf Hollend had violeted Hhat

—5’}766/750 eondrbon ( /.'e./  use of the Toternet with an tm%p/pwvw/ device), oy that he hed violated
ony other condifion while confined at Pismas thuse fiom Octspei 12, 017 to April 12, 3018

Hhe dete he was 5uzcess‘Fu/{§/ veleased withewt incident.

A/m"a% .ﬁra!, o5 port of Hollewd’s new supervised velease conditims he wes sl requved fo

atfend a«n;f/pa«vﬁn'pa«fd m his Mee/c/j Indvidual and %pr ﬁrmafzf sessions In the Sex Offender
Treatment program et Hghlernd Tisttute whoh he conprnued doing watrl his ovvest 1 Januang, 2019,

Ho lland ﬂ/fc',a’mwif; this Pme, eontnued r@udarlj fwkmﬁ Hhe requ ved ,po/ﬂm,ph eAAWS AS &

Condipon of his nea.’/dq /m'péﬁéal AY-month fevm of. 5¢Ip€*Wl'54’n, 'n ovder to assist jn #M:a‘m%f, Heatmenf

?Ia/nnqu angd_maost importostly  case monitoring, based on his high visk of reeffending aad covmiv] histry,
7 i A4 i ~7 A4
/6.




Hs mentroned abok, Ml fand F2iled bis inrbiad /po/jgm’p/\ n ;%énaug,;lots and vecerved as,

inavclusive vesult on Ye re-fest m May 2015, let wl Subseqaehflpo/qqmphj were. passed
77 Ed T L™ T ,

a'u,wnj both tollends initied 3b-month Ferm afgulpeb’ws/m (From Ju{‘,’ 20/ hJul:’(; 30)7){ and his secod

AY-month Fevm of supervisin, (Fem Ju/j 26,3011 fo Januanj; 209). Tn hdl' e clise veview of the Probation

O cev's case Fole on tollead will show hat ao Dwﬁw«\ Was indicated as tollond 'p}fovu@d favorable.

fesponses and ,pnssed each of He Vefywm{‘ ,poljg aphs in Ju/ﬂ 2017 (bedore em‘emﬁ Dismas /buse)/, 1h Meved, 308

( while imbined et Dismas /Juuse)/ and lutow m 4&@1&5{‘, 20139 ( months effey his refease frpm Dismas W

The r’e?w/wnwf of a/pé@gra;p/a; as o pevt of Kpllpnds new, 34-m enth Form of Supervised Rebease, wos used

2y 0l fov 1.5, Probiton 2 that the Oleers could make Sure Wollend sns ﬁl/ow'mj ndibions of Stepervisim,

/W/mfmj : nothaving contact with minors - pot goma places wheve mmors were focated not possessing povnegiaghyy:
= I 7 1 57 o 4

and nots aciessing the Tntfernet, Tt would make 20 sense o Vow%m&/vq require andenfovee He pelygvaph cmdihn

meﬂm 5//5/41/551%\/31 covelude That an examinees respenses asd Polyg raph results are meani'nql&gs,

55, Maovidh i, 30/?/ affev eight (3) addibenal months of’;ulpewwm vhdey OFicer Movan, Hollands

case wes Wansferred +o Oficer Shonnm Brewer, uho fotKover Yhe case file, Offeer Browir veviewed Hhe

’PVe‘ﬁerrﬁMé, rizlpml’, Hollerds mq'Judﬂmen‘f end Gwmn itfmest end Hhe 3017 Bovocabon Ordev as weil as aay

dovwnm{s feéwn{)@‘ﬂxﬂ%@ngvmb’ also vevieued and notes Fiom e Hree (3) previows, pvebation m%cers’,

{ B./tiwlphj, D.Davis, and J -MMh),, who each had 5ulpewl5ezf Holland ﬁ/wmﬁ the First, 3b-momth fevm of’

7 wvised fedense, Browew aleo vevewkd Hhe, mostvecest rofes £rom Offices Mivan whe had vewained Wofload's

supervising ofbcer 1o Hhe frvst e14h?(8) months of the curvent n&u)/lj zm/posee{ 3Y-monthterin of-supervisin .

Officer Browow fearwed From hor veve Hat follond had priev 44141;4% From Hhe 19905 velpted to heads o

sexual offonses agan s1 minov maks . Brewer learned of o MISTRIAL 1m o 996 Stete case where ¥he

v was wazble 1o veadh a unanrmous verdict 1 a case alleging numevous 1ndecent [ibevdies offenses
v aare | S

and a secomd dejvee sex offens: @-ﬂw@ agamst the will of vichm, Brewew o lso kearned ofa TRIAL th &

Stafe tase 1n 1999 Hhat wes Dismissep bythe Pre5/d/;i¢};Judqe dwving apre-tvie] mobioms /hmrmq‘, Wiea He
vy J J 7 77

Qeeusing mingy vegated his d//ejaﬁonﬁ ef Ry feaining Hat Holland i nothave HIV which conflicked with,
the mingy s asserbions that be hed been 4%)’66;@/44,, Muz//Jq nz,peé[ Fwice. éj‘ Hollwnd and g1 ven # Voute process,

Breuov also leamed of o, jeu] J//Mj whtken by Hollsnd inthe 1999 case lator vewvered bﬂ Fedewal L’Lj&ffs ]

7.



Brawev Jearned that 1n /%férmwj;, 2003, Fedlor] aﬁerﬂ% obtpmed and execotfed a scarch

WarranT of #hllands Abusitn residenze refated fp Iplbnds 2004 Fedevad child pervioqraphy

case (discussed boinw), Brewiw leavied Hat dgen%s sered amomyg ofler rfews, o personal

diag writen by Holland over fowr (4) years eavlier iy the 1959 dismissed statecase , whik

e was. dedrmed fv Fen (10) months 1n She. countsy iai] (Bom Seplember 1998 4 Juby 1999), e
. J 7 J

vecoveved 3 ar) c’J)cwbi covzaled entries abowt Holland's velationsh: p with the IS-yezrold accuser

and effrts Holland a%ffemlp‘)'ee( o teke while locKed up, ( but instead onhj wrote A?awh),, o

convince the alleged Vi chm info recanting the accusations of stotudovy rape against
7 -7 -7 ¥ =~

Holland . Brewer iearned that one of Mhilesds 1999 jai) 0//'61’/5/ entnes, related #o his Aismrssed

chaies, indicated Hat Hhe accuser bod hed on the stand whave #he Presertonce Report included

He ﬁ//owmﬁ dedails Fon Holland's diwﬂ'. “He 30%014 He witness chund and LIED 4o save me , fe said

!\_a_%mg ha?pwec{ " A@elp snmind Hhet #e yrede[efﬂ»m{ﬁze'@ were aléo awere of ail of fhese dotalls.

Brewer plso Jeavned Huat at the time of He 1996 and 1999 cases Holland was sv had V[qu

r%zgned a6 . Juvewle. Probation Officer 1nthe Siote of Novith Carohna, Officer Brewers veviews
of Hollends case Bile also revealed Yt nether of Hhe ;Qo*lye:um/':/ state crses were still

achve Wlpemfmj ntle. Stote of North Carolna. when she F00) over Hhe case m Murch, 3018, a5
both) cases bad botn dsmissed and ohsed, Jong agp. Brower also learngd Fiom 57%{7//:5{ HoMlands

file Hhat afber Hhe closure of Hhe crimmal casosin Novik Gaglira, Hollwnd relocated o ftlerta,

Georgia o fake up vesideny, Brewer learned that bosed on his specific Frelds of conployment,

#wwL f/ﬂ//ﬂmf ho /Wlﬂ&’ ufkad’ Jd bs ~//wa7L /m/o/uecz W'PMV/C/&:/ acLcess 7’0 mInevs gy ginjone wicle,

Jhe. ajyeéf I8 years old, Brewey learned fat thikad wovked af Office Deprt as a delven dirner

m 199 g and ey ﬂf; l/l/&bl/wl n 3000/ alko Q5 & d&/)uwj drver, Brewer gl feined Hat

Wllad s Jest Job before bc/an arvested on Fedeval dmges 11 2003 wias af Orkin Pest Confrol.

Brewev’s review of Shllands File dse revasled Hut he had Ived cvbone in Atando. at Hie folbung addresses .

63)-C Thusmend o (Fom 1999 Jo Masch 2001) . 2314 Elwm 5t (Hom Muvch 2801 #o Aujusf,?col),,wﬂ %578 dd &

la/:f]f»cfm 5t Chom Auigust 3081 40 J w/j Jes3), Brewew also Jearned Hut Hollend had no cvminal actesations

cgaln st hw k) He accusahons of sexua Oﬁé'v(m&/lhﬂ bebavior onithe Trkvnet that leed ipthe 200% cuse,

18.



