
 

 

STATE OF INDIANA  )  IN THE DUBOIS CIRCUIT COURT 

    )   SS: 

COUNTY OF DUBOIS )  CAUSE NO. 19C01-_______-____-______ 

     

STATE OF INDIANA        VS.      

       
(Name)  Leo Flores 

                   

(Address)   

       

(Address)   

       

(DOB)   

       

(SSN)   

 

(OLN)     

     

    AFFIDAVIT FOR PROBABLE CAUSE 

 

I Detective Sgt. Drew, an officer with the Huntingburg Police Department being first duly sworn upon his oath, states under the 

penalties of perjury, that he/she believes and has good cause to believe that on or about the 14th  day of July , 20 21 through 

the 11th day of February 2023 at and in the County of Dubois, State of Indiana, the above named person committed the 

crime(s) of  Possession of Child Pornography in violation of I.C. 35-42-4-4 and the affiant’s beliefs are based on the 

following information, facts and circumstances, to-wit: 

 

On Saturday February 11, 2023, at approximately 2102 hr I, Detective Sgt Drew with the Huntingburg Police 

Department, received a phone call from Patrolman Cody Shinn, an Officer with the Huntingburg Police Department.  

Officer Shinn advised me that he was called to  in reference to a male subject, Leo Flores, that 

has child pornography on his phone.  Officer Shinn advised that Leo’s wife, , found the 

child porn on her husband’s phone.  Officer Shinn advised that  then called Leo’s mother,  

, and told her what she had found.   then called Dubois County Dispatch to report her son.   

Officer Shinn described that when he arrived to the residence,  still had Leo’s phone and showed Officer Shinn a 

few videos that she found.   then proceeded to play the videos for Officer Shinn.  Officer Shinn described to me 

that in the videos he saw young female children that were nude. I advised Officer Shinn to seize Leo’s phone and put it 

into airplane mode.  I told Officer Shinn I would go on duty and report to their location. 

 

I arrived at  at approximately 2130 hrs.  I spoke with Officer Shinn and Deputy Cummings, a 

Deputy with the Dubois County Sheriff’s Department.  Officer Shinn informed me that he seized Leo’s phone and that 

Leo was intoxicated; he tested .25 on a portable breath test.  I gave a faraday bag to Officer Shinn and asked him to put 

Leo’s phone inside of it to secure it; the phone was a Samsung with a case that had a Mexican flag on it.  Officer Shinn 

advised that  and  were inside the residence and Leo was outside Officer Meyer and Deputy Hemmer.  

Deputy Cummings advised me that he read Miranda to Leo and Leo acknowledged that he understood his rights.  

Deputy Cummings advised that after he acknowledged his rights, Leo kept telling Deputy Cummings to take him to jail.  
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Deputy Cummings asked him why and Leo responded with because you guys found everything and I’m fucked.  Deputy 

Cummings then asked Leo for consent to search his person and he agreed.  During the search, Deputy Cummings 

located approximately a gram of a white powdery substance inside Leo’s wallet. Leo told Deputy Cummings that the 

white powdery substance was cocaine.  I was also informed that Leo’s and  small child was inside the residence 

and that they also have a five-year-old daughter.  I asked Officer Meyer to contact Department of Child Services and 

request immediate assistance. 

 

I then went inside the residence and spoke briefly to  and .  I obtained their information along with phone 

numbers.   also provided the information for their two kids;   DOB:  male, and  

 DOB:  female.  Throughout the rest of this narrative, I will refer to the male juvenile and J1 and the 

female juvenile and J2.  I informed  that due to the nature of the accusation, DCS would be responding to the 

house.  I asked both of them if they could come down to the Police station for a formal interview and they agreed.  We 

decided that  would come to station first, and then  would come down after.   advised that she 

would drive herself.  Before we left the residence, I spoke to Officer Cummings and I advised him that I could not 

interview Leo tonight in reference to the child pornography due to his state of intoxication.  Deputy Cummings advised 

that he was going to take Leo to jail for possession of cocaine.  He then left to transport Leo to the Dubois County 

Security Center.  I left the residence to meet  at station for a formal interview. 

