
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO . 04-14033-CR-GM H AM /M AYNARD

UNITED STATES OF AM ERICA,

Plaintiff,

V.

DARRELL LAVERN REAVES,

D efendant.
/

REPORT AND RECOM M ENDATION ON FINAL H EARING IN RESPECT TO THE

PETITION ALLEGING VIOLATIONS OF SUPERVISED RELEASE

FILED dy . n.c-

(2 ' E Q j j 5 ): 1 !,. w- <

STEME. M O RIMOREe
LERX t) i.pls: c:s

.D. oFFtk, - n: PIERCE

THIS CAUSE having come on to be heard for a fnal heming in respect to the pending

Petition Alleging Violations of Supervised Release (D.E. 9071, and this Court having received

testimony, evidence, and arguments of counsel, recommends to the District Court as follows:

Defendant is charged by a Petition with the following violations of supelwised

release'.

Violation Number 1 Violation of M andatorv Condition, by failing to refrain

from violation of the law. On or about Septem ber 17, 2017
in Indian ltiver County, Florida, the defendant did commit

the offense of Battery-Domestic Violence (against A.W.),
contrary to Florida Statute 784.03(1)(C).

Violation of M andatorv Condition, by failing to refrain

from violation of the law. On or about September 17, 2017

in Indian River County, Florida, the defendant did commit

the oflknse of Battery-Domestic Violence Eagainst J.T.),
contrary to Florida Statute 784.03(1)(C).

Violation Num ber 2

2 .

20 18 . The government called five witnesses including Defendant's former girlfriend, A-mina

The Court heard testim ony on this m atter on January 8, 2018 and January 16,

1
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W ilson, her daughter, J.T., U.S. Probation Ofûcer Christina W illiams, and two deputy sheriffs

from the Indian Itiver County Sheriff s Office, Cameron W hite and W ang Le. Defendant elected

to testify in his own behalf. Al1 of the witnesses testifed about an incident that occurred on the

th i to the early morning hours of September 17 2017 at all apartm ent innight of September 16 n 
,

Vero Beach, Florida where Defendant lived with W ilson, their fotlr year o1d child, and W ilson's

other three children. The incident resulted in Defendant being arrested and charged with two

counts of battery/dom estic violence. The incident occurred less than two m onths before

Defendant's five year term of supervised release was scheduled to end. From  a review of the

docket in this matter, this appears to be the first violation of supelwised release petition filed

against Defendant during his entire time on supervised release.

The govelmment's frst witness was W ilson's daughter, J.T. J.T. is 18 years

old, but was a minor at the tim e of the alleged incident so the Court will use her initials

tiuoughout this repol't. J.T. testified that on the night of Septem ber 16, 2017, she heard her

mother screaming Stplease stopl'' (1/8/18 Transcript at 12-13). J.T. ran into her mother's

bedroom and saw Defendant with his fist balled up hitting her mother in the head. (f#. at 13-14).

J.T. saw Defendant punch her mother two or three times.(.J#.). J.T. tried to pull him off of her

mother, saying $çMr. Darrell, just stopl'' (.J#.). When J.T. tried to intervene, Defendant slammed

J.T. to the ground. (f#. at 14-15). J.T.'S mother then hit Defendant over the head with a wine

bottle. (f#.). Defendant started bleeding $(a lot'' and went into the batllroom. (f#. at 16-17).

W hen Defendant came out of the bathroom , he w as (sscream ing and ranting'' and destroyed the

apartm ent- ripping and kicking down two doors, pulling the light fixture in the kitchen down,

throwing a lamp, television, com puter tower and monitor over, and shatlering glass all over the

floor. (1d. at 17-29).
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The government introduced Exhibits 3 through 16, which are photographs taken

by police on September 17th. (f#.). J.T. described these exhibits to the Court. Exhibit 3 shows

glass a11 over the floor by the front door from candleholders Defendant broke that night. (f#. at

25). Exhibit 4 shows a lighting fixttzre in the kitchen tolm down by Defendant. (f#. at 25-26).

Exhibits 5 and 6 show a pantry door that Defendant ripped off the hinges.(.J#.). Exhibit 7 shows

the same pantry door, alongside a lamp thzown to the floor by Defendant. (1d. at 27). Exhibits 8

and 9 show a large television, computer tower and monitor knocked to the floor by Defendant.