Fither review of #otlands case f1k by Officer Brever e revealed o 2002 eqberdipfiom
J <

Nemec eorgeyning pessession, yantacture and distribution of child pornography thet

idevitifred Hollands TP addvess, Such 1dentiFying information apoufHollond led to execution of
T J

a judicial Iy—obﬁfnecl seach warvant, federod chavqes being brought and Holland's 2063 plea.

of 3411‘/%;/ fo e (o) cowsits of rece{p%of'o}} ild pornggraphy, wth o 15 1-marith sentence /mposed
" 300"// Sor-which he sevved bme . Mbcew Breviw alo feained Hat when Hollend wes releaseo from,

BoP custody, e was »:hz %aj/Jq homehess, so 51X(6) months befove Hhe end of s fedbval sevtence | he wes

Fechnizaily shill in BoP cushdy when he uﬁslp»’e'm,(’ozseof #o the custhdy of Dismes ;%use which would last

untrl Jely I 2014 =Hhe dafe actuad supevvision began with U.S, Probahon . Brewei also kine) that
J 7 7 f

Hollond had 5ivqh?d a consenf waiver fo 6)(1’6@0 his Sty ﬁyup/p a year ad Dismas House while also

Mwwhj 2an efechonic. ankle monitory but Hat he weild be Kiked eut 1n Febwaty, do(5 fov- having

a ctlluley device wo%lpbofv capebility, olthough ot et bme NO_ashions weie fofien by US Pro bation

Jo vevoke Hollends supervised redease ; or do even seqvth his home and seize Hhe devices,

Numerns other events occuvved duving Hhe ov1qinal, 3b-month fevm of thlland’s supervisien
J { 7 T

land coudd be crted as rmtovmaton Phat Ofticts~ Brewer learned o reviewing his case file cleding

%e a0 ﬁ;‘ﬁnq and 2015 vemoval of the CP5 ank lemonttor @%//;wf} Known npprpv&/ Fhp-phone,

ebile device cm%pan:/mq fohis wnmofpnme nuapbei of 904 94 4767 //0//01/16/5 agproved place

of elﬂp/m/menf et both Diaz Jowdls and Tre Down Engineering G?%//Mdﬁ appvaved residencesiat

Woodlewn Ave 1n Atlente Fiom December 2014 4o December 205, af*l/ajﬁf Place in AHaotofiom,

Januw 2006 fvfuﬁ, 2016} end &t 514 Flags Rdl, Let 330 s n Austzil Fron M@%Zo/w-}o He dete.

a%awesv‘ n 209, ®//v//zmds Gerrgiacom pho.n+ sexoffede registry 57’77/»45 O}/«l/nmd 5 ongoing

weekly sex offeuder freatwent inchuding Hhe oM psychosexual eveluation thdiceting Hollend had a

hlqh nsK of Vee%w‘mq,d-nd@ Helbnd’s emsistont submission of his /Plﬁn#fl’q Supervisien Reprrts by mail,

,%umw, %ﬂ& 11%1‘ /&/&t/t&n‘f (//rwmer«nm ﬁmf Brewey leained a&w/’ Weeds %7‘ a:f’ e/ wwf’/s befove.

assiwinng supevvisien of the case, on Judy 34, 2017 Hollwd had He originad 3¢-month fesm of
v M 7 4 4
Supevvised velease revolked . Hollpnd was now Serving & new 24-mgnth Fiin of Supevvidion uhin
7 v t

Cffices Brewei assuaned. supevvisien an Maveh 13,2018, and. Hoilend wes at Dismas Houge .
7/ 7 -

9.



wWhen ey Brewer JooK over super vis ton of Hotland m Mavci 3619 she Knew he had

/mﬁm’}/j{ had j’mb/ems at He skt of s 07‘/5;)/441«/ Bb-wonth ferm of Su'parwsed Release., She.

also Knew Hhat af He end of Hat ovigmal fevm Hhl bnds supervision was revolked fov possessing
=4 4 I 4 .

Seven lmaﬁpwve/ cellphomes with mfemet capabilities ond Jup (of the seven) contained

S%uaﬁ(/ onieated mateviad anpf/orlpamoﬁmf%j. Offices Brewor Knew Hhat ail eontrabpad

dovices weve serzed | seavihed and never redusned From Heir acquisibon onJanueny 2 2017
7 T J 7

ond it Holland only possesced o non-mfernet capable mobile device assianed fo his Known
g7 7 C

Conaot husmber” of WH-914576 7, whih e Movan had left wwh #oflaad ﬁ/mmg fle seizwre .

Ofcer Brewor” also Knew Hhat Offices Movan was in tens, wé/ supervising Holland atterHe

dscovery of He whv‘mbwél,, but that Offcev Mpvami did wot discover any adidibiona devices

ov Vislations betusen Hhe dute ot the wnannsyuced visit on Januay M 2017 and He dete of
J 7
the vevocation hearing on Ju,lﬁ 3 2017, Officey Brwe was alsp owone of the difficatty Hat

Yolland faced 11 ob/zum'@ another contvabond govice. because his movewents wow bf""f,f mon itored

bﬁ' GPS anKle monidor from e date of Hhe revocution };ea/m? on Jwi}/ 2y, 2017 42 She date he wioudd
vedun 40 Dismas House: on Ochober 12, 3017.

Jj};}m‘ﬁm%/; C’%CW Brewkr Knew / via #le, ,PVec/ecesswf Officer /i’/m/;w):s no/es)/, Maf aﬁw}@il‘/’ﬁ
defonse counsel s Ipresenﬁﬁm af the Revocaton /Vw/rmj, Hathe seven wofiscated cellphones

were dead ifems and not infernetactive, a,/%mjA havng them in his possession af ell violetee

Hollaads supervised vifease Brewsy adso Knew From He Revocation Heanng preesentotion by Wlleads

defanse covasel Hhat Hhe mages in #he two phenes weve Images of Mo llond ewith & poxson he wes

ha re/m[/ansbfp with and Heve were othor 1mages of adults fiom othey adulf pornag mpluf imaqes

Fhat Hollpnd pﬂ%ﬁ&[ but there was NO. pwnoqmp/tq ev sexuaf L(OYIW@[ 140425 /nva/wnq persons aqu

/Q andl up, o any o%wd’epu-/ws of’ oﬁ//a/rcm ( Sex'ual wa%wmse)

Afder 2 wmp/e/e, review ofthe il 4o familiarize hevself with Holland, Offucer Bmwezr made a.

couple of unsuzcesful| ettompts o resch Mollwd af Dismas House, betoeen Mevch 13, 3012 and Apvil

2, 208 Bm/f Brewer did net Wl/j eacounter Holind unti] April R onthe dey he wes

V?/feasw’j, withowt /‘nmfanﬁ Hom Dismas ) Brewor met AQ‘I/M at his a/p/pmm[ Ves1dence. 1h /fwskvlé Gemglc, .

20.



A pa vt of her snfensive mm:ﬁmmj of Wsllond, o /t@/;-r/sk sex offender sevving the remaming
[w%/'mn of his nea)/j‘) ”",1"’5"’0i AYpmorth Fevm ofj;ipewlsecf r‘?@/ﬁﬁée’&,)‘ftﬂ)‘ was He resulfofhis Jaé{,a'lvﬂ

Revocation Haumﬁ{, Officev Broww beqon Visi hnj Holland. on & monthly basis, (mosthy unennounced)
- . — 7 - v

v the rext o;Jq/;f(z?) months pof his home = From 4}’)’!‘/’, 201 %r)JaquJq,, 2004 = With Yhe last notod

M/uwnouﬂ((p/ Visit occuring on December 3] 2013, BVM&’; Visits involvedd Inpevson check-cns
J 7 f

with Hellond . Brewer woudd eonduct o u)u/k%mujk,, visual /hslpf'ovan M,p)a,m - view Seaich

of Holleuds mobile home m /hm‘el/i Gee»zqm/ Wheve he fived alone

Duwnj hev 15113, Officer Brewbr would JooK fov 2n emTraband such as ﬁfwnaﬁcalpaé/é,

dewceé,, childvens b/c%wic,(, Wcuog%nj that vipuld raise alarms Brewey, on a req wlar élddi.sl, woedd

aho vis W{c}{ mslpeof/—/o//Mmls' a%pwveo/, pon=inferet mlpaé/e mobile device, /J’//]plpl.me),v‘/;zf;«/«s

Gt%ljiheaf 1o his eontast Ip/w'nei)mwb&h Brewow weuld view Heland’ a;plpnnveg/' device. 1o ensure that

he wes 1h compliance with He condhons of Jus newly, 1imposed 34-mowth fevm of Supevvised Release
T VA 7 [ 7

##lpr&l» bited him fom aicessing Hhe Titernet- withont aﬁp‘Wa//j’ possessing a 5Mphm witloadt™

a,’p/mmf/ or ,1705%5 Mj 5exu¢{,qu - ovsented mwfemwf WIPWA ogmfhje

Othew Hhon ey o boy of vl Scont LovKies d&Wqu hev hved visrd mn /}’pw' l 208, offcer

Qvouse

Brawer fevey obsewved anq%mq 1 Plon-vie that wodld be obyious conbabud o gredse exen

He 5/!41:7@4% Suspitior, ( redsmaé/e oy ofteviise) , of Hollund's /Wn-mmp/mz:e wWith Hhe devms of

his eurvent 2% month Fevm 0/—’5uperma/ Refease.

OFficev Brewer would also melesimy ler face—do-tace. controt-with Hollgnd o bis place of work,
Wit e /ﬂ&?L,/?W;/Wﬁ/ visrt ﬁ/(mj Ip/a[e on Jm‘zﬁl /0301, /f',p/pawnf\/;/ 0/&07//751 e JA/zu;ug/ /o7*

cmploymert visit- Officer Brewer just saw Holland in e preKing ot of s job . Helloud hod been,

sameow, pfwws/q no#nfrea/ pﬂ%tuml;/q via_a callftext o his eontoct phone nuamnbey Pom Brewts,

whih a/&rkéf bum, Md’ he %p/)ea{ ouf 7o V&Vu[i/ s empéqmenfand set up a M?Q/fné; at his home v

JM]WM(/, /‘-r ;20/‘7 /ﬁe anmewiiced me&/'//zq and 50/I€ﬁ/w/e‘g{ visit with Aé//ﬂ/hﬁ( was VC&//o[ an Mwmwxa’,-f

Ip/mneaf, Wavvaritless Search whih had ,p/&musg bees; aﬁpwvw( Sevevul deys eavler éj Brewers

5u;p<wf5a’>’ and Chicf Pobation OFuer omthe basis of a weitfen /?e/qvhesfﬁra Seasch thet

Otficer Brewew hadl 5wbm/fffﬁp on (/M%ii"/o/ 3,291,
Y ,

21.