 

At approximately 2234 hrs I met  at Station.  We went into our interview room and I activated the audio and 

video recording.  The following is paraphrased information from my interview with : 

  advised that Leo came to her house,     , today at around 1130 hrs to hang out 

and drink with her husband.  She advised that  came over sometime after noon. 

 She described that Leo got extremely intoxicated so  decided it was time for her and Leo to go home.  

 and Leo then left to head back home to Huntingburg. 

 She described that some time after they left, she overheard her daughter, , talking on the phone with 

.   asked what was going on and  told her that  found child porn on Leo’s phone. 

  then left and headed to  house.  Once at  house,  showed  some of the 

videos she found on Leo’s phone.   described that the first video she saw was of a 6- or 7-year-old girl.  

She described that the young girl had her hand in her pants and someone off camera was giving her verbal 

directions.   

 The next video  watched was of the same 6- or 7-year-old girl.  In this video the young girl had her legs 

open and her vagina was exposed. 

  described that  showed her several videos from Leo’s phone and she estimated that the ages of 

the girls in the videos ranged from 5 to 16 or 17. 

 She described that the videos were saved in an app called “MEGA” within Leo’s phone; through my 

investigation, I have learned that MEGA is a cloud storage and file hosting service. 

  described that she loves her son but he messed up by having child porn and she knew she needed to call 

Juvenile 1 Juvenile 2

(REDACTED)
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the police so he could get the help he needs. 

 

I thanked  for talking with me and then we both left and headed back to  house. 

 

When I arrived back at  house, DSC worker Logan Humphrey was inside talking to .  Logan advised 

that  agreed to a forensic interview for J2 at a later date.  Once Logan finished talking with , I asked 

 if there were any other devices in the house the Leo uses or has access to.  She explained to me that they recently 

purchased a new laptop and they also have an older one.  I asked her if Leo uses the laptops and she advised he does and 

asked if I wanted to take them.  I advised her that I would seize them for the time being and determine if I’ll apply for a 

search warrant for them.  She then retrieved those laptops and gave them to me.  One is a black Lenova Flex and the 

other is a silver Acer laptop.  I then drove  to the Police station for an interview.  Once at station, we went into 

our audio and video recorded interview room.  The following is paraphrased information that came from that interview: 

 described that Leo went to his mother’s house in Dale around 0930 hrs.   said that she went over 

there shortly after noon.  When she got there Leo was drinking. 

 At around 1940 hrs,  said that they left due to Leo being extremely intoxicated. 

 On the drive home,  said that Leo passed out in the passenger’s seat and she saw his phone hanging out 

of his pants pocket so she grab it.   described she has caught Leo with pictures of naked women on his 

phone before so due to trust issues, she took his phone from his pocket; she advised she knows his passcode and 

it’s . 

 When they arrived back at home in Huntingburg,  sat in the car and started going through it while Leo 

was passed out; J1 was in the backseat sleeping as well. 

 She described that she found an app in his phone called MEGA.  She opened the app and saw a username/email 

that was ; she described that there were 4 numbers after  followed by @gmail.com but couldn’t 

recall the numbers.  She described that she found a “File” button and clicked on it.  Within the file tab, she 

found pictures and videos and at first thought they were just regular porn until she started clicking on them and 

videos started playing 

 The first one she played was of a little blonde girl earing a pink outfit with someone in the background speaking 

a foreign language.  She said it appeared the girl was between 6 and 8 years old. 

 Another video she opened was of a girl, age 6-8 wearing a skirt holding a toy or candy, she described you could 

see up the little girl’s skirt. 

 Another video she viewed was of a girl who was approximately 16 and was completely nude. 

