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SUMMARY

The Maine Supreme Judicial Court affirmed Saad Zackaria’s convictions for aggravated assault and
assault with a dangerous weapon. The court held that Zackaria lacked an objectively reasonable
expectation of privacy in the shelter’s common area and shower room under the circumstances, and
that the delay before trial did not violate his right to a speedy trial under the Maine Constitution.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the trial court erred in denying defendant's motion to suppress evidence obtained at Preble
Street Resource Center

2. Whether defendant was deprived of his right to a speedy trial guaranteed under the Maine Constitution

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not err in denying the motion to suppress because under the totality of the
circumstances, defendant did not have an objectively reasonable expectation of privacy in the shower
room or common area of the resource center.

2. The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying defendant's motion to dismiss for failure to provide
a speedy trial under the Maine Constitution.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution provides that '[t]he right of the people to be secure
in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be
violated.' U.S. Const. amend. IV.” (¶ 12)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On June 15, 2021, Portland police responded to reports of an assault on Congress Street where two victims
described being hit and poked by an African-American male with short spiky hair wearing a green shirt. Based
on descriptions, officers identified Saad Zackaria and located him at Preble Street Resource Center. Officers, let
in by staff, found Zackaria at a sink in the common area. He walked to an open shower room, leaving the door
ajar while picking items off the floor. Officers opened the door, asked him to exit, and observed sharp objects on
the floor, leading to his arrest.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Defendant was charged and indicted for aggravated assault with a dangerous weapon and assault with a
dangerous weapon. He filed motions to suppress and to dismiss for failure to provide a speedy trial, both of
which were denied. After a jury trial, he was found guilty on all counts and sentenced. He appealed.
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