Addirona //3(; aélparf of hev Supervision of Hollead o/l;or:nj He new, Y -month Term a;ﬂrdwe;

ey Brower would of kast man#/g, make contactwih, Hollends Sex Offondes Treatuent provider

at %ﬁbbfvf ﬂéﬁ'/m‘t; withthe Jnst re,,pmleof confact fak tnq place on Jan uery 8,301, Ho llend s

Freafmen 7‘/;% viders told Officer Brewer Hhat he would foi Hhe Preatment spaff whatthey wested

Jo hearr soHat he could be dome. with Skpervision, which was an 1ssue ng fed by Brewer, Officer

Brawer also was awaye Hhat By llend had been mﬁ}wmﬁ\/y inFreatment aof /:‘»jé/ma/ Tnstibute gimce

his release From Fedevad prison 10 2014 andHat Jolland ionFrnued requlorly atading ag wedlas
. ks 4

achvely pavdies peting in weekly Tnaviduad and Group Thovapy sessions anttl his awvest in donweny
=7 + < </ 7 YAV 4

2019 .

Ehﬂ/’é{) wndev hey Supeivision Pov e Jast 22 Wt (3) months, Officev Brewer Knew Hhotes a

0//1%75 Lol land wes j@’)"/m’/{bjf 5lpmk/nﬁ , wmlp) 1ant. Brewer was awave Hat iolland did

eomthing she asked himtodo_sudh as previde any doanents | step outfiom wovK, submit pepevank,
g J 7 [ o8 7 7 t i o

and give hew bis proot of income . Brewor ko knew Hhat Hollond did not qive hew any roudle . T

%wf dw/ng He. last edeven (11) unannounced home visits made by Brewer and Hhe previews

probaton officer-qomng back from Januavy 14 20/9, (dute. ofHhe search) Here was only one

visit made by He fovmer officer c/wwhq He oviginel. 3l -month Ferm ot refease, in Janvary, 2017
g 7 J 1v4 7 -
where her pre/ecessw Lound He afvemehined seven(7) wna s, proved cellphomes _Fup of whech

tovrined adulf pdrnoqmpéq and that frwer ofbrer /n;%/wfeef *he. Jc«/q 2017 Revocwhon Hearen ng .

Othes Hhar) Phat - year- o/cf ubehnounced 2017 wsz% Cicer Brewer hao vecerved absslute (c,

10 indication that Wolland hod violeted the Fevms of He Supevvised Refease ov vilateo Hhe

Conditions of his Sex ctfendler lomplience Contract; paviiculesly duirng hus newly impased H-ment,

+evin of Squevw‘saf Release . The distinchon m conduct a’w/fzj; Fhlleads Fivstterm and seamd 15 /)n;}W?Lanﬁ

ﬂenl, on Ja/qu 3, 2019, with (st $ix (6) menths remammg befeve #he expivation of

Hollpnds 3 -montt Feem of supevvision in July, 2019, and only four (%) duys since He lest
7 (v 7 ~

uhonnownced ond tnvemarkable home visit was tonducted by Offer Brewer, she veserved o
g

J?}:me cajl Hom e 544{1,{/;; Buresu of jhv%#/jm‘/ms . %pé’ﬁcv/ /Zﬂeﬂ"/’ B/ué}nm\ Ve,’m/—kg( Het

He 68J hadl vecewed o cgbe#r'lp that Hollend was u/,p/cw//‘/ba ewhe mages of mingr mates oo ﬂsﬁgmm
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/44/0//"/7::7);»/ m;@rmm"/m and facts 'pezr';ni)w'nﬁ Jo Hhe GBI /4:{07"?,5 Yecel"P'f of the. Lsﬁzj\'a»m

53{[)@)4:!7 Prom Nemec and He s;‘elps e hen éJL/ Hhe //%fbn‘ o /den#:fy Me,pérsoh sw’peal’ea?af

u/p/oad"'hﬁ He erotre /}najes of mmﬂymzz/es’, as well as Hhe J?{qunf‘s' Communication wWith Hhe

FProbatron Ofticer will be ex,p/ar'neaf In move. d&ﬁu'//, below, 1n Hhe next section, Asthet

sirfovima fon ,PF/V‘/Z s fo o llend s cuvrent 34-menth feym of 5l¢;}>6r\/’.'$é’cf Release, however,

N0 Fuwrther tinguiry , in V€57’7:c1707‘7ém,_ ov additional surveillance was conducted by Officer

Brewaf:, who as a U5, Puwbation Dﬁgzer/ sevved as the lhve5%/‘5;aﬁyj arm of Hhe dishrict court.

Here, bosed apporently on nothing move than renK speculation and wnsuppevted genera lized
7 L4 v ~ 7 77 T

eomeerns, { hanches), Officex Brewewr = even attor in 746%5;'\19/:, monn‘mhj Holland for Hoe

.,9057’;.5&/%/ months (since Mavch 3018), = wus now 5udﬂ/€f;/j{ worvved haf A‘v//a,ndf/)dau/c/

Juve wzz,plpmveai Cel/’p/rones n A/'slpwessfonl, ) couled ,pbs;ré/j be using and acessing Seciad

media. with Hhose ce///p/wnes/, and 3) eowld Iposs/b/y h,pos;esglhj 5e,ma//Jq oviented material s.

Thus, the rief shepulten o January 3% (besides Breorand Bigham coordinating Hheir

Schedules o coincrde with alplawne/ search ) was $ov Officer Brower o /mmed’mﬁé/ call her

S%pwwsar/ ﬂ//owmj her onversation with )fjtnf Bighem ahout Hollpnd .

0#;6\%’ ﬁIWW M'IIVIM Mﬁulpeywsay oﬁf//e mﬁrmaﬁm 5}16}1416( Vfée/'Ved ﬁﬂw) Aﬂenf BZ;/'W

and wes Hhen snstoucted to arm/p/e/a a ‘f?egmf}?r&mh “rm, (5ee Docket #2411, Case ¥ /:19-CR-399),

T tmtents of He soarch fovm expressly sndicahd Hatthe “Basis of Seavch” wes thet ofdser Brower

“recerved o eail From GBI /‘nuesﬁjaﬁr on 1/3 Lz 57‘&/77»5 7%63, vecerved o Cgbw/u'f’ Hat offender

has been u?/oadmj erotic /mages of mingy males ontp an InS;’njmm account whiehy bas net been e%pwveo( ./'
Such infrmation o/eaw/q estublished Yhat officer Brewer inihal decisionto seavch wes nof bused on

#ﬁ#h/f/y ofHhe civewmshunces, .ﬂ.skew/ Brewbrs imtiel decisign 4pseardh was bﬂ%/ presumaé/q oh

& pre —de}wmmaﬁm of rea%wb/e, suspicion made. seveval a/aqs befove Hhe worrantlss search Fook p/ace.

yether than e defermination of reasomalble Sugpleion bmq made & the fime and om e scene o the search,

wheve 1
1m‘prv per 0 assess reasenable 5U§,p/clah as of the Fime The decision /Dj&zfc/z was made . Zo

9&’)’-} #)é ﬁu#‘ﬂn 4’}9/1/%/ app)res fo #he &0"/‘0;[ 5&1#&/1;/7/ ne t He initral decision 7‘05&!&64,, and

/%app/;es an 0b ,ea‘: ve standavd bosed on He /o/n/n‘-/ of infovration Kepwn bq the W/vm( officers .
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Besides Officen Brewer making the impreper reasonmble suspicion defermmertion on Jancang 37
~ 7 T T 7 7

twe () othen noteworthy , intervesning events dook place priovdothe planned Seaich. Ferst,
27 J 7 4 4 7

as mestoned above, omdcmua@ 38,2014, 6x(¢) deys betore Hhe seardh and pn@ P/ua(s)cfajs

afder he AjemL; el fo Officer Brewer, Holland s Wmea?‘lpmwﬂraﬁ/vﬁ/v lesd Tnstriete

commuiicafed wivh Brewoy éﬂ slwmj Hhat Io)lano pad Va/unﬁw‘/j dyseussed c/wwnj a recent segsion

Cheld within He lest seven ;&ys), Mt he sai) one of hus prioy V/oﬁms; who wes new a 30«/ea«yob? addt,

ot a4 boodw:)| 5&%} whore Weiv encounter wns ﬁ{p’pensf@ace,a Ctbcer Brewey ///ogéwi/ y belreved et

#o)lgnd should have dhrectly r’e,/Wf&»f Suth conrotfo Aa; a”es,lp;f?/ char evidence /%a%/«e,,pmm’p#j repevted

Hhe incdenizl contact dwectly fo Freatment stafF 25 s as 1f Aaﬂaen&y‘, a5 required bflf g, velease Londitran

éewna( as alsp stted aboie, o Janvary 10 3019, justfowr () days befove the planned Jonsiargsorch,

Brower purpoviedly saul Holland i persom, athis worKplece. in y’ﬂe‘lpa/kmj le?, ﬁ‘/MaujA she was fully

Qare #;a;femdwne,,) mduding ngnfB;qhwz, wovdd be tommg fo Seavch Hollands mobs le heme Jov vielations,

based on e @emé' j&nuwnj g coil, Brewey dld not do ang#mg ovtohe any reasonable prelummesy actions

meﬂ Fhe quaﬁ; laﬂzpm’/(/nj /07"mec°/ﬁn3: In ﬁ&f Brewey dil nof supject Hollond o apatzseasch ovplain-

view inspechon of his vehidde fov contraband cellphones, she did not moke amy inquivies about iy lland's phore
7 7 V) 4 T
number or Hhe aféigned Hv,p Phane, ; she didd not m?w('zd(cj doseve Holland s bes ng nevveus , ov cbls‘pla.xjmf\)

o, suspicious behavior ov furbive gestunes that would supprrt her genesalized sus pricks ebout any
-7 L] ~ AL ~F ] -

_‘5u£>ew:$€d Ydeasevmla%ms}‘ she did noteven checK do see if Hollands ap proved ceil phone. ov of his

m?loyw hod internet access 5 peciedly in Veﬁan(s Jothe allesed violwhms recerty made by Agent Bighom ,

Butmere imporfently, Brewey wtormed Hollund about He wpeomg ennunced visi? butnot Hhe plonnec! search.