(1d. at 27-28). Exhibits 10 and 1 1 show the door to J.T.'S bedroom, which Defendant kicked

down when J.T. and her mom fled there. (1d at 28-29). Exhibits 12 and 13 show J.T. that night

with blood on her hands. (f#. at 29).J.T. said the blood belonged to (çMr. Darrell,'' who was

tdbleeding al1 over the place'' after being hit with the wine bottle. (1d.). Exhibits 15 and 16 show

1 Id at 30). J.T.W ilson holding her lip away from her face to show a bruise inside her mouth. ( .

heard her mother tell the ox cers, CtLook what he did to my lip.'' (f#. at 22.).

5.

to police that night. (f#. at 30-3 1). J.T. wrote the statement on her own without assistance from

The government introduced Exhibit 17, which is a writ4en statem ent J.T. provided

anyone, including her mother, and did not review the statement prior to her testimony at the

hearing. (f#.) J.T. wrote:

I was on the phone with a friend and a1l I heard was &cplease stop hitting me.'' 1

ran in the room to see him on top of gmy motherj hitting her. 1 grabbed him by
the arm and told him to stop hitting m y m om . He pushed me in the shoulder and

told m e to get the hell out. He then picked me up and slamm ed me on the tloor

hitling my head on the cabinet. M y mom grabbed the bottle and hit him in the
head. He trashed everything in the house. And kicked my bedroom door in. M y

mom was in the closet on the phone with the police and we were standing next to

the closet to make sure he didn't get in. His nnme is Darrell Reaves.

l Exhibit 14 did not show anything relevant to the case
, and was stricken.
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cross-examination, defense counsel pointed out that J.T. initially said

Defendant was standing over her mother with his fist balled up when J.T. entered the bedroom,

but later said she saw Defendant hitling her mother when she came into the bedroom. (f#. at 35-

37). J.T. clarified that both statements were true- when she ran in, she saw Defendant with his

fist balled up standing over her mother and punching her. (1d. at 38-40, 46). Defense counsel

then suggested Amina Wilson hit Defendant with the wine bottle before J.T. ran into the

bedroom. (fJ. at 38). J.T. responded,

N o. You are getting the story m ixed up. l went into the bedroom , and he hit her

two or three more times; and after that, l was grabbing him, telling him to Cstop, it
is not worth it,' and that's when he slam med me on the ground. W hen he got up

and turned around, my mom hit him with the bottle.

(f#.). Defense counsel asked why J.T. wrote in Exhibit 17 that she hit her head on a cabinet, but

failed to mention that detail in her testimony. J.T. answered, ç(W el1, now that you bring it up,

yes, 1 did.'' (f#. at 40-41).Throughout J.T.'S cross-examination, counsel repeatedly attempted to

re-characterize Defendant's conduct towazds J.T. as a tspush'' or fsshove,'' but J.T. was adamant:

û$1 keep saying çslammed,' but you keep changing it back.'' (J#. at 41).

The government's next witness was J.T.'S mother, Am ina W ilson.

of sequestration, W ilson was not in the courtroom during her daughter's testimony. At first,

ilson testified that she called the police in the early morning hours of September 17th becauseW

Defendant hit her in the mouth. (/#. at 48-49, 55-56).A few moments later, however, Wilson

Due to the rule

re-characterized what happened between her and Defendant as çsan argument and a scuffle,'' in

which she received çtmaybe a scratch or a scrape'' on her lip. (f#. at 55-58). She said she did not

remember Defendant touching anyone else in her family that night but acknowledged that (Tin the

commotion'' he probably did.(1d. at 56.) Wilson repeatedly told the prosecutor she could not

4 of 14

Case 2:04-cr-14033-DLG   Document 925   Entered on FLSD Docket 02/09/2018   Page 4 of 14



remember any details.She aclcnowledged providing m itten statements to police and probation,

and said she was truthful in those statements, but claimed she only gave probation a statement

because the probation officer told her she Eshad to'' come down and do so. (1d. at 62-63, 70-73).

8. Wilson's written statements to police and probation were the subject of heated

debate during the hearing and stand in stark contrast to her vague and contradictory statements

on the witness stand.Governm ent's Exhibit 1 is the written statem ent W ilson provided to police

on September 17. W ilson m 'ote:

We were having a verbal disagreement while (Dan'ell) was on the phone and he
came in the room and started ptmching me in the face and head. M y 17 year old

daughter came in the room and yelled at him to stop hitting me when he picked

her up and slamm ed her on the tloor causing her to hit her head. As a mother
protecting her child 1 grabbed the wine bottle and hit him in the head. He then

proceeded to break my light bulbs and dnmage other things in my apartmént like
closet doors, pantry door, my computers, my tv in the living room . After that 1

called the police because I feared that he would destroy my apartm ent.