 She advised that she opened another video and it was a closeup of a young bare vagina.  She described that a 

penis was penetrating it.  I asked how she knew it was a young girl’s vagina and she said because she has a 

young daughter and everything down there looked small.  She stated the labia was shorter. 

  described that another video she played showed a little girl with bare breast.   described that this 

girl was flat chested with no breast at all. 

  described that she saw that there were 267 videos on his account in the MEGA app. 
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  estimated that she saw 7 or 8 of the 267 videos and those all contained young children that were either 

nude, performing a sexual act, or showing their underwear. 

 I asked  if Leo’s phone is solely his and she said it is. She described that he won’t even let her touch it. 

 

I thanked  for talking to me and had a Patrol Officer take her back home. 

 

I came into work on Monday, February 13, 2023 at approximately 0800 hrs and received information that Leo was out 

of jail.  I needed to interview him so Huntingburg Police Detective Beier and I, went to  in an 

attempt to locate Leo and see if he would be willing to come to station for an interview.  He was not home so I contacted 

 to see if she knows where is.   described that he is in Dale at his mom’s but he does want to talk to me so 

she will call him.   also informed me that  was wanting to talk to me so I called her.  During my 

conversation with , she stated that she has talked to Leo since he’s been out of jail.  She described that Leo told 

her that he downloaded a movie from someone on the MEGA app but didn’t know that it contained illegal videos.  

 stated that she thinks she may have made a mistake by contacting the police because Leo told her someone must 

have planted a virus within the movie he downloaded and it must have contained child porn.  She described that she 

researched the MEGA app and said it’s notorious for child porn viruses.   A short time later,  called me back and 

advised that Leo is leaving Dale and is enroute to station to speak to me.   

 

At approximately 0910 hrs, Leo arrived at the Huntinburg Police Station.  I introduced myself and thanked him for 

coming in to talk with me.  We then walked to the audio and video recorded interview room.  I asked Leo for his full 

name, DOB, address and contact information.  The email he provided me was .  I then asked 

Leo if he speaks good English and if he understands English.  He said he does.  He also stated that he can read and write 

in English.  I then got out an advice of rights form and that was in English and asked Leo if he would rather me get one 

that is in Spanish.  He said the English one is for and that he doesn’t read Spanish well.  I then proceeded to read the 

advice of rights form to Leo.  Once finished, I asked Leo if he understood everything that I read to him.  He stated he 

understood it.  I then gave the paper to Leo and asked him to read over it and to let me know any questions he may 

have.  I read over it and signed it acknowledging that he understood his rights.  The following is paraphrased 

information from my interview with Leo: 

 I asked Leo why he thinks I wanted to talk to him and he described that he figures it’s because of the cocaine he 

was caught with.  

 I asked Leo what kind of phone he has and he said a Galaxy Samsung 22.  He described that he has a case with 

the Mexican flag on it.  I asked Leo if the phone solely belongs to him and he said it does.  I asked if he has ever 

let someone borrow his phone, or if he’s ever lost or had his phone stolen and he said no to all of those questions. 

 I then explained to Leo that I was investigating that child pornography was located on his phone by his wife.  At 

this time, Leo denied knowing that child porn was on his phone.  His body language was closed off during this 

conversation which I read as he wasn’t being forthcoming and withholding information. 

 I asked Leo if he has talked to his mom, wife, or anyone reference the child porn allegations since he got out of 
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jail and he said he hasn’t.  I confronted him on that lie and informed him that I talked to his mom earlier and 

she told me she had talked to him reference it.  He then explained that he did talk to his mom about it and told 

her someone must have sent him a file that was a virus that had it on there but he’s never seen it.  I explained to 

Leo that I need him to be honest with me and if I ask him a question he doesn’t want to answer, then just tell me 

he doesn’t want to answer it instead of lie about.  He acknowledged that he understood  

 I asked Leo if he has an app on his phone called MEGA.  He described that a friend told him about the app 

about a year and a half ago.  He described that his friend told him that you can download movies on it so he 

installed the app.  Leo advised that he’s only downloaded three movies using the app; Clifford, Tom and Jerry, 

and a western movie.  He described that he exported the Tom and Jerry movie to a USB and then onto his black 

laptop. 

