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was not someone suspected of a crime, much less one presenting exigent circumstances to allow 

Respondent Brinson to seize Simmons-El's property. 

Accordingly, the Court finds Respondent Baaith Guilty of wrongfully using force by 

pushing Simmons-El against the wall (Specification No. 1 against him); abusing his authority by 

wrongfully holding her against the wall and handcuffing her (Specification No. 2 against him); 

and Respondent Brinson Guilty of abusing his authority by seizing her keys (Specification No. 2 

against him). 

Specification No. 3 Against Both Respondents Entering Simmons-El's Building 

The third specifications charge each Respondent with "wrongfully and without just 

cause" entering "Simmons-El's private building." The Advocate stated that Simmons-El was 

both the owner and a resident of the building in question, and this was what the specifications 

meant by her "private building." 

It is undisputed that Simmons-El refused to allow Respondents to enter her building. The 

building was locked. Respondents were not responding to a report of a crime or a call for police 

assistance. They were seeking only the complaining witness on an unrelated cell phone larceny. 

There were otherwise no exigent circumstances that would allow Respondents to enter upon 

private locked real property without the consent of a tenant or landlord. It is noted here that 

while Respondents testified that Simmons-El never said she was the owner of the building, her 

tenancy was not in dispute then or at trial. 

Accordingly, Respondents are each found Guilty of Specification No. 3 against them. 


















