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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

V. DOCKET NO. 08-10071

BRIMA WURIE
Defendant

R g g e

MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE SEIZED WITHOUT A WARRANT

BRIEF FACTS: Now comes BRIMA WURIE and states that on Friday, November 18,
2007 the Boston police allege that they saw him meet a second man at a Dunkin Donuts
in the Adams Square area of South Boston. The man entered Mr. Wurie’s car. They
spoke briefly. The man, later identified as Mr, Wade, got out of the car after Mr. Wurie
had executed a U-turn, Mr. Wurie then drove away from the area. The police
approached Wade who had entered into a convenience store. Wade met up with a third
man inside the store. The police allegedly found Wade in possession of a controlled
substance. Based upon what the police thought was a drug transaction and the
subsequent seizure of drugs from the second man, the police stopped Mr. Wurie in his
car. Mr. Wurie did not have any drugs or drug paraphernalia on his person or within his
car. The suspected drugs were seized from the second man, but no other items were
seized from this person.

The police brought Mr. Wurie to the police station to be booked. During the

booking process the police photographed and fingerprinted Mr. Wurie. The police
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also took inventory of Mr, Wurie’s personal belongings then in his possession,
including his wallet, his cellphone, and a set of keys.

Sometime after Mr. Wurie was booked, the police removed his cellphone from his
belongings. The police then conducted a random and cursory check of the phone’s
computer hardware, Within the address file, the police saw a photograph of a young
woman and an infant. The police saw that this entry in the phone was labeled
“home”.  The police thought there was a discrepancy with this and the information
Mr. Wurie had provided has his official residence during the booking procedure.

The police researched the information retrieved from the data within Wurie’s
telephone in attempt to locate the address connected to the phone number listed as
“home”. The police went to the address using the keys they had taken from Mr,
Wurie’s belongings. The police used the keys to enter a multiple unit building. They
then checked the second floor apartment to see if the keys fit that apartment. It did
not. They then checked the first floor apartment, where they encountered a young
woman, Yolanda Walker. The police alleged that they smelled recently burnt
marijuana,

The police bullied their way into the apartment. The police demanded that Ms,
Walker cooperate with them, threatening her with communications to DSS
(Department of Social Services). The police questioned Walker relative to whether
Mr. Wurie lived at that apartment. Walker said no. The police then asked her if he
had been at the apartment, and Walker told the police that Mr, Wurie had been at that

apartment the day before. Walker relented and subsequently gave her consent to
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Mr. Wurie moves to suppress any and all evidence seized pursuant to the above-described
police conduct on the grounds that the police violated his constitutional rights as guaranteed
him by the Fourth, Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution.

Mr. Wurie further states that the stop and seizure were conducted without probable cause,
without consent, without a properly issued search warrant, and without any other legal
justification. In addition, Mr. Wurie claims the seizure of his personal belongings and later
use by the police of his phone and keys were done in violation of the aforementioned

constitutional standards.

Respectfully submitted,
BRIMA WURIE
By His Attorney,

/s/ John Benzan

John Benzan BBO#555874

P.O, BOX 620667

Newton Lower Falls, MA 02462
Fax; (781) 235-6968

Tel: (617) 733-7723
johnbenzan{@msn.com

Date: August 29, 2008
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

V. DOCKET NO. 08-10071

BRIMA WURIE
Defendant

e T i L S L A

BRIMA WURIE’S AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF HIS MOTION TO SUPPRESS
EVIDENCE SEIZED WITHOUT A WARRANT

I, BRIMA WURIE state the following under the pains and penalty of perjury:

1. On November 18, 2007 I was driving in Boston when I was stopped by the police.

2. Following the stop, the police arrested me and searched me.

3. The police also seized and searched the car I was driving without permission.
I did not possess any contraband nor were there any found inside the car.

4. I neither gave my consent to search, nor did I waive any of my federal
constitutional rights.

5. Upon my arrest 1 was faken to the police station where I was photographed,
fingerprinted and interviewed regarding my personal information.

6. After the booking process, the police inventoried my personal belongings
including my wallet and my cellular telephone.

7. 1 subsequently found out that sometime afterwards the police searched the
computer files in my cellular telephone, specifically the contents of my “address

and telephone numbers” file.

s/
Date: BRIMA WURIE