ﬁ&h} om JMWW:; A ao/ﬁ’} exa&/@ 51y (6) months before Hhe scheduted J“{'j} 2019 fesmmation dete o Hoblnd s

Wramf 2Ymenth ferm of 5&(/4)&;4//36/ velease, numerous Pohation 0ffisers and GBI frgents (| ac[udlh-c} Brewer),

evived ot fpllgnds howe as pleaned onlanuarn 3%, Ugon eotry searching offucers Jmmedlrately began
f =3 7 <~/ J T

execuhng o yummeqing sepich of adl aveas, losKing4oy amy vidlution of suptuvised 1efease, Diving the howr-
= [ A= R 7 J

}Mﬁ seavch, Anent Bighewm cb#em'pféef fo htervied Hollend athis K itehen fable, but she teyminateo] Mec]uesﬁam};j

When Hollend 1hveked hie r/,thv en M/pmej . 0{7%@;/5 wen%ua/é, wﬁsa)fée/ Hollead's one “F/l"pIp howe anel

ound four M@f’yrﬂed cef/,'p/}mes whioh prv vided evidence for He Revicohon Retition andl ko #he evrent nu charges,
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L Unsubstandrated Link betusen S Supervision bl Cqbg chp queb.).,i.},‘m

/}'5 stated abo V'?, & cletarled &xp/anaf/an peyﬁum,Lq Yo the (815 rta'vp‘/' of the I’:sf‘aqmm

Cqbw}np will be prow(/ed heve, inthis section. In previous 54?&)‘/0715 Hvl/am oc;HmeA facks

d:rec/'/q P-C’V‘l('ll.lmnq o even s 5urmuha/mq his pwmronmnm/ hls/m his /hnLlw/ 3C-mouith

Jerm oféupa vision a5 well as hi's, sewna/ 2‘/«%)17% ferm ofsupérwsmn /'/?W Hollond apﬂq

Affevenhates U.5. Probation s SupeVVIs;oh aﬁ»m\ Frovm the. events related 4o GBY's

investigation of the ﬂsﬁ%:;mm 6/&6041 P

ﬂu,s,, fo wm,/?re/»enz/ M/Aj/ Oficer Brewer beiawe. worvied that Hollend wes V/blaﬁng He.

onditens of bi's &u»rremf, A-month Feym of .Su,p&rw‘sed 'rz./ease,; addiboval inforeation aboid

He Cjbw%»"p inveshgation Is cru cial, Cuvip usly, when 5&:‘/—/»5; for th Hhe Fcts of Hellands

case, both, the government and the veviewing owrt” ((pessibly fov Hher convenrence),
7 7 >4 - 7 I / 7

mislesdiingly jux tupos tioned ohmno/oﬁ/ca/ events oceurring in Mavch, 3019 regarding

5epa,mvfe,,/n;/ependem‘/‘ events pw/w‘n/‘nq fo the GBIl s tobertip investigation, as +f these.
L 7 7 7 4 7 T |4

evonts dlrem‘/j redated to Hollend’ lwa//l% /m,pﬂja[ fevym ofsulperw‘sec/ refease, at/fhaujk

a*béo/ufdj no besis Jer such a side- b;/'sw/e‘ ,P/acemenf had beeu estabhished.

Netwithstanding the evvenesus plecewent, on Much 3), 3013, in otelly, seperete

)m/es%ma}im events 5)mu/ﬁ/7eou5{¢j occUrrin ﬂ 5{67" wn Known o Dfﬁcek Brewer :wa(,
J J 7 #
complefely mdependent of Hat Officer’s mensive. supervision of Holland dusing K1 nedly
T L4 7 7 - =

zmlpoﬁec{, 24 -month ferm of 5 t;perw‘sec/ refease, Yhe ﬁvl/ﬂwl@ happened, elsewhere ;

#s Ve?u//ep( {5, Jow. J;hfﬁljram re,;w%e@f o %{éer#/lp fo NEMEC Vo/Vmﬂ Jhe uf/wds of

5u,§lpecrﬁ’o/ child ,Parno 9q mf/‘f}" child sex ﬁfm%z/(/ﬂ;{ oronlne &(’p/pifa#bn 0fk&él/4). %ﬁ/f Gamg

daf{r, (Masch 315t), NeWge received #he &:/AWAIP which Ipwv/(/ea( *ffm%&n Decem bey 17, 3079,

Decesnbey 3/,, 20/7/,)»4% 6,013 and JMuarj 13,2013 an unKngwn mdividual accesselthe

ﬁ#ﬁjfwﬂ account with He wser name “yungeeolls and uf/oac/wf four s mages of mror boys

Clothed ) 4o f/m‘fﬂfm‘ﬂf' 1715ﬁjram dischosed Phat the aguuts d”f"’j{ name Was "/"Mﬂ m %?Adﬂ{

no other ,pe’rp’amllg; lﬁem-l/ﬁ/mﬂ :hﬁfymwhm) such a5 a,,pl;ygrm,/ addyess, date of by, m,p/ﬂnewwméw

but, Hheve was an assoussted emas] addvess of branbarn 9@ jm//:wm/, Fov Fhe Usewor persom

)x/ma repor fed' thet Wis sl onthe Thsfogrem acint.
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Nemer, did a work up of Hhe indpyrnation pmwa/ez/ but hd ot discover any Jeads o

5u5peofs veleted Fo 7%@ 1vformation pmw;/ez/ bq .Z?;g,l;zqm;as a/be%hp- NE W/EC Pﬂ%gd Ma

7‘;}7 a/mq Jo Hhe 65 #w‘}amadaq ( March 3/57‘) and o /fpr»l % Q018 the c&se was

&55/6{’}726/’/ +o J;aeom/ Ager! qulmm ito mvesh qete .

Tzc vital mﬁvmmﬁm pmw/’wf JoHe 6Bl /na/ud’ed He TP address ysed fo up/ozw/ one offhe

mages, all sfidhioh weve Wea/ed éq E/qm», Wﬁqemﬂ Hescribed them as ﬁosﬁumw wp/oaa’s of

ww;q boq$ weeiing whdovwes md /wfed’ fﬁumaq&s were rot ¢ p Lohid pammmp/uﬂ bw"odd

bvj@ww -@rﬁw&- SA B)ﬁ/zw@ wsng 7Wé//& dafa’ Letormned Tormobile mwec/ Mef,oada’mss,

5%@5%;;14 the wplpads comeHom an mﬁym&h@a/b/@/ mobile device . But wien 5/1(;5(.&5,;):018;/ Toonobile
Jhe tmpary awd m%,pmwa”e bev-with 1htrrmation onthe TP address as it wes no bnges refrievable

f/péﬂ&éggiue/oé/ng oy divect Jeed %oa]pa/vhcu./wr u;p/oad, hg 5us_"peof'or71ma bile subscriber. B subpoena.

o éocg/a {or subseviber information redated 4o the f]'mal'/ addvess revealed Hhe ol wing: NAIE -
Bran parn &vail - bronbam §o@ gmail.com ; SERVICES —Andverd, Gmm’/,, ij/e lalendar

Gvogle Hangpurts, Google ketp, Geogle Photos, Hes Goagle Frofile, Hos Plusone, Location History,

Minufemaid , Web j(’ﬁ,gp Activity, YouTibe, CREATED ON = /1/30j2015 at 7:58:23 YTC ; TERMS
| OF SERVICLE TP ~360T: o i 1 v+ at 1:68:23 Ute; 5ms — Hot 9144767 LusT , Geoste

ACCOUNT ED — 16393826017 LAST LOGING — Shrwing Fimes ord alutes ,MdIPWrefsas OF all

e infPrineton 0 wied From %uswaoeha Hhe Jisted p/wne nmﬁer zc/ myst P vided (@lhuwicd), Hy

Aqef ta /ead M /z/em’tﬁ/mq waf&f bt dd no }’eyfxﬁ/a/» whe uf/%ﬁ’eaf Hhe 1rmages, assessedt-te.

/m@//vetf or ppssaéwp an in ﬁmafmfwb/emﬂf/e devicedor use at In 5#4 Yam, M&y Investrgation

“/’/IIAS W:WW %Iﬂ/’ /%//ﬂhﬁ/ W /157%17/ 7‘/7/5 th:e nwm/;ey on /7/5 anqm_dn Vers Jicense.