Government's Exhibit 2 is the written statem ent W ilson provided to Defendant's

probation officer a month after the incident on November 17, 2017.Government's Exhibit 2 is a

five page, hand-written, single-spaced document, in which W ilson provides numerous details she

apparently could not rem em ber when she testified under oath at the hearing. W ilson m ote that

the argum ent started at her m other's house, where they had gone to drop off a washer.

Defendant was talking to his friends in the apadment complex when W ilson and the four year

old were ready to go. Wilson turned on Defendant's truck Slthinldng that would hurry rhimj up to

go home.'' Defendant got in the truck, yelling and upset, and repeatedly asked her tsW ho told

m u to turn m y truck on?'' They argued as Defendant drove hom e, where the argum ent escalated.

At some point, Defendant telephoned a friend to complain about W ilson. W ilson says she went

in the bedroom when,
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galll of a sudden, Darrell appeared in the bedroom coming towards me .so when I
stood up he ptmched me in the mouth and then punched me in my jaw. I
imm ediately turned m y back towards him because 1 didn't want to be hit in m y

face anymore. W hen I turned around l was blocked in between the bed and

Darrell and he started ptmching me in the back of my head at least 10 to 12 tim es.

I started screaming for him to stop hitting me, stop hitling me please and 1 told
him that he was gonna kill me. By then 1 heard my daughter's voice. She had

come into my bedroom and she was yelling $çM r. Darrell stop hitting m y

momma.'' She was pulling his al'm and his shil't and he stepped back and bald

(sicl his fist as if he was going to hit her but he didn't. Instead he picked her up
off the floor and slam med her down hard causing him to fall with her and causing

her to hit her head on some of my room furniture. That's when 1 grabbed the

wine bottle and hit him in the head.

10. On cross exnmination, W ilson stated that she did not wish to pursue charges

against Defendant and had filed an affidavit in state court to have the charges dismissed. (f#. at

66-67).

N ext, the governm ent called United States Probation Officer, Cluistina W illinm s,

stand. USPO W illiams was Defendant's assigned probation officer. USPOto the witness

W illiams testified that she contacted W ilson on September 25, 2017 after learning of the state

charges. W ilson said she did not want to press charges. A month later, USPO W illiams

contacted the state prosecutor because the charges were still pending. The prosecutor responded

that the victim s had changed their minds and wished to prosecute. USPO W illiams then called

W ilson again, and this time W ilson said she did want to press charges. USPO W illiams asked

W ilson to come in to the office to provide a statement, which W ilson did on November 17th.

W ilson was cooperative when she cam e and USPO W illiam s did not tell W ilson she Eshad to''

come in to m ite a statem ent. A month later, W ilson changed her m ind again and called USPO

W illiams to say she no longer wanted to prosecute.

petition had already been filed. (1d. at 77-81).

By that time, a federal supervised release
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The governm ent called Deputy Sheriffs Cameron W hite and W ang Le from  the

lndian River County Sheriff s Office. (1/16/18 Transcript at 3-71). They testitied that they

responded to Defendant's apartment in the early morning hours of September 17, 2017 due to a

reported disturbance. (1d. at 5, 46). Deputy White arrived first. He knocked on the front door

and yelled Sûsheriff's Office'' multiple times, but nobody answered. (f#. at 7). Finally, the door

was opened and Defendant, W ilson, J.T. and a small child were inside. (f#. at 6-7). Deputy

W hite separated them, sending W ilson and J.T. to opposite ends of the hallway, and having

Defendant sit in front of the apartment door. (1d. at 7, 47). Defendant did not comply with

Deputy White's request. (Id at 5). The officer had to Csalmost pull'' Defendant out the fTont door

to get him to sit down in front of the apalment. (f#.). Deputy White also had to çsmake sure

Defendant stayed where he was and didn't move around a lot.'' (1d. at 7).

13. Deputy Le anived a few minutes afler Deputy W hite.

(tin distress and crying.'' (1d. at 47). J.T. said she heard her mother yelling in her bedroom, went

in and saw her mother's boyfriend punching her mother in the face. She tried to get her mother's

boyfriend to stop, and he pushed J.T. back causing her to hit the wall. W hen they tried to hide in

Deputy Le observed J.T.

another bedroom, her mother's boyfriend ldcked in the door. (1d at 47-48, 54).