 When I confronted Leo again reference the supposed child porn on his phone, Leo described that maybe 

someone sent a virus or something to him that may have contained it but he doesn’t know.  I asked if he’s ever 

seen a file on the MEGA app besides the three movies he downloaded he said no.  I then explained to him that 

his theory on a corrupt file sent to him containing child porn didn’t make sense because he never saw it, 

however, his wife accessed several videos with the app that contained child porn. 

 I again explained to Leo that he needs to be honest because I keep catching him in lies and it’s important that we 

get his side of the story as to why there is child pornography on his phone.  Leo’s body language started to 

change during this exchange, he was shifting around in his seat and he appeared to become emotional to the 

point of almost crying; through my training and experience as an Officer and Detective, I took this as him 

wanting to be more open and he wanted to get something off his chest. 

 Leo then went on to describe that about a year and a half ago, he was chatting with someone on an app called 

Omegle.  The guy he was chatting with asked him if he liked porn and he said he does.  The guy told him to 

download an app called MEGA and then he would send him a link for some porn to his MEGA account.  Leo 

explained that when he downloaded the MEGA app, the unknown guy sent him a file folder that contained 

about 200 files for what he thought was regular porn.  He said he clicked on the first file which was a video and 

when it started playing he realized it was a young female that was underage and she was nude.  He explained 

that he got out of the app right away and has never opened the app again since then.  I asked Leo if he deleted or 

uninstalled the MEGA app at the time or anytime and he said no.  He explained that about six months after this 

incident he got another phone and the MEGA app, along with many others, transferred to his new phone.  He 

admitted to going back onto the MEGA app to get another movie downloaded.  I then confronted him with the 

fact that he just told me a few minutes ago that he never went back on the app after he opened a video on there 

and realized it was child porn.  I explained to him again about being honest and I explained to him that I can tell 

that he wants to tell the truth but is just embarrassed by the situation.  I explained that people make mistakes all 

the time and nobody is perfect; while I was telling him all of this, he was nodding his head up and down as if he 

was non verbally agreeing with me, and starting to get emotional again. 

 Leo went on to describe that he watched more than 1 file/video that was inside the zip folder that was sent to 

him.  He advised he watched 10-12 of the videos but the longest he let one play was about 30 seconds.  I asked if 
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the 10-12 videos all contained juveniles that were nude and he said most of them did.  He advised there is 

approximately 200 videos/files within the zip folder. 

 I asked Leo if he wanted something to drink and he advised that he did, we took a break and Leo used the 

restroom and I got him a bottle of water. 

 We then continued talking and Leo opened up about the child pornography that was on his phone.  He 

described to me that he has opened up every video/file that was contained within the zip file.  He explained that 

there were 5-10 videos out of the 200 that wouldn’t play when he clicked on them, he said he would just go onto 

the next one when that happened.  I asked him out of all the videos that he was able to watch, did they all 

contain what he believed to be underage females or males.  He said they did and only some contained males but 

he wasn’t sure how old the males were be some you couldn’t see the face.  I asked him that after knowing what 

the videos were, did he keep going back on different days to access them and he said he did.  He advised that he 

is messed up and needs help with his problems.  He also said that he doesn’t know why his mind is like this but 

he would only go back to the MEGA app to view the child porn when he was drunk or high on meth or cocaine.   

 I asked Leo that after knowing that all the videos were child pornography, how often did he go back into the app 

to watch it, he answered with once every couple weeks or once a week.  Later in the interview I asked him the 

same type of questions but asked on how many different days did he watch it, he answered 10-20 different days.  