D&/WM decp&r/ o #o Nmwnd's baakqmma’ u}h:/e a‘r)h{ wmﬁ/mq pwb//o/q avasleble 1mfor mation

ﬁw,%ums presa %/q chservable (the phome //mnlx/r) B)//mm d/jwwm( //pl/ma"ﬁ paa%&wmma//

s %yq ) /M/uf/mq a previows gnvichen fov child -exp/a;ﬁﬁm and Hathewns m Se Sex otfender regisry

Spem/wﬁm Mﬂ” lm[e&/um b‘,, B/qhm beqam and w«/&/ fead Hhe /]qu%o qwoqu condact Ho //Mz o/;

fe;{w/ wam’zm ofﬁcer éml[ V{df /%411 pr vide @m/wsrn{ a//eqaf/m, aéou/’éw mveshgation of

ﬂ,L.%;/agmm co,b%hp /hofuqu mpa//mqw wrfm%s about Hollond up/oﬁ//hq He rmages,

On JMWWq 3 20 /4 as ﬂ//Verq deyfm}ed abive, ﬁﬂef# qubam notrfed ﬂ#fc@r Brea/er

Wt the GBI /mﬂ’ veceved a cqbp//,l,p on thlland. TF #1s 15 wh af Byghem: Spafed, 1115 for

Fom He Frcthasd unequt Vaca//q /107‘ 5upm//e/ bq e evidence . B/qéwmﬁ o lleciovs mference

was ade 11 reckless disveqind ﬁr% f'l’uf% i, 0/@44{ ol Jo mMIPW/ﬂ/E e Suspictons hat

&ffcer Brewer WMA’ l/ww) asyo Hollend .

Bt musd 1m ﬂrlﬂw/fz{, wupty Hus pamf /h ol lwd 5 Superusion, Jhere bed boen no evigence

0V SuspIous wﬁwh obngwf Y&WYM oy 1nves qwkaf bq Brewer thet would eqme even close Jo

WDW"’M‘\‘H\Q O‘JCY-?/}MWw‘ §vaosvho~ns MMe bq Aﬂ«’xml Bmhmn Noverthe less on

meu 14,2614, Hvﬂ;m&s hove wes Wd\ezq baées? o w.e, Aqeﬂ"'s call 1‘0%
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R\%Zﬁ(/‘ns frr &rdm 7‘:)')4 the Ft,’/%/;"/o‘n

Buestion

|| Whether the Foundh Atmem/mewf a,pp//es Jo Hhe act of seavch ng_ov

Hhe. initiad decision Jo seavch éﬂsea/ on g objechve standasd Mnm/ermq

the Jotali 74/ of Hhe Ciwmstances and colfectrve /l/nmd/eofqe, o fhe o#?cers
af Hhe mamm% of Hhe Sewvch ov \/Mmaw, /’7‘ 2019 - o

Hollend argues Fhat in his cese Jhere was an Impre per reasonable susprcion assessment The.
7 7 7 I 7

maqlsﬁ@fe  judge dedormined Hat He %o%p,//ﬁ/ otthe ciroums fances esiblished reasomable

Luspicioy Moot Holland had violeted fhe conditrons of his release and recommended d’em/mq

Hollends motionp Suppress, The distrct con't &Vﬂmﬁq ac/op?"ea’ %e maqm‘nfe Judges

reammendotions , verbatim, The. camt hedd Ha Jﬁ u/%zmnﬁ»@,. faten foqether, the totaidly

of the ootz (end He obvious infevences Hhatfollow) pre vided Offices Brewer & veaspnable.

Suspicion that Defondant tolland wes wo/a«ﬁnq #he wnﬂ’/ﬁonﬁ af/)u 5up#ww5¢’d i@/fe&e af

Ma bme of Hhe seavch,”

//yu)F/Ve/tf, am/ szaf/é/,/ l/hIPfYﬁfﬂf, both *fﬁe /ﬂﬂjlﬁﬁﬂfﬁ Vj'uduqé an&/ 7%@ d/.S?LY/C/'/' Cowr?’: /aol:,’e,

tccepted he qovernments priefed Respomsive pleading and incorrecHy assessed reasmable
L4 L4 [ T 7 ~d J
g%p»cwn ~ not af the bime ot the search but — as of Fhe Fime +he decizion was made ==

u)/:en fcor Breu/W m/7’m//b, decided 4o /mmec/m/wq wmp/a;‘e ak equ%f’}c-frae&mﬁ Forim

0 Sé’ﬂvh?/\ Ko Jfand's home. basedd 59/@/2/ on & peou/wf/ e infeymation recerved frovm He

(B/ ,44en7‘ who ntacted heyon Jmuzm; 3,209 about fhe /nvasﬁqu‘mn of an Th ﬁqmm

&45%4/;7 wheve fhe Az;em‘ a/u«bmus/q eem ve«/ed Hat it a/ppeared that Holland 7s the pevsn

LL‘/'/ 1z4 h‘[ e ﬁwﬁqrm Qeccownt,

Jn&é@c// He fowith /}mem/mmf' aj;fp//es o he act of 5&&?%/@;/ no_‘/’ He /h/i%// decisin

4 5@@%'/,/ and It alp,p//eé an 0é jectve standard based on the Jetslity efthe infovmation hisewn

sz He oFficers pearthing_ ot the fime of He. seavch . See. Tewry v,Ohio, 392 U. 5. /3323 ( 19¢8) -
(" in making Lthe Fourth Amendwent] assessiment i#ss /m,/%’/mf/ ve ot thefucts be;;'udji?éf

oﬁwnﬁ‘f an aLJje&ﬁ ve Sandavel’. would e frefs avasleble 4o the obbicer at the moment oBshe

Seizune ov search werrant o men of veasomeble cavction inthe belief Hhat-the avtun takin wes eppreprste?
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see qlso Evans v, 57%,}7/)6-#75/ 407 F,3d 1273 1326 (1P O 2005 )("Whedher an officer has

a veasonable suspicion is an sbechve queshon viewed $vom Hhe standpeint of a reasomable
! ~ v T

L 1 officer ot 5&eme,'.’>.

Heve e count assessed reasonable suspicton, whdev-the /oﬁ/}'//t/ ofthe covarmstances, basd

on %Ae hitred Hecision cfFcer Brewer madefv search e JMWL{ 5,’, A0i9 af¥esr she recelved

fhe cel] How Agefr/b"g{/mml The exact defnrls oftheiy conversaton coudd notbe vecailed

by either Officor Brewew ov Fgent B/qém pr%umaéﬁ; fo o/eze/fﬁc/qu frushate Jhe

Wderrhwq heaving fact-4y ha’/mz process in Hherr ,%mr

y W the /Mwﬁ mp«m‘@/ convevsation withthe Ctcor reflects ,4qem‘ Bighoen pmwqu

}555 Shan the /v#a/(s/v@ 534 admi #%/@ IpYéSen-f/hg & s4nepsis oFihe ,«{:quzrkg case fo

Further indun1 p wlate, the infevences that Hollensls Probution ctficev (ov the re viewing court)wbuld

dyaw. ﬁw/eed /}qen'/' Biq/Wm K n&u)/'nqi Y and rtenhionall ly shaved s pew»/é/ﬁ‘ve, infoymation scrmised

du,wnq He /k;eu% nihe -month mves}‘iqm%n oPthe Ins%w,mm Cb/bev%lp y m&/ud/nq

= Hhat Hhe ,45[%% received an %5‘f;cjmm ﬁvqéwﬁp Hom A/C/ﬂgc/

~ ﬁ’ldr% Hhe %}ﬂj&um Cj{b%‘»’p has hese /mﬂﬁ«b’ o/ 7"/ ;

= Hetst appeny’s Hodand 15 the person atihiving He Znstoqram account; and

= that Hollnd 13 upleading tmages of suspected ehutel povraqraphy fo Instoquom potertially commitling
7 A (v 7 7 A A J A4 7 J J

Erimies,

Both meomsistont and 1rveconcilable with what was tfm/eﬁ/ecf 0 hev, Officer Brewer aonstrueel

what she was+old bj’ addin 4 e wnujebﬁu’e fo the 43%7% syhopsis and reckless i Veﬁa.w( of

The whole Pruth of Hhe Cybackip m vest gatron, when &ffices Browes: stated she was Fold !

= Yot the GBI reerved a Cjbe'f'#;p on Holland:

- 7%4% //O//Md tfp/oadcof ewtic Iwages fpmﬁ ¢ 1o Z},§{pq;¢m;

= Mt Holland wed his cwin phie number fo establish an Tnstagresm aeoun?) and

= ot the boys m Hhe photos apprared fo b dqz:’f/‘( 101012 years old and were not entrvely pude bet

outlines o thew ceveved qemtnls wewe visible ,

Nitably, Bighan's cail aboutHhe Cyberhip was He only ateanhion efmisconduct ocewwing duing Hus ferm .
= o " 7 = J J

a3,




Deépr-}a Hhe Aty@rrf‘; |acK of veference fva. Par"i-tc wlar u/)a,ppm\rfj c@”phcme ‘

aseoc:m‘wf with Hollend, the absense jnthe /}qenﬁ ropon‘ of wnkmmmwus Tnstagrom

access, P(us the quezn'}”s mexe ver1$ication of an)q pYe,squ obsevvable Fnai-s including pubhc/

m-Fovma-h(m suchas Holland's ?hm{: mwmbe/rm-o\ his exriminal rfwra\’ aﬁws ?mkmg}wrﬂx ,

Bightm ,Whe by imphcation sexved as an impyimatur oferedibi by and velbilihy baged
=4 7 — Y 7 7 B J

o hev laud wfovcemeﬁf loa&kﬁwumf CfCicex Brewes Pecame concexned. Brewer was wornied Jhat
Holbendd conddl be wo/aﬁnq Fhetorms ofhss nw/y im /)058610 2Y-mynith Jevm of 5uperwsed refease, but-Hot

wm’l{ i not absolve h&rof hev own mw;ﬁqa/wq ﬁ/wﬁes Yet, Brower shlif @/M%fﬁujpféﬁaf ﬂzm‘ Holland:

D) mm}n‘ have en uhsatlorized cell p/Wne, " A/s pessession; 2) poss,b/q be pﬂff%!/nq mzua//q orrested

‘ ﬂf%%m/ and 3) pﬁﬂb/g e using Jhe dev/ces Jo access swm/ med’m %vs/;an He qaesﬁmaé/c rmages.