14. Deputy Le also talked to Amina W ilson. W ilson told him she hit Defendant with

a wine botlle. (1d. at 49).Both Wilson and J.T. provided written statements. Deputy Le sat

them in separate areas of the kitchen to write their statem ents, which they did without talking to

each other. (f#. at 50-53, 71). They swore under oath to Deputy Le that their statements were

accurate. (f#.). Deputy Le also took pictures of the destruction insid. e the apartment. (1d. at 51).

15. Deputy White spoke briefly with Wilson to get an idea of what happened. (1d. at

41). Deputy White remembers Wilson saying Defendant kicked in the bedroom door, tilrew her
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down, got on top of her, and punched her in the head ten or twelve times. (J#. at 8). She said her

daughter ran into the room and tried to pull Defendant off of her.(1d. at 20-21). Defendant then

grabbed her daughter and pushed her into a wall, so W ilson hit him over the head with a wine

bottle. (f#. at 20-21). Deputy White's impression from talking to Wilson was that Defendant

destroyed the apartment before attacking Wilson. (1d. at 16, 44). Deputy White did not speak to

J.T. (1d. at 4 1).

On the scene, Deputy W hite's role was to interview, stay with and transport

Defendant. Defendant told Deputy W hite he was talldng on the phone when W ilson got m ad out

of nowhere and hit Defendant on the head with something. (f#. at 9, 34-35). Deputy W hite saw

a laceration on Defendant's face, and blood a11 over Defendant's face and clothing. (1d. at 26,

29-3 1). Deputy White said Defendant's speech was slurred and his breath smelled of alcohol.

(1d. at 9-10, 13). Defendant was talking tcvery loudly'' and said several times that he was on

'federal probation and did not want to go to jail. (f#.). When Deputies White and Le tried to put

Defendant in handcuffs, Defendant refused to stand up as directed. (1d. at 7, 68). The officers

told Defendant to get up multiple times, and finally had to pick him up off the ground to get the

handcuffs on him. (f#. at 7, 1 1, 68).While walking to the patrol car, Defendant began yelling

çdBlack Lives Matter'' to onlookers who had gathered nearby. (f#. at 10). Defendant continued

to yell StBlack Lives Matter'' from the back of the patrol car. (Id.j Deputy White took Defendant

to the emergency room, where Defendant continued to talk very loudly and argued with the

nuzsing staff. (1d. at 15).

The interviews with Wilson and J.T. were not recorded. (1d. at 69-70). Deputy

White wrote his report about four hours after he arrested Defendant. (1d. at 9, 23). Deputy Le
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could not recall how much time went by, but acknowledged that he did not write the report

immediately. (f#. at 69).

18. The government rested its case.

l 9. Defense counsel introduced Defense Exhibits 1A, 1B, 2 and 3 into evidence.

Defense Exhibits IA and IB are photographs Defendant took of himself the night of the incident.

They show a gash on Defendant's forehead, and copious amounts of blood on his head, face and

shirt. Defense Exhibit 2 is a notarized letter from W ilson requesting dismissal of the criminal

charges against Defendant in Indian River County. Defense Exhibit 3 is a Nolle Prosequi filed

by the State Attorney's Office dism issing those charges.

Defense counsel called Defendant to the witness stand. Defendant testised that

he was born and raised in Fort Pierce, and remained in the community after graduating from high

school. (1d. at 73-74). He is gainfully employed f'ull time as a truck driver, and has his

Commercial Driver's License (CDL) Clearance A. (fJ.) ln September 2017, Defendant and

W ilson shared a residence in Vero Beach. They had lived together at that point for two years.

(1d. at 75-76, 83).

Defendant testified that on the night of the incident he was on the phone with a

friend named Edwin Hill talking tjunk'' about W ilson and her other children's father. (1d. at 76).

Specifically, Defendant said he made comments about sexual activity between W ilson and her

ex, and said the ex does not pay child support while Defendant bears the burden of taking care of

the ex's children. (1d at 76-79).A1l of a sudden Wilson hit him tson the head with something.''

