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SUMMARY

The Minnesota Supreme Court affirmed Steven Wayne McBride’s convictions and sentence for first-
degree felony murder arising from the death of a child in his care. The court held that McBride had a
protected privacy interest in the shared apartment and could challenge the search and seizure of a
notebook owned by another resident, but concluded that the search warrants were supported by
probable cause. The court also addressed McBride’s claim that the evidence was insufficient to support
his conviction.
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STANDARD OF REVIEW Suppression rulings are independently reviewed for legal error.
Standing, or whether the defendant had a Fourth Amendment-
protected interest, is reviewed de novo when facts are undisputed.
Probable-cause determinations supporting search warrants receive
great deference and are reviewed for whether the issuing court had a
substantial basis. Sufficiency of the evidence is reviewed by asking
whether, viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the state
and assuming the jury believed the state's witnesses, a jury could
reasonably find the defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether McBride had a legitimate expectation of privacy in the shared apartment sufficient to challenge
the search and seizure of a notebook owned or written by a third party.

2. Whether the search warrants authorizing a search for correspondence between McBride and Patch were
supported by probable cause, including whether the second warrant required new information after the
first search.

3. Whether admission of the notebook, even if erroneous, was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt.

4. Whether sufficient evidence supported McBride's conviction for first-degree felony murder based on
second-degree criminal sexual conduct, including proof that McBride committed the underlying felony
and that it occurred as part of the same continuous transaction as the killing.

HOLDINGS

1. A resident with a legitimate expectation of privacy in a shared apartment may challenge the search of
that apartment and the use against him of a notebook belonging to or written by a third party.

2. The first search warrant was supported by probable cause to search for correspondence between
McBride and Patch because, given their shared caregiving relationship and the child-abuse investigation,
there was a fair probability that relevant correspondence would be found in the apartment.

3. Even assuming the second warrant lacked probable cause for a renewed search for correspondence,
admission of the notebook was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt because the remaining evidence
independently and amply supported the conviction.

4. The evidence was sufficient for the jury to find that McBride committed second-degree criminal sexual
conduct against Dillon.

5. The evidence was sufficient to establish that the criminal sexual conduct and the fatal beating were part
of one continuous transaction, even though the precise timing of the individual acts and injuries was
uncertain.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We conclude that McBride has a legitimate expectation of privacy in the apartment shared by Patch and
McBride and therefore he has the right to challenge the search of the apartment and the use of the notebook
against him.” (at 361)



“We, therefore, conclude that there was probable cause for allowing the police to search for correspondence
between Patch and McBride in the first search warrant issued on September 18, 2001.” (at 362)

“Therefore, while not reaching the probable cause issue, we conclude that, even if we were to determine that
the district court did err when it allowed the admission of the notebook, the error was harmless.” (at 364)

“We therefore hold that there is sufficient evidence for the jury to conclude that the criminal sexual conduct
and the beating of Dillon occurred as part of "one continuous transaction."” (at 366)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Dillon Blocker, a young child in McBride's care, sustained numerous bruises, bite marks, fractures, burns, and
serious abdominal and head injuries over varying periods. On the night before Dillon's death, McBride was alone
with Dillon and his sister while Dillon's mother worked; McBride later reported that Dillon had fallen in the
bathroom, but investigators found extensive blood and trauma inconsistent with that explanation. A notebook
seized from the apartment contained notes by Dillon's mother describing McBride's repeated physical abuse of
Dillon. Expert testimony linked McBride to bite marks on Dillon's genital area and supported the conclusion that
the beating and criminal sexual conduct occurred during one continuous transaction.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Dakota County grand jury indicted McBride on four murder counts. After trial in April 2002, the jury
convicted him on all counts except intentional second-degree murder, and the district court sentenced him to life
in prison without the possibility of parole for first-degree murder while committing second-degree criminal
sexual conduct. The Minnesota Supreme Court affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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