The h&‘/ﬂ&p —W( (2 17:4 e Breworwas b rmmediafely call hey supervisor foadvise he;/o#ﬂ e

prformarten 5},e reeesved W B/q/wn ﬂzm Brever was infruokol fo complete. o Request fov-sessoty fovm |

5:4%? om o, presumably, Pvee/e#vmﬂufm af veasmalle suspicion . }y‘era /7‘ 15 dear Hhat Sfcer Brewer

had no Mewhﬁwm%m she. ol rely por foestpblish mgﬂnwb/a suspicion ofa Yiolation Hathad

oltuvved dwx‘m; Ho lland's cnrrent eam o-st?erwsim, Nov did Brewer — who wasnot presentet

| the scene ofthe seonch - have a tofa 4’«\ o infovmation suideshing o reasmable suspicion of oy toJotion

-b ywehfy the searvch, Plus, the Aqemﬂw( e Officer's feshmenies didvet mateh P@V%eﬁq

on -er I5sues, One tan mf-crfmm Hhe. inconsisfencres ot thefwp manufactird W baﬂax//q

toncocted e basis of fhe search, ;w%/wc -, while he Ve wmest peddbd He civewn shuces in n§ b ef

IM delving into folland's sex otfending past

/7’&46@ %e '}Ilnmq ofHe mw@mf ma,saﬁm < bv; /}gmfﬁfgﬁm deseyved Foniher-discussion. M/ma{-g

Hhe oot vefisd Jp retogizeor even consider ih 145 Jofs lnly of: 7%6 v stances ana//«/sfj Hhatst-shoudd have.

uad wafmw vw/wfwn of Jolland's cowventdesm 0F5u4>f>rw5/m wodd have had fo Waf/@lf the

mosf V&eﬂfﬁ%’m 0f5wp@yw5/an conmenced en Ju/(/ o’&é 2017. b v condd not have been 5@/%’&% A ofa

Vio/efipn ffmwswf M/m such a5 possession a-F wwpmﬁ/ a&//,bhmes Lonttining Sexw//n/awef;/g@f

meteniaf AM/ unafpmvea(aaegs}v smw/ me@/m /#7‘/4% wo/m%ns ﬁtéun"ép&fw/h{/ﬂs pmykm

o%ﬁupe//w;/m ' W%&m had endod on Jedq G, /20/7 ey i ks /a/q rewked'

Yef a hid] veview ofHu read 5uwz/3 \/lmL% govern ment consfruct cﬁ /n feyp-/iKe Foshim yeasmmable

suspeion bv; 4m[obmq mu/hp/e,—ﬁt% B Wolfands bl ferm of Supevision n drefes fo RimagIne

ﬂ)e /w/ua/ exXpwss baﬁlj apfm which offcer Brewer 5;5;;@7‘@() Hhat W ilerd wis Vlo/MLmq s cwrm,f

Jorm. T)@ Wv’} Mﬁ%m%f #:weﬁre vehed on Jﬁekﬁ)lho#%se/a% cwcwusﬁmces eited lﬂw#ﬁ

“gvevnment andmust be vejeckd. 4 review of e decisien indcates ShatHhe const loo fed et enly J’aa%

Knewn Jo Brover when %adwdeﬁ/ 4o rﬁ’fqufsf a seadh of Holland's /lme whenthe dedermination ﬁe

reasoable Sus piewn shovid have }emmaaé bused on He BSffreer s A/mw/equ at e seene oftheseardh

Gt L/m*edd ﬂﬁm 341 F3d 40)9,1023 (8¢ v 2009 Y we pw(cea( fo defermine whetherofficers

W()Iﬂ‘;'eﬁf Hoami Hon's 1 14hts wndev the Tourdh HMMMem" besed on p}Frfe»s h’nou)pruqe at-fhe fémoFMthD

aql



Queshon R, Wheher an inchoote and un pavr#iw/éw/ze(f suspfci'ori o hunch of &

supe wvised release thw‘ﬂm Communicated fvm an /44%71'7‘0 the

556“’0&’/'%'1 PVObfd'lom officer 15 eéwuqh 7‘054}':5%{ %e Moni mmn /eve,/

ofoé)em‘:w};/ re,c';wvu‘! + sewroh a supervisees home 7

14/7%061_4}1 )’%Sdna/b/& .51«05?/4/@') /mu1 be bﬂ&’&/ 0h mv@mm%m SLLpp//ep( hfa #hird ;unlq

such as in s case, Mcf///au) /awwﬁmememfa%cw/ﬁvjﬂnf e /nﬁ/mm‘Im /w%f st/ bear

sufficiont indicia of i?/l/a/lét//%/, Unitfed Shites v. 5 @/5/5, /72/&&/»,47}” 5"10/, 39 (I 3006).

Here, officer Brower festhied Hhat At Bigham told her Hhat “Hollend was uploading gty

exotic 1mages of miror males o Instagram ond used hig Ip/ame number fo establish the agouit,”

Hm@wg Hhere was 4h§4¢ﬁ%1¢hf (f/i_/z[/en_cz,_' befove %&rwz_/wf o dwnonéf’mﬂ%, Hhe reliab ’//%7 of

+he /}3%7‘3' Ihigrmation ., See Ada,ﬂgé v, ét/t///zunsl, o't Y., 143, M- (19 73),,' Alabama

v- White, #p 4.5. 325 330 (1990)( Reasonable suspicien, ke probosle cause ;15 dependint
upon both e content of yrfvmation pwes;ea’ bq plue and /s ﬁ(eqree o%"r;,/méf/;%q Both

Lpctovs— d/uﬂm’v ﬁ/ asd qm«/nlq ~— o mzdm% in the ' total, 1y of the eivcumsfauces -

the whole. pw}uva %mf’mus%be taten mto account wWhen Ma«/uw/vnq who/ﬁw%eya s

Yea/sana/b/e SUS plam )

whie it me/sﬁ/b/e,ﬂr ey Brewer 4o % on Indgrmatien valde/ 54/44%-/ qufwm 5

Some. evidence had p be presented o5 Jo what /mérmmém Yhe /@en%/m;// w&eh e /ij

rece/‘v‘ed /)1’ ansl ﬁmm Wf/;gm /f was reoe/yzef ' % an&: evidence ;P”Weap atthe Swlpl)wéﬂan

/)W/”fj demans pretes summavized depuils aboud ng/zam,s mV%vL/ﬂwﬁm ofa cjéeyh’p

Con l/eﬁ{eé? Jo Brevey on JMW@/ 32014, A, B/Vq%ama" intormation was wnverifred whélflpeculccﬁw.

The. ot 15 not bind Jo the diffculres fazes éﬁ’ Jaidd entpveementn Co//e«%[l/z? aud

distributing com ,Pt’/f@ﬂf infovmacion immediately 74//5/14)/144 repovs of eriminal aazw;‘ﬁ/,éwh Fhes
= =/ = 5 77 R

tase, Super vised refease violobions ; however the Founth Ameondments regu remeytf- ﬁlem‘:quw'zeo[

reasmable wnd avtrcnteble Suspicion 15 m%onmvwf, ey 157 éﬂf/)/ess esther 41104 here,

/}ﬂem‘ b/4A@m bad apunch afber see/;m e p}mne pum bey Mw/ ,od/xeaf e Aam’a on 1o’ Brewer,
30, |




%:/l'\/w(ua Jrzed recthor Hhan genciadized suspreion wos required | T Yollond 5 case., Here was cnly
-/ </ T 7 4 £

& hunth, ov qenerelized suspicion Hiat He owner of Hhe phoenumber Jisted onthe associeted
/ </ 7/ N 7

Gvcf,v/e accpunts 5u-b'5m,;éer Infovmartion was the u,ploaz/e'r otthe fouir (%) sinages Fothe -551%5?%

account, Locking, however, was He mdrviduelied suspieon, ov reasmpble mferences, required by fhe.
J 4 T 7 7/ 4 4

Fowdh Ameadiment. These needed Jo be o reasonable. beliof ov suspieion diected atthe pevon ( Hotlord)

b be soorded . Tpfowevces based pon speculsfion and quessiork ave not reasonable. |

45 Holfend gave a'éso/w/'e@ 10 indlicaton 07‘1 pessessing an whapproved  inferattcapable mob Jle.

device ov et hus ,p/wnenumbcv was sewviced by an Tnternet Service Previder: as Holland qave po

yndicatun thathe hid adesed the Tuternel at the frme in question; as Hellpad prvided 1o snformtn

Hhathe wis poisess g evetie imaqes of*mmwma/ésl; and as Hollnd wfe;/; qeuerally, iha manner Hhet

wis demnshative of his overed| com plasce with bis current, 3y-month ferm of supesvized rdgase,

| Here wias ho reasmable suspleion 4o beleve that he had visleted 2y condy Fons o Hhat he echibil

non-complignce with his sex ofender eomplionce contract, af the Jme of the damuany 14 2019 search.,
7 <1 7 7 7

The Fourdh Amendment requives reasonable suspicion, Hhat s wdrvidualized befove o seavch fov

5u'pe~rw'5€(;l release Violahons can be conducted . Spme abserce oF mdiduelized suspicion, characterizes
i

Wllends case, T7 be suie, He 5u5/peoy‘ed conduct here pussessin of wnapproved cellphoes, wnepproved
7 7 T 7 7 [4 /

| tifesnet agcess , avel gossession of Secuadly orrorted matenals) all involved the Tptermtor Tuternet

acless, as wellps possessing an vnapprowee dhvice. Such suspected conduct and viplhons supporrt- a
7/ 4 - L4 1 1