(1d.4. Defendant lost consciousness for two or three minutes, his head was ringing, he was dazed

and he suffered a slight concussion. (f#. at 80). W hen he regained consciousness, he went in the
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batluoom to take pictures of his injuries.He admitted that when he came out of the bathroom, he

tstore up'' and Clramshackled'' the apartment. (f#.)

22. Defendant testified that he did not physically stnlggle with W ilson or J.T., did not

strike W ilson in the head, did not shove or slam J.T. in any way, and was not drinking alcohol

that night. Defendant said W ilson was drinldng wine. (f#. at 79-82).

On cross-examination, the government suggested Defendant's testimony

conflicted with a prior statement he made to his probation officer that W ilson hit him because

she thought he was on the phone with another wom an. Defendant denied m aking that statem ent

to his probation officer. (1d. at 85-87). The government also implied Defendant did not disclose

his residence at the Vero Beach apartment to his probation officer as he is required to do. (f#. at

83-85). Defendant said he provided accurate information to the probation office, but he has had

2 Id at 83-85 89).more than one probation officer over the years. ( . ,

24. The defense rested its case.

ANALYSIS

This Court has considered all of the evidence submitted, being the sworn

testimony and exhibits, as well as arguments of counsel. The standard of proof in violations of

supervised release is by a preponderance of the evidence and not beyond a reasonable doubt.

Revocation of supelwised release is treated as pal4 of the penalty phase for the initial offense

involved. To constitute a violation, the conduct involved need not be criminal and the defendant

2 The government atlempted to re-call U .S, Probation Officer W illiams to rebut Defendant's testimony about
reporting his address at the Vero Beach apartment to Probation. The undersigned allowed the government to ask
Defendant about this issue on cross examination in an effort to impeach his credibility, but declined to allow

collateral proof on this issue because it is extrinsic to the alleged violations, namely, whether Defendant committed
domestic violence battery on W ilson or J.T. on September 17th.
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need only be found culpable by a judge under a preponderance of the evidence standard. United

States v, Cunningham, 607 F.3d 1264 (11th Cir. 2010).

26. To establish Violation Numbers 1 and 2, the government m ust prove by a

preponderance of the evidence that on or about Septem ber 17, 2017, Defendant com mitted

battery-domestic violence against Wilson (Violation Number 1) and against J.T. (Violation

Number 2). The offense of battery occurs when a person: (1) actually and intentionally touches

or strikes another person against the will of the other; or (2) intentionally causes bodily harm to

another person. j 784.03(1), Fla. Stat.; Hamrick v. State, 648 So. 2d 274, 276 (F1a. 4th DCA

1995). Domestic violence battery is Stbattery. . .of one family or household member by another

family or household member.'' Fla. Stat. j 741.2842). G'Family or household member'' includes

(tpersons who are presently residing together as if a fnmily or who have resided together in the

past as if a family, and persons who are parents of a child in comm on regardless of whether they

have been manied.'' Fla. Stat. j 741.28(3). The parties agree that on September 17, 2017

Defendant, W ilson and J.T. resided together as a family and Defendant and W ilson have a child

together. As a result, on that date they met the deûnition of çsfamily or household members'' as

required under Florida law. The disputed issue is whether Defendant battered W ilson by hitting

or punching her and battered J.T. by pushing or slam ming her. Having considered the evidence,

heard the testim ony of the padies, and observed the dem eanors of everyone involved, this Court

concludes that the answer to this question is yes.

27. This Cotu't finds the testimony of J.T. credible. She impressed the Court as the

only person present during the altercation who took the stand and told the truth. J.T. had the

opportunity and ability to accurately obselwe what happened, and - unlike Defendant and hrr

m other- she has no particular reason not to tell the tnlth. ln fact, J.T. testified that she had never
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seen Defendant engage in this sort of behavior towards her mother before. Her demeanor on the

stand was emotional but direct. It was apparent to the Court that she did not want to be there

G$M  Darre11.''3 Nevertheless
, shetelling this vel'y diffcult story about the person she ltnew as r.

understood the questions and answered them directly, clearly recotmting what she heard, saw and

experienced that night.

