
"Upon observing Mr. Locke, BCSO Fugitive Agents observed Mr. Locke exit his residence with wh t  
ppe red to be, b sed off of their tr ining  nd experience,   shotgun or other long gun style fire rm, 
which would be   viol tion of the injunction which is currently in pl ce." Affid vit for se rch w rr nt - 
structure/residence, CR# 2020-297471, 8/31/2020.

1. There was no such object within my house. The pictures taken by BCSO prove as much.
2. Florida statute 790.233 states "A person may not have in his or her care, custody, possession, or

control any firearm or ammunition if the person has been issued a final injunction that is
currently in force and effect, restraining that person from committing acts of domestic violence,
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as issued under s. 741.30 or from committing acts of stalking or cyberstalking, as issued under
s. 784.0485."

3. On 8/04/2020 an ex parte temporary injunction is issued against me in case # 05-2020-
DR-036701-XXXX-XX.

4. On 8/28/2020 a hearing on the injunction issued in case #05-2020-DR-036701-XXXX-XX
takes place and I am not in attendance. An injunction is issued to BCSO to be served on myself.

5. On 8/30/2020 BCSO enters my home and discovers ammunition.

6. On 8/31/2020 while incarcerated at Brevard County Jail I'm issued a final injunction for case #
05-2020-DR-036701-XXXX-XX. 

"A�er Mr. Locke was taken into custody, BCSO agents observed on the ground approximately five feet

from the door, laying on the walkway to the house was what is described as a homemade improvised

Explosive Device, which was iden�fied by Sergeant Jay Church of the Bomb squad, who is a 13 year

member of the Brevard County Bomb Squad and a Cer�fied FBI Bomb Technician. The Device was a

cylinder with a red bu�on, wrapped in duct tape. A�ached to the bo�om of this cylinder is a red and

black wire approximately 2 inches long that a�aches to what appears to be a 9 volt ba�ery. This

ba�ery was also taped up with duct tape. Based on Sergeant Church's exper�se, this is in fact a

suspicious device meant to cause fear or possibly damage to persons or property." Affidavit for
search warrant - structure/residence, CR# 2020-297471, 8/31/2020.

"A�er Mr. Locke was taken into custody, BCSO Agents observed on the ground, approximately five
feet from the door, laying on the walkway to the house was what was ini�ally described as a
homemade Improvised Explosive Device, which was iden�fied by Sergeant Jay Church of the Bomb
squad, who is a 13 year member of the Brevard County Bomb Squad and a Cer�fied Bomb
Technician." Affidavit for search warrant - digital evidence 2020-00297471, 9/2/2020.

So it goes from "...what is described as a homemade improvised Explosive Device ..." to "...what was
ini�ally described as a homemade improvised Explosive Device..."

"Subsequent to the discovery of the Improvised Explosive Device a residen�al search warrant was
obtained due to the belief there may be more devices, booby-traps, bomb making materials, or
bomb making reference materials (electronic and paper materials) inside of the residence." Affidavit
for search warrant - digital evidence 2020-00297471, 9/2/2020
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"The Brevard County Bomb arrived and X-Rayed the suspected device. Through Sergeant Jay Church's
training and experience, a�er examining the X-Ray of the device it was determined that this was a
device to expel a flame. The cylinder resembled that of a pepper spray container, with the red bu�on
as the plunger. The wires from the 9 volt ba�ery placed and ran up the side of the cylinder towards
the top of the plunger where the spray would expel from the cylinder. The idea behind this is that the
9 volt ba�ery would cause a spark or heat up and when the bu�on was pressed the liquid inside
would ignite causing a flame to expel from the device." Affidavit for search warrant - digital evidence
2020-00297471, 9/2/2020.