5&14/6/» &nlj{ 1‘{: %}/ahﬁ/ was r‘ea(sanah[q 5uspeo/edl of possessing ( w/udz‘nq mhis /xsses/m), ah w:appmvaé
J [ 7 R 7 7 (]

C‘elllphéwe eontaming p'rahr'ba'fw{; evotic images et Hhe fme Holland resided ot Dismas House, o anygtime.
~F7 v 7 # <

Fhereatter, Other suspecte violthoms support a seavch 1 Hollond wes veasonably suspectecl of invelve mest
/ f F—
onthe Jnternet at#he hme he wes af Dismas Hyuse, ov anghime tHhereatseor . /;'bllm() nefebly  resected at”

Dismas House betuen Ooteber 2017 and April, 2013 wheve Hheve wias noevidence Holland vislefed Hhe vutes,

TF the evidence. That tnggered the searoh s howed Hatin December, 2017 aud Jesuan 3013, ata trme
4} 4 v 7/

shen Wollend wos Houseel p# Dismas someane ufp/aaz/ee[ withamobile device, evobic images of minoy males

foan Tnstpqrom account, which wes assocrnteel with @ q-masl address , ancl e Gocgle emarl 1nfymation

Mefefji Jrsted Hollond s phove nuinber, Hhew o ImK must-be substantrated betuwoenthe phone il ap the u'p/aacfs‘

31




Theve wias np evideue. befove Hhe court except, s peculative, aviclusony alfeqations as dp hoo the
7 L4 7 , 7 J A 7

Aﬁt’i‘]'f atfributed He u;p/oadmj of the images ah?»s%ajmm s }b/lan({, ov how she detevmmned thedt Holland

uss posstssing wnapprovec ce/{péanas conteiniing evobic imaaes, There was absplutely o evidence. as
1 v J < J

to whelher the Ailqe«nf even Knew who had u,p/oaz/ed #re/mages} alﬂvag}\ she ConVen/'enﬁi( credited the

acts o /ﬁ//ahd’ 9e¢1er¢z./{t,4; Hheve wWas a chairth of evidence as 4o Ld/:af/j’pa of mobile device was used

fov the u/p/oaa/s ov for pessessing (5&»«/»3) the evotic photos; Hhere was anabsence of evidence as o who

owned ov used the g-mar] addvess Thot wns associated with e Znstagrom account; andmest mportontly

Hhere wes a_leck of evidence as fo how' He /@enﬁuw.ﬁaﬂfa "hre” o hnk befuen — Hyllsads phoe

st bev Jisted o the G 1 azwuné the ﬂfmm’/ adkdress’ hsted on the Zlﬁfﬂjrm acown] angl Hhe phose.

i ber presuiably Yed fo'Hhe Instagimm accounts, Andl ﬂ’es, ot am’mj/ ovidence demonsoting thet the

Tomobile TPadbresses fov both He 3;151%7 vam aciunt (velafed Jothe /majes) and the &?f/e, aqeant (eletd

) /0§-Ih ac-v‘/'\//'#j)’,ﬁu/ec( fo revecd e /afenJ/#j of the accoun fzabsér/éet:, Fhe @mfagm bed He soprceof

He uploads 79 Wolland .

T S, Hus 15 nefa case Whee #,e,/tqenf obsevved a Sus’pec.f' w0 possession of a. sSmerphome o

raced an TP address #o e ,pay'hm/hr aciovant holdevs physied addiess, Mevesver theve 15 insuficreat

ea/zd’e/zg aW&i/’, as /md 7’7’16 /je#fba/o/é{ m:puf?zf He ifp/oad;nq ach wﬁ/ ondHe ,/90,"56’4"5/,14 of @ smar‘rfp/mc,

[mﬁm,;zi ewthie 1nages SFmingy males o Wollend, simply by observing the meve presence of Kolleads phone
s ber —not onthe ﬁ:sfajﬂam agount = but, on the assocrefol é’vg’q/eawaw;f. (’/&V/Jq, Yhe beogle aceovnts

ifself, wos asseciated with Hhe %ﬁzj-nuu adovn éﬁ,f/re//'s;éhj of the ﬂmw'/ address. )@76 Holfond s /’/wnanaméer

wies enly 'p‘re.Senf on The é'oz'j/e accunt, as en S5/t number T thet actowrt aud notthe Tnsthgiom acavit-

/ymoﬂf, He nfrrmaon abest Holland’ phene nusher albwed fhe Ajer P have e fead in /dém‘/f}mj

a 5u5,pecf'. But-the phene nusmber alme, did not estpblish o even aud 17 provich ng the necessany reasmable.
7 7 7 ’ 1 < )

Suspicion, a5 1o who uplooded the images af Zi stagasmy autesseq( fhe imfevnet m 3217, ov possessel wiggoied

Cel[phones ot the fme ot the wplords, Tntock, (mvermnd the Tnstugrem acaint), Hhe meve Jishing of the phome.
7 4 v 7 J T
nup;bew;m/ﬂg a;jpg/afep/ 6264/@ ﬂ{w;wé Aves Mf/ a}/%ouf /Ml/e/ 0447 5&557&#77647‘&1 /h/\’, tace o F1¢ 1o

e @%‘/e auccounst withont Aoarted %e)z{/ca /i fo q evidence, /'ntf/w-ﬁnj reze(!ofw%&xha’mj of & omfremartion

Cede 12 veqisterthe 6'7;6;/@ aciount. No mmmad Jovel o‘fol: Jiea%fw@ was e:%a/l»/rflec/ m Hollbads caz,
323,




Fin “//‘j/‘ In ovder for Hhe collect:ve Knocd/ﬂafff( doctrine o apply, Here must be some

degree of communication between the officers. Ths regusrement.serves o distrguish

| befueen sfhcers -ﬁmof"m*nmg as a search feam and officers ac%/'an as {hde/)eﬂc/eh‘f

actors who mevedy hagpen fo be /hvesﬁﬁa-f:hj (ov supevising) the same subject, The

Eleventh Civewr ¥ has @c,pl'arneo/ sver several decades YiatHe coifectrve A’now/ec@¢ dectvine.

ov felfow - ofcer rude considers on@ e "collectrve Krouledye ofthe officers imolved ine

LT search” when detevmining Fthe fotality sFHhe crveumstances establshes reasoneble

N

suspicion., United Elntes v. Acosta, 363 F.3d W41 145 (it C/ro?m‘/)(?up/mj United Shates

v, Wilbams, 87¢ Fad 15211534 (//*“érr/%’?)), ,ﬁq&n% B@Aa«m nterviewed Bollond at his
Hiddhen able and was not 1nvojved 101 He search of-his howe, B@Aﬂmé nvolvement was

Jimited fo mfnmum'mﬁhﬂ and aomveying formaton cboydt #he InsJajrém ey bevirp Fo officer Bruer,

.ﬁn/wrﬁw‘/’/g; veasonable suspicion can be/}r;p wiktd fo He officer conducting a search f +e

sea,roémj ofPicer acls /n accovdance. with He divection of snother officer whe hes reasopable

Buspicion: Here, Anent Bighow fud a hunch, not veaspmable suspieiom, and she passed hev hunch
V4 J 4 7 7 7 7

onto Offcer Biealer who @aes/&/ aseavch, Even 1n a;%'rmmj Fhe dstnct counts denial of

[ollends Moeon fo Suppress, 1f ofpecrs the Lleven Civeuwr? panel /m/pwfed move Knowledge fo

Officer Brewer than it showld have e#d than was supported by Fhe evidence ,

7//7u,6,, CL'PV’ may, Y focus on He /ln’puﬁ/ /(Mu)/ea%]e cases 15 whether Hre lau entovcement

officer:s m//mrlfnj the seavch WMVeét on whose 1hs fruchens ov information fhe actual

Seﬂmémj ora,wesﬁki? officers welied, had irformation Hat would provide. reasoneble suspicion

ov pre bable cause 4p seandh ov avvest the suslpecf, Un: fed States v, .‘fm_g/cﬁ,,, 469 U.5. 22,

230-31 (1985); Wh Teley v. Warden, 401 U5, 560, 568-6 (/47!)( &' Tf the divecting offrcew dees

not have probable cause, [ov veasonable suspicion ] the gqovernwent may not” bootstverp
¥ 7 T 7 \” 4 7 ¥

pro bable cause [ veasonable suspizion] Lom the innccont act of o police officer Ly llowing eo
T 1 [

evvoneous divection ,9. The cemmn essen of Hemle&, and M/A/‘f@/@_}u‘s Haf the tollective KmJ&{ye

of ail e offocers mvolved mu,sflpm vide sutficient gmmcfé ﬁ,\ju&hﬁ; i reasonable. Suspicion

of crummal actryfy ov in thilerd's cose, reasmable suspicion ofa supervised release Viclaton,
J7 4 [4 T

33,




Tp ether words, 1o e collective K nau/)eJch doctvine/fedlo w-cHcey -nie o worK, th o' laminafed fotal

of the indormation Knewn by officers who ave in cominunication, with me cnother must amwust

to & reasonable Susplcton 1o search. See, ey, United Shates v, Edlwards 517 Fad 383,895 (5%

Civ. )578), #/-Mouj}), ancfficer 1o eofrtled 4o ’@/," upom 14 frrmatrion ,PYOVICped bﬂ ofhex officers

Hhe collechve mfoymaton Known foall officens involved must be sufficiest fo amowntto a

reasonable suspicion . See,ﬁenwat/ﬁ AW, Lo/ave, SeavchandSeczare ;. A Treatise on the Jourth

mendmart- & 3.5(5) (Aded. 1927); 3 id. 5 23() ot 42189,

The 1dea. Hhet fucks abeud Holland Konown bf] SHficer Brewer Hat weve leavned Hom rew'wtng Ms

’pm‘Ba:hm casefile while wnder Felesl Supexvision, when odded o the collecrve. Knowledoe ofthe 743%1'%

Wwas /MVeﬁ)vgaﬁ'nj a Q{éeﬁ‘v 'p canp’%l ﬁ?‘ed’ V&tﬁamté/e, 5u5/pwmn +o QM /ﬁ//ﬂl’ﬁ; /Wme} w:afer‘/ﬁe /pﬁ/,/v

-7

of He civewmn %nfes/, such an iffea. must be Vg’e&fed &Wll}’/}é#’cal/{l,{r 7//&0»;13, additiondd facks Kopwn {‘,’

Offreer Brower befire recenty the Tnstagrom 6fberﬁlplpr/w¥v¥ﬁeéem%,, %sznm'mb'/j ore en the.

