


AFFIDAVIT

Your affiant, Christina J. Prm r, being duly sworn, does hereby depose and state as

follows:

l am a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of lnves tigation (FB1) and have been so
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imprisoned not less than 10 years or for life.''

BASIS FO R FACTS
CONTAINED IN THIS AFFIDAVIT

6. I have learned through my training, experience , and contact with other trained law

enforcement officers that prostitution has generall y moved to escort based services
, because of

law enforcem ent prtssurt being plactd on prostitute s who work on the streets in view of the

public. This escort based service prim arily works b y way of telephone or the use of the internet
.

This underground m ovem ent, along with the use of th e intem et , including e-mail services and

online classified services, enables those individua ls , commonly referred to as ''pimps'' (for whom

prostitutes work), to keep prostitutes off the stre ets, giving the

prostitution, in an attempt to avoid law enforcem en t detection .

appearance that there is less

7. Ohen, pimps set a monetary quota for prostitutes  to meet per day . Based on source

information and inform ation provided to me by other  train mm6289.453(g)134n.789(m)-98.6(m6289.45w)-21.1311( )211.788(e)211.825(n)2( )211.forcement officers
, a pimp

can easily generate up to $1,000.00 a day with one prostitute . 



use fiditious names to avoid detection.

INVESTIG ATIVE FINDING S

8. ln July 2012, the National Center for M issing an d Exploited Children (NCMEC)

forwarded a Cyberline Tip Report to agents identify ing a Backpage ad depicting an unknown

white female, utilizing telephone number 305-900-93 69. The ad was reported to Backpage.com

as depicting a minor or child under the age of eigh teen . NCM EC identified an Internet Protocol

(I.P.) address and email address associated with th e ad. The email address,

snowbunnys6l @hotmail.com, was queried against soci al networking sites such as Facébook and

M yspace by NCM EC. A Facebook account belonging to T ARA M OOlkE, W est Palm Beach,

Florida was located. Further, a M yspace account was  located associated with DONTAVIOUS

BLAKE.

9. In August 2012, agents interviewed juvenile T.H. , date of birth, XX-XX-1995, in a

separate investigation relating to the production o f child pornography . During the course of the

interview, T.H. revealed that she first engaged in prostitution at the age of 15 during the sum mer

of 201 1. T.H. had approximately 10-15 regular clie nts or ijolms'' and worked in hotels in the

Palm Beach County area.During that time , T.H. worked for a pimp only known to her by the

nickname of k1D.'' 'ID'' was described as a black m ale , with a m uscular build and no facial hair ,

who drove a gray Dodge Charger. t%D 's'' girlfriend was a white female T . H. knew as TAILA

LAST NAME UNKNOW N (LNU). TARA LNU answered phones a nd calls for $1D'' relating to



W estgate area driving the gray Dodge Charger. I'D''  was believed to live in the W estgate area in

a duplex and had a laptop computer in the home . T.H. saw photographs of herself in online

escort ads believed to have been posted by %çD'' at  a tim e when T .H . no longer worked for him .

T.H. also reviewed current online escort ads and id entified an escort ad with a white female

advertising under the nam e Stlemm a'' as a girl who worked for '1D .
''

10. ln September 2012, a cooperating defendant (CD)  was interviewed. The CD reported

that tIDEE'' LNU was a pim p operating in the Palm B each County area . 'IDEE'' LNU was

described as a black m ale who drives a gray Dodge C harger . The CD contacted T.H. through an

ad that was posted on an online escort service to e ngage in sexual activity . Thereafter, T.H.

revealed that she worked for S%DEE'' LN U and would split m oney proceeds from her date with

'CDEE'' LN U. The CD advised that 'IDEE LNU 's'' cell ular telephone number could be found in

the CD's cellular phone contacts list. BRITTNEY LNU , approximately twenty years old, also

worked for (IDEE'' LNU and went on calls with T .H . At a point in time when T.H
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photograph. T.H. was also shown a D.A.V.I.D . photograph of TARA JO M OORE, date of birth

XX-XX-1987. T.H . identified M OORE as the girlfriend  or wife of BLAKE , known to her as

(iTA 1:

CONCLUSION

13. Based on the aforementioned factual inform ation , your affiant respectfully

subm its that there is probable cause to believe tha t DONTAVIOUS M m GEL BLAKE and
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 13-80054-CR-MARRA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
vs.   