He explained that sometimes he would watch the videos in their entirety and sometimes just bits and pieces of 

them.  He described that some videos were young girls having sex with an older male and some were just videos 

of young girls naked or touching themselves. Leo described that 5 or 6 months ago was the last time he opened 

the app MEGA and watched the files that contained child pornography.  I asked if Leo if his children or wife 

were ever present when he watched child porn on his phone.  He said no and would only watch it at home when 

his wife and kids weren’t there.  He made comment that he would get drunk or high and watch it at home when 

nobody was there.  

 I asked Leo what he thought the ages ranged from of the girls he saw in the videos and he described age 10 

through 16 or 17. 

 

We then took another break and I decided to ask Leo for consent to search his cell phone and consent to look 

through the app on his phone called MEGA.  I decided to do this based on my email exchanges with MEGA’s legal 

team.  I sent them an email asking how I can preserve Leo’s account so any possible evidence can not be lost or 

deleted from it.  Since Leo did talk to his mom about the situation and she told me that she researched the app, I was 

concerned with someone logging into his account from a different device and deleting possible evidence or 

deleting/deactivating his MEGA account before I had a chance to apply for warrant and possibly obtaining the 

information/files within his account.   

 

I then returned to the interview room with Leo.  I read a consent to search a cell-phone form to Leo.  After reading 

it to him, I allowed him time to read over it and ask any questions if he had any.  Leo signed the consent for and 

advised I can search through his phone and the MEGA app that is contained in his phone.  Before I started 
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searching his phone, I further explained to Leo that at any time during the search he can tell me he wants me to sop 

and I will stop searching through it.  I asked Detective Beier to come into the interview room to be present while I 

searched the phone.  I then conducted a preliminary investigative search of the phone.  I used the passcode  and 

the phone opened.  I went to straight to the MEGA app and opened it.  Once inside I saw the profile name of Leo 

flores with the email  under it.  I then confronted Leo about provided me with the email of 

 when I asked for it in the beginning of the interview.  Leo described that he has two 

different accounts for MEGA.  He explained that he downloaded the three regular movies under the 

 account, and used the second account with the email of  to watch 

the other stuff.  I then clicked on the “files” tab and a zip folder popped up.  The zip folder had information with it 

and it said it contained 267 files and that it was added to Leo’s account on July 14, 2021.  The total size of the zip 

folder showed 3.68 GB.  I then opened the zip folder and 267 individual files popped up.  Each file was a video.  I 

started at the top and started playing the videos.  During the search, Detective Beier asked if he could take a break 

and step out of the room for a little bit.  I told him he could and when I later asked him about it, he described that he 

couldn’t take watching the videos anymore to their nature.  I could only make it through approximately 110 

videos/files before I needed to stop due the disturbing nature of the videos I just watched.  I tried to take brief notes 

of every video that I watched, however, do to the amount of files I didn’t watch each video in it’s entirety.  The 

following is a brief description of the videos I did see, each number below represents a separate video: 

1. Young girl dancing in her underwear, no nudity, 9 or 10 YO 

2. Young girl fully nude, juvenile 

3. Young girl fully nude, juvenile 

4. Young girl fully nude, juvenile 

5. Young girl fully nude, juvenile 

6. Young girl in underwear dancing, juvenile 

7. Closeup of a pre-pubescent vagina with someone else’s finger penetrating it, vagina looked tiny 

8. Young girl penetrating her own vagina, pre-pubescent, small features, juvenile 

9. Young girl in panties dancing, no nudity, juvenile 

10. Young girl fully nude, pre-pubescent, small features, juvenile 

11. 2 young juvenile girls performing sex acts on each other, fully nude, pre-pubescent, both are approximately 

10-12 YO 

12. Fully nude young juvenile girl, username on video was dsaransky7, playing with her own vagina, pre-

pubescent, small features, 7 to 8 YO 

13. Tiny young, juvenile girl being penetrated by someone else with objects, pre-pubescent, small features 

14. Young juvenile boy and girl having sex, appear to be no older than 13, fully nude 

15. Young juvenile girl receiving oral sex from adult male, juvenile girl is pre-pubescent with small features 

16. 2 young, juvenile girls naked on a bed, both are pre-pubescent, small features 