Yeasonsble Sus lplcl'ﬂn f]u@)’ﬁm ave that ! ’)/‘b//tlhd hada Known /7157"074 of receiving c/u/dparmqm'ﬁéq,k%( ’

onhis 300 convictior, snd he fud a sexwal mtevest mmivor males » A) Holland was Known Jo have a lugh risk

of reotfending asshewn by his 3014 psychoseraal e valtfiry anda Qotlyewwald comiral bistry, 3) th 2015,

Holland wes knoum #p bave used unavthorized devices and had &cﬁwfged poracqrephy with men From prison, ondl

&) m Janua:ﬂ, 2017 Holland was Known Fohave possessed seven wungpprved cellphones  feadmg fo a July 26017
7 7 7 77 4 7 7 4

yevocetion of bus eviqmed fesmof supervised velease and Fhe 1mposihon of his new tuivent-ferm of superviscon,
- 4 T 7 7 T

Because Officer Brever was reaanaé_kj Soinihar with each ot Hhe afvementroned &.ﬁ; vet she never

Seavihed Mollands hlme’, He difficalt lquej#m‘n remains - wWhetha Ccer Brewer had bees given that

minimun o,'/uanfum of veliable infomatron necessavy fva'p’p//ca-/'lm ofthe collective Knguledse doctrine

when she speke Jo Agent Bighaon om Jahwwj 3 3019, Even i1 answered my Brewevs favoy, anpne viewugfe
7 ] A 7 4 J J

case would shil be faced witha 5earo¢\ - ocam'nj durs n4 Hellands new)fevim w—fsu,PeWIs ion ~ qudjema@ lfj '

and based 50/@/54 on ! [) Breer /(nMMg (Vi Agem‘ B@bm), Hhat four evotic 1mages of minor bocj o wore

u,p/oacfed hmﬁ6+agymn aceount du,lomuslj Aeined [:Jq ﬁ&Ajﬂnf'anp( miscentrued by the Officer as

bemﬁ“ﬁed fo " ov “establishedwith ” the use of the phane pumbey on Holleads dvivevs license ond thel

Fhe %5};@;@«“ accounts wsevnaine “Yw;ﬁ w b /Ibuggeﬁkg( Hhatthe usey 1vedin Atlenta WJhere #ellond bad lived.

3t



with He Aﬁenﬁ' wnsibstantrated “Lie ” 1o 7he ﬁsﬁﬂmm acwunt bf} the d:’scove\rj of

Hollendl s ,p/wm: nwmber,_and nothing else, one connof 3ene.mflj enclude. that Hhe lominated

Jotal of He stated 7@1#3 wWithout move of an in V%ﬁﬁaﬁm éj He /4:7%* or /h«f]bb/):cjf bﬁl e 0#168‘){)

constifutes veasonable Susplelon 10 seavch Holland 5 home 1n January, 2019, 1< well-selfed

‘”Im" Jaw emﬁvté'mtmfsl Qyre barMLwr\ of /hnocenfaa,d) Pwsavﬂj dbﬁé’r\/ﬂ«é/é ﬁlc?‘S mwj Ive

sutficient Jo establish reasenable Suspicion, much less prebedle cause, Cozzi N. Cidy of
7 7 7 7

B/lehgka/_m/ 892 F:3d 1388 _1295( 1ML ;zo)z)l; Unted Shutes v. Ohore, 724 F, Supp 14,

1207 n.18 (M.D, Al 30/0)( ”mw@{(j V&V;fyihj ,PM/bho information suchas addyese/s/ 'phane

numbers andeven criminal vewvds 15 not sufficient’ 1h end oftHhemselves o lend creclence

Jp infovmation inatip 4o creats o reasonable suspicion of wrengdeing).
7 j [4 4 g

In anclrsion, /}ﬁwlf BﬂAamé ichoate and Mlpa’r-tlfcu/ayl'ze/ suspliton oy hunch fhat

sl Jund was u,p/m//hj /'majes- oferotic d&lpn7l7ms o minor males fo Tnstegram which she., Hon,

communizated to Probation 0ficer Brewer was not @nmé‘k Jo 54%/;5%51 He sminimal leved

ofo[\;l,ec#w%y requived Jo-searvch Hpllonds home , bused on nedfer the fotelity of fie

7

01'rzams%ances/, oy the collectie /(wu/eddqe, doctvine . The detarls thatwere ac%ua//b'

conveged and transmYed fo Officer Brewer; m a summpvized manner dwmg Agent Bighems
[ 7 4

cell aéoﬁ He ﬁﬁwﬁ' ” Veavlrﬁo«%an Fthe Ihdajmm cjbwﬁ,‘g, A nof eenstitute the

ihimiein f)uam’um of reliable infovmatron necessary Jor Hhe a/p/pl/cu/zm of Hhe colfectrve Ifmw/edg'{a.

dectvine Nev dd e /v;‘u-/}‘%y ofthe ctveninsfanees, Known by Brewey, create at least e

mmimal tel of sbiechie justihadion By Hhe beiief ot Bollond was visleding He carvont 34-meth
A4 \’ 7

\Hevmn of Supervised refease by having wnaithovized cellphenes in his pessession, ond wes asing
7 4 - ) 7 [4 o J

Jhen Jo strve sexuetly oriented matevied aod sccess social media .
7
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Ceshon 3] Whethey reasoneble sus'pé'u‘om/, under Hhe total 31‘3{ ofthe eivewmstances

cq'x[:voaa'h . once fovmed . can be mef\)wi‘eo\/ Nitiated ov dispeiled
y > % i

. o, - ‘
based on « Probation OFC cev3 awaveness of yntexvenring
)

civewmstances and information thet cause e suspicion o
1

Lezsonahle Suspicion So seaveh oncefpmed will continue o existfoy He sndefmite

7%‘”%,, at feest +f no intervening excud patory facts come tolight' Un,ted States v. Wafsen,

433 4.5, 411, 450 n 14 (1976 ) (Marshall J . dissenting), Theve may be develspment 6 imter ening
o 7 4 7 7 ~J

rnfprmation Yot weakens, the reasmable suspicion, vather Han 1jfymation emerging Hhat
7 17—

actual /j 5‘/793?/4%6 He besis v a Seardh,. é‘e/re/’, i Yo Jlands case, Otficer Brewky had a
vanedy o inforvemng facts before hev that nesated andd dispetled any reasomnble suspicion,
& 3 4 , Y /

Thet she formed prioy o he Ja»nua@ 11{‘ A0l9 search,

Tt must he remembered Hhat reasonable suspicion exists When there is a lka%aéwﬂj

lf)l\dl{/:lprvbaé///@ Hhat criminal conduct [ or conduct 1n violphon of suporvisec/release’] i3

Scwrring Jo make the infrusion onthe individual’s privacy reasomable” United States
~7 L4 ~7

V- Kosghts 534 Y.5.43,121 (2001), The ot “must lovk at the %mé»//)fy oFHhe erveumshnes

of each case and detovnine whether the offices had a.lpwhcu/a,m'zec/ and obyeatsve. basis

-,Gvgujlpeo///\vj /eﬁﬂl u/rlnjdamj, " Unsted States v. Yubtna vich, 419 F.3d 1362,1311 (/l"'it,'ymf),
The m,fé/ys 15 objective and should be viewbd Prom Hhe standpeint of & recsonatble fhcer,
~ 7 :

Ovvelas v, Unted States, 517 4.5, 690, 6% (/1996); UniT2d 5fates v. Nunez, 455 F3d 1223

1226 (/PP 2006)( “[TThe e/?blej%mn i 16 ot whether o 5Ipéc:/'7fzc, Mr&s#mj ofPrcer,s

al-fua/{‘/ and Suéljem‘fva{t’{ hagl the 'bw#mcnf reasonable Suspicion, but vhether, Yiven fhe

2 rcu,msﬁmfes/, reasonable Sus picion 013/ jech ve@ eXisted fo J uva/fj such a search.”).

Judyn 4 Officer Brewens avtioms, under the above-cited Stnduds, demonstotes Hhat with

L

ﬂ/// f'he /h?éﬂﬂﬂ?ém Khaown 7/0 A\”/}’ on 7%8 ﬁ/ﬂj{ ﬂﬁf{& Staveh? on JMHML,] /(7/ 30/71 on JMW(,/ 3.’ 20/9.
4 J 4 7 J 7

ond WMJ wst three fl'ajzj betore V(;ca'w"m; Hhe call From the /}qen/; hev eetims were unveasonable .
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CONCLUSIoN

Fov adl the fachuel veasons ?Ye/se/m% and the lesp auwthorihres eifed

withinthis £11ing by prose Pehi honer, Avrold D Hollend, +he Faﬁ%m
{ora writ of cerhorari should be,lpmmpﬂj gran+eel ,

R%?@Cfﬁcwl ly Submitted ,
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