DONTAVIOUS BLAKE,
TARA JO MOORE,

Defendant.
                                                            /

ORDER ON MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE

THIS CAUSE is before the Court upon Defendants' Motions to Suppress Evidence and

for an Evidentiary Hearing [DE's 166 and 173].  An evidentiary hearing was held before the

Court. This Court having reviewed the pertinent portions of the record and being duly advised in

the premises, it is hereby

ORDERED and ADJUDGED as follows:

Law enforcement authorities had probable cause to believe that Defendants engaged in

the criminal activity for which they have been charged in this case justifying the issuance of

arrest warrants for them.  Law enforcement authorities also had probable cause to believe that

Defendants used at least one cell telephone and  computer internet technology in carrying out the

alleged criminal activity.  At the time law enforcement authorities executed the arrest warrants on

Defendants at their residence, Special Agent Michael Donohoe of the Federal Bureau of

Investigation saw, in plain view, one five month old infant child seated in a chair for infants.  He

also saw in plain view what he was able to identify as a “smart phone” on the coffee table in the
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of the items obtained as a result of the search.  As previously indicated, law enforcement

authorities had probable cause to believe Defendants used at least one cell phone in carrying out

the alleged criminal activity.  At the time of Defendants’ arrest, before Agent Donohoe entered

the premises, he saw a cell phone, in plain view, on the coffee table of the apartment.  This

information, combined with the agents’ prior knowledge of how the alleged crimes were carried

out, was sufficient to seek and obtain a search warrant to seize that particular cell phone and

other instrumentalities located on the premises that could have been used in the commission of

the alleged crimes.

Moreover, the discovery of two infant children on the premises was an exigent

circumstance which justified Agent Donohoe’s warrantless entry into the residence to insure their

safety.  While justifiably in the premises to secure the two infant children, Agent Donohoe saw

additional items in plain view which were consistent with the manner law enforcement

authorities had probable cause to believe Defendants used to carry out the alleged crimes. This

also provided a valid legal basis to obtain a search warrant for the premises.  

The Court rejects Defendants’ contention that law enforcement was required to have a

DCF representative or other neutral responsible authority on hand to take custody of the infant

children at the time of the arrest so as to avoid law enforcement’s entry into the premises. The

Court concludes that such a requirement would place an unreasonable and impractical burden on

law enforcement whenever there was a pote0 usp
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orchestrate the arrest so as to use the presence of the  minor children as a subterfuge to gain

access to the premises.

Additionally, the Court rejects Defendants’ assertion that the law enforcement authorities

could have simply turned the children over to a family member or neighbor in order to avoid

entering the premises to tend to the children.  When Defendants were taken into custody, for all

intents and purposes, so were the infant children.  Thus, the law enforcement authorities became

responsible for their care and had to assure themselves that anyone into whose custody they were

transferred were fully capable and responsible.  Law enforcement authorities are not equipped to

make such on the scene determinations. 2

Furthermore, the Court concludes that the seizure of the evidence in question would have

been inevitable in any event.  Once again, the law enforcement authorities had probable cause to

believe that Defendants used at least one cell phone and a computer because the alleged criminal

acts involved use of the internet.  Such items are mobile and ordinarily are located with the users,

not at a particular location.  Thus, it logically followed that the instrumentalities law enforcement

had probable cause to believe Defendants used in the commission of the alleged crimes were

with them. Hence, once Defendants were arrested, law enforcement inevitably would have sought

a search warrant for the premises where they were found.  Even without the information learned

 The Court also rejects Defendants’ suggestion that law2

enforcement could have uncuffed Ms. Moore to allow her to enter
the residence, obtain the children and bring them out to the law
enforcement officers so they would not have had to enter the
premises. Such a course of action could have jeopardized officer
safety, since Ms Moore would have been able to enter the
premises, unaccompanied by law enforcement, and obtained a
weapon. 

4
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on the date of the arrest, law enforcement had probable cause to obtain one.

Lastly, the Court rejects Defendants’ contention that the Magistrate Judge’s ex parte

order directed to Apple, Inc. to provide the password to the Apple I-Pad found in the residence

was not authorized under the All Writs Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1651.  In United Sates v. New York

Telephone Company, 434 U.S. 159 (1977), the Court held that the All Writs Act provided

authority for a court, acting pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P 41, the rule dealing with the issuance of

search warrants, to direct a third party to assist in the effectuation of a court ordered pen register. 

The Court stated that the pen register order “was predicated upon a proper finding of probable

cause.”  Id. at 168-69.  The Court also recognized that without ordering the telephone company’s

assistance, “there is no conceivable way in which the surveillance authorized by the District

Court could have been successfully accomplished.” Id. at 175.

Here, there was probable cause for the issuance of a search warrant for the contents of the

I-Pad.  Without assistance from Apple, Inc., the contents of the I-Pad for which a search was

properly authorized could not have been accomplished. Use of the All Writs Act was properly

invoked in this case.   

For all of the foregoing reasons, Defendants’ Motions to Suppress Evidence [DE 166 and

173] are DENIED.   Defendant Tara Jo Moore's Motion to Adopt Motion to Suppress Evidence 

5
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