17. Young juvenile boy and girl having sex, both pre-pubescent, approximately 13 YO 

18. Young juvenile girl, pre-pubescent, flat chested, having sex with an adult male 
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19. 2 young, juvenile girls naked, both pre-pubescent 

20. Adult male fondling an approximately 8- or 9-year-old girl, she was naked 

21. Young juvenile girl playing with her vagina, pre-pubescent, small features 

22. Same video as #21 

23. Young juvenile girl playing with her vagina, pre-pubescent, small features 

24. Young juvenile girl naked, pre-pubescent, no older than 8 or 9 

25. Young faced girl, juvenile, giving oral sex to what appears to be an adult penis 

26. 6- or 7-year-old female child, naked, pre-pubescent 

27-33. I could tell by the thumbnails for these videos that they contained young juvenile girls that appeared 

younger than 13, they were nude and pre-pubescent. I spared myself the pain of watching them since I could tell 

by the thumbnail 

34. 7- or 8-year-old young juvenile girl, naked, pre-pubescent 

35-37.  I could tell by the thumbnails for these videos that they contained young juvenile girls that appeared 

younger than 13, they were nude and pre-pubescent. I spared myself the pain of watching them since I could tell 

by the thumbnail 

38.  Tiny, young juvenile girl masturbating, not older than 16, pre-pubescent 

39.  Young juvenile girl, 9 or 10 YO, giving oral sex to what appears to be an adult penis 

40.  Older guy using his penis to penetrate a young girl who is pre-pubescent, no older than 16 

41. 7 or 8 year old young juvenile female, masturbating, pre-pubescent, small features. 

42-45. I could tell by the thumbnails for these videos that they contained young juvenile girls that appeared 

younger than 13, they were nude and pre-pubescent. I spared myself the pain of watching them since I could tell 

by the thumbnail 

46.  Young girl, maybe 6 years old, topless, chest is flat. 

47.  I could tell by the thumbnail for this video that contained a young juvenile girl that appeared younger than 

13, she was nude and pre-pubescent. I spared myself the pain of watching them since I could tell by the 

thumbnail. 

48.  Flat chested young juvenile girl, appears no older than 10, pre-pubescent 

49.  Video title was “2010 rape suck 11yo” video showed a tiny young girl being forced to give an adult male oral 

sex, he was forcing her mouth on her penis and when she tried to get away, he would forcefully pull her back to 

him, she appeared no older than 11 

50.  Title of the video was “Reili Age 11 captured 11-4-2004” depicted a young pre-pubescent girl fully naked, 

appeared to be younger than 11 

51.  Young juvenile girl showing her panties, face of a child, maybe 6 or 7 years old. 

52.  Voyeurism of what appeared to be 2 female children changing in a changing room, could see their pre-

pubescent vaginas, video was shot from under the changing room door 

53.  Closeup of a young vagina, pre-pubescent, looked undeveloped 

54.  Title of the video was “Vanesa 10 anos cojida” (años means years in Spanish and cojida is Spanish slang for 
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fucked), video depicts a tiny, pre-pubescent girl, being penetrated by someone else with objects, girl looks no 

older than 9 or 10 

55.  Old man having forced sex with a 6 or 7 year old girl, girl is tiny, not developed, pre-pubescent 

56-57.  I could tell by the thumbnails for these videos that they contained young juvenile girls that appeared 

younger than 13, they were nude and pre-pubescent. I spared myself the pain of watching them since I could tell 

by the thumbnail 

58.  Young girl, young face, dirty dancing with clothes on. 

59.  Title of the video was “Araceli 11 yrs $150 Anal-Paraguay” video depicted a tiny, young female laying 

motionless, face-down on a bed, adult male was penetrating her anus with his penis, looked no older than 11 like 

the title said 

60.  Young, flat chested, not developed, girl dancing topless, no older than 8 or 9 

61-63.  I could tell by the thumbnails for these videos that they contained young juvenile girls that appeared 

younger than 14, they were nude and pre-pubescent. I spared myself the pain of watching them since I could tell 

by the thumbnail 

64.  10- or 11-year-old girl masturbating, pre-pubescent, naked 

65.  Title of video “Chinese Kutie” 6 or 7 year old girl, naked, masturbating 

66.  6 or 7 year old girl, pre-pubescent, appeared to be an adult male having anal sex with her. 