It's extremely disconcer�ng that the affidavit for search warrant - structure /residence makes no

men�on of the BCSO bomb squad being in route to examine the alleged IED. The depu�es on scene

knew the device wasn't an improvised explosive device, but wanted to move on the search warrant

before the bomb squad arrived and confirmed as much. What did the bomb squad say? Are you

telling me they didn't have the ability to confirm whether the "device" was explosive or not?  Has to

be a report or something right? It was a can of pepper spray. How many depu�es does it take to

iden�fy a can of pepper spray? Pepper spray isn't flammable by the way. Clearly by this point BCSO

have determined it's not an improvised explosive device and BCSO come up with this nonsense

theory of it being a mini-flame thrower, but BCSO at no point test the content of the container to

confirm as much? Bush league.
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Both affidavits for a search warrant state threats of violence were communicated, but conveniently
leave out the following:

"3. FS 776.013(2) states a person is justified in using or threatening to use deadly force if  “[H]e or
she reasonably believes that using or threatening to use such force is necessary to prevent imminent
death or great bodily harm to himself or herself or another or to prevent the imminent commission of a
forcible felony.”
4. Respondent strongly feels he is already in the right to carry out #3, but wants to make sure to pursue
all proper avenues of law and order before doing so." (05-2017-DR-054881-XXXX-XX, doc #200,
8/30/2020).

I.e. I made it clear I intended to stay at my residence and pursue the appropriate legal action to the best
of my ability.

I keep seeing "no legitimate purpose" regarding contact. Document #199 in 05-2017-DR-054881-
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XXX-XX was filed on 08/30/2020 at 12:26:17 PM. It outlines the following information, as well as
provides copies of the documents that make up that information:

"1. Currently, the state of Florida is averaging 2% of coronavirus/COVID-19 cases resulting in death,
while Brevard County is averaging 3%. The state is averaging a 6% hospitalization rate, while
Brevard County is averaging a 9% hospitalization rate. Brevard County is doing a considerably worse
job handling the coronavirus/COVID-19 pandemic than the average of Florida counties.
2. Respondent anticipated Brevard's lackluster handling of the pandemic from an early point and
sought to gain exclusive custody of the children as the petitioner works in a hospital intensive care
unit and was/is exposed to coronavirus-COVID-19 patients, but this motion was inexplicably never
ruled on.
3. The respondent sought the opinion of a noted expert in an applicable who is recognized as much by
the state of Florida, Dr. Jill Roberts of the University of South Florida. Respondent sought this opinion
to better make a decision of whether he would be comfortable allowing respondent and petitioners
children to attend the day care of the petitioners choice, a day care attached to petitioners employer (a
hospital) and whose student population primarily consists of the children of hospital employees ie
people at increased risk of coronavirus/COVID-19 infection.
4. Of concern was/is the health and safety of respondent and petitioner's daughter, who due to several
ailments is at increased risk of infection, as well as increased risk of severe infection.
5. Petitioner had agreed to cease bringing the daughter to day care on the advice of the children's
physician, but subsequently resumed bringing the daughter to the day care.
6. The CDC currently states that a Body Mass Index above 30% puts a child at increased risk of
severe illness from coronavirus/COVID-19, petitioner and respondents daughter has a Body Mass
Index of 96%.
7. Petitioner's counsel informed respondent that petitioner planned to enroll both children in school.
8. Respondent again sought advice from an expert in an applicable medical field for an opinion
concerning the safety of the children returning to school, the expert recommended going by the
children's physician/pediatrician.
9. As stated by respondent in #5, the children's physician/pediatrician recommended against the
children attending school.

There is nothing on the record to show that the children's physician/pediatrician gave a
recommendation contrary to the children not attending school. There is nothing on the record because
the children's physician/pediatrician has never given a recommendation that is contrary to the children
not attending school. The court has ordered the children to attend school, contrary to the medical
advice of the medical expert responsible for the children's medical treatment. The court is putting the
children (particularly the daughter) at an unnecessary risk for injury and/or death due to unnecessary
potential exposure to coronavirus/COVID-19."

This informa�on from documents 199 and 200 was conspicuously absent from the tes�mony of
Judge Robert Segal on 11/4/2020, despite an apparent thorough review of relevant documents on his
part.
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"The aforementioned emails are believed to have been sent electronically by both Mr. Locke's cell
phone and a computer. His cell phone is indicated to have been used in an email he sent on August 13,
2020, as the signature on the email states, "Sent from my iPhone.'' I have reason to believe the bulk of
the emails sent by Mr. Locke were sent via computer as they did not contain the unique signature,
"Sent from my iPhone" on the bottom, and based on my experience with the Apple iPhone, when you
send an email from the iPhone, it will have that signature present. It should be noted, Mr. Locke's cell
phone is an Apple iPhone." Affidavit for search warrant - digital evidence 2020-00297471, 9/2/2020.
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