J.T.'S testimony was consistent in every material respect with her verbal and

thwritten statements to police on September 17 .She gave the same account on the stand that she

gave in her m itten statem ent- she heard her m other yelling at the Defendant to tçplease stop'';

she ran in the bedroom and saw Defendant punching her mother with his fist; she tried to

intervene and Defendant physically slammed her; her m other responded by hitting Defendant

over the head with a wine bottle; and Defendant checked out his injuries and then m'ecked the

apartment. This Couz't is not persuaded by defense cotmsel's focus on inconsequential details

about whether she was Ctpushed'' or was çtslammed,'' or hit the wall, the floor or a piece of

furniture as she fell. These details are not significant, and are likely a1l true given Officer Le's

observation that the bedroom where the incident occurred was very small, with little room

between the wall and bed. (1/16/18 Transcript at 55).The key point is that the essence of J.T.'S

story has remained the same from the begimling.

29. J.T.'S testimony was also consistent with the statements her mother gave before

she decided not to press chazges. A comparison of Governm ent's Exhibits 1 and 17, which are

J.T. and W ilson's written statements from that night, shows their statem ents are nearly identical

in every respect, despite having been written separately. Deputy W hite anived on the scene Glin

:j *The Court observed Defendant
, on the other hand, shaking his head, smirking and laughing at J.T. while she

testified.
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the middle of ' the commotion. (Id. at 35). Prior to his arrival, even Defendant admits he was

4wreaking havoc in the apartment. There was simply not enough tim e while Defendant was

ripping and kicking down doors and tearing up the apartm ent for the two women to concoct a

false story they could tell so consistently thereafter. M oreover, when the officers arrived on the

scene, J.T.'S and W ilson's demeanors were consistent with what one would expect of battery

victims in that m om ent. They were çtscared '' (iin distress,'' (icrying,'' $1 hysically shalcing'' and, P

(tstut-tering.'' (1d. at 6, 15, 17, 47, 50).Defendant, on the other hand, would not even comply

with the ofscers' requests to come out of the apartment and stand up to be handcuffed.

30. J.T.'S testimony is also consistent in a11 material respects with W ilson's written

statement provided to probation a month after the incident (Ex. 2). Again, defense counsel

encourages the Court to focus on small differences between the statements regarding whether

W ilson was on the (sbed'' or the Sdfloor'' when Defendant was ptmching her, or whether Defendant

was standing over W ilson or physically on top Qf her while punching her. These discrepancies

are minor, however, and are not proof of false testimony. In fact, such differences in perception

can be expected when a physical altercation takes place in a small space like the bedroom at

issue here. (J#. at 55). They can also be expected when, as here, multiple witnesses are

rem embering and recounting a stressful and tratunatic experience 9om different perspectives.

31. In sum, this Court concludes that J.T.'S testimony as to what she heard, saw and

experienced that night is consistent with and corroborated by the rest of the government's

evidence. Her testimony is consistent with her prior verbal and written statements; it is

4 In an apparent attempt to discredit W ilson's statements to the police, defense counsel emphasized Deputy W hite's

impression that Defendant destroyed the house before Wilson hit him with the wine bottle. From this, defense
counsel wants the Court to infer W ilson told Deputy W hite this untruth. The more reasonable explanation, however,
is that Deputy W hite misunderstood or misremembers what he heard since even Defendant admits he destroyed the

apartment ajter he was hit with the bottle. .
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consistent with her mother's verbal and written statements before deciding not to press charges;

it is consistent with the officers' im pressions of what they fotmd when they arrived and with the

dem eanors of everyone involved; and it is consistent with the photographs presented at the

hearing. This Court did not find Defendant's testimony or Amina W ilson's testimony on the

stand credible. As a result, this Court tènds that the government has met its burden to establish

by a preponderance of the evidence that Defendant committed domestic violence battery against

Amina Wilson by punching her in the face and head (Violation Number 1), and against J.T. by

physically throwing or slamming her (Violation Number 2) on September 17, 2017 as charged in

the Petition for Violations of Supervised Release.

ACCORDINGLY, this Court recommends to the District Court that the Defendant be

found to have violated his supervised release in respect to Violation Num bers 1 and 2. The

parties shall have fourteen (14) days from the date of this Report and Recommendation within

which to file objections, if any, with the Honorable Donald L. Gzaham, the United States District

Judge assigned to this case.Pursuant to Federal Rules of Criminal Procedlzre, Rule 59(b)(2),

failure to file objections timely waives a party's right to review and bazs the parties from

attacking on appeal any legal rulings and factual tindings contained herein.

o SCBMITTED this Ct'vznday of February, 2018 at Fort pierce, xortlaemDONE AN

Division of the Southern District of Florida.

w .. . .
K M  M AYNARD QSHANIE .

UNITED STATES M AGISTRATE JUDGE
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