67-82. I could tell by the thumbnails for these videos that they contained young juvenile girls that appeared 

younger than 16, they were either fully nude, topless, or closeup vagina view, all appeared pre-pubescent. I 

spared myself the pain of watching them since I could tell by the thumbnail 

83. Title was “Open 13”, young girl appeared not older than 13, naked. 

84.  Video wouldn’t play 

85-86. I could tell by the thumbnails for these videos that they contained young juvenile girls that appeared 

younger than 15, they were nude and pre-pubescent. I spared myself the pain of watching them since I could tell 

by the thumbnail 

87.  Young juvenile girl naked in a bathtub, young face, breasts not developed 

88.  6 or 7 year old girl, fully naked, not developed, pre-pubescent 

89.  Voyeur video at a swimming pool shower, video depicted a young girl not older than 15, showering and 

changing, can see her vagina, video appears to be shot from under the door or curtain 

90.  Young girl, pre-pubescent having sex with a male subject, girl appeared no older than 15 

91.  Young girl, pre-pubescent dancing while showing her vagina, appeared no older than 15 

92.  Video wouldn’t play 

93.  Title was “Desconhecida 4”, Desconhedica is Portugal for unkwown 

94-100.  I could tell by the thumbnails for these videos that they contained young juvenile girls that appeared 

younger than 16, they were nude and pre-pubescent. I spared myself the pain of watching them since I could tell 

by the thumbnail 

101.  Title was “The Mandatory Bath Scene” showed a young girl that appeared not older than 13, being 
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penetrated by a male subject in a shower, girl was pre-pubescent. 

 

After going through the first 101 videos, I skimmed through the rest of the files and looked for any that had titles that 

were in English; it’s important to note that a lot of the videos had titles that were in a foreign language or had no title at 

all.  Once I found an English title I stopped and played the video long enough to determine that is was child 

pornography.  Below is a list of those: 

1. “2010 r…ck 11yr”, video depicted a young naked girl, pre-pubescent, appeared no older than 12 

2. “10YO D… low & cum”, video depicted pre-pubescent girl, no older than 12 

3. “14YO j…y hot” video depicted young girl naked, appeared to be younger than 16, pre-pubescent 

4. “Laura10…too” young girl nude, pre-pubescent, didn’t appear older than 9 or 10 

5. “Sally_tiedup_7yo” Video depicted a frail, female child that was tied and bound with what appeared to be ropes.  

She was being forcefully penetrated by another individual with objects 

 

Through my training and experience as a police Officer and Detective, coupled with having two small children myself, I 

can confidently say that out of all the videos I watched from Leo’s phone, none of the girls in them were 18 years of age.  

Furthermore, I would conclude that the average age of the juvenile girls in the videos that were either semi-nude, 

completely nude, performing sexual acts on themselves or others, or sexual acts performed on them, was approximately 

7 through 14 years of age.  I don’t believe that any of the juvenile girls in the videos were over the age of 16, most were 

well under the age of 16. 

 

At the end of the search, I informed Leo that he was under arrest for possession of child pornography.  He asked what 

would happen if he was suicidal and I explained that process to him.  He stated he wanted to kill himself.  He was 

transported to Memorial ER in Jasper for an evaluation.  He was evaluated and cleared for jail.  He was transported to 

the Dubois County Security Center. 

 

 

 

 

I affirm, under the penalties of perjury as specified by I.C. 35-44.1-2-1, that the foregoing representations are true. 

                  _________________ __________________ 

                                          Affiant 
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