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United States v. Devon Lamont Holt

Holt - No. 25-1050 - Decided December 4, 2025

SUMMARY

The Eighth Circuit affirmed Devon Holt’s conviction for being a felon in possession of a firearm and

his 42-month sentence. The court held that Facebook posts and messages referencing firearms were

admissible under Federal Rule of Evidence 404(b) to show knowledge, intent, and motive, and that the

district court adequately explained its sentencing decision. The court also concluded that the within-

Guidelines sentence was substantively reasonable.
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Holt appealed his conviction for being a felon in possession of a
firearm and his 42-month sentence, challenging the admission of
Facebook posts and messages under Federal Rule of Evidence 404(b)
and the adequacy and substantive reasonableness of the sentencing

explanation.

The admission of Rule 404(b) evidence is reviewed for abuse of
discretion. Sentencing is reviewed first for significant procedural error,
including failure to consider the 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) factors or
adequately explain the sentence, and then for substantive

reasonableness under an abuse-of-discretion standard.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court abused its discretion by admitting Holt's Facebook posts and messages as
evidence under Federal Rule of Evidence 404(b).

2. Whether the district court failed to provide an adequate procedural explanation for Holt's sentence.

3. Whether Holt's within-Guidelines sentence was substantively unreasonable.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court did not abuse its discretion by admitting the Facebook content because it was relevant
to permissible issues of Holt's knowledge, intent, and motive in possessing a firearm, and its probative

value was not substantially outweighed by unfair prejudice.

2. The district court's explanation of Holt's sentence was procedurally adequate because it considered the
parties' arguments, including Holt's mitigation arguments, and provided a reasoned basis for the

sentence.

3. Holt's 42-month sentence was substantively reasonable, and the district court did not abuse its discretion

in weighing the sentencing factors.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We will reverse only when such evidence clearly had no bearing on the case and was introduced solely to

prove the defendant’s propensity to commit criminal acts.” (at 3)

“The potential prejudicial effect of the Facebook evidence does not substantially outweigh its probative
value.” (at 5)

“The district court need only “set forth enough to satisfy” us that it has “considered the parties’ arguments
and has a reasoned basis for” its sentencing decision.” (at 6)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Investigators obtained a warrant to search Holt's Facebook account and found posts and messages referencing
firearms, including statements that he was armed and that firearms were used for protection and respect. Holt
was charged with being a felon in possession of a firearm and pleaded not guilty, placing knowledge and intent
at issue. The district court admitted selected Facebook content, excluded other more remote or prejudicial
material, and gave a limiting instruction. After conviction, the court sentenced Holt to 42 months, within the
advisory Guidelines range of 41 to 51 months, while considering his mitigation arguments concerning pretrial

detention and uncertainty.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Holt was charged under 18 U.S.C. §8 922(g)(1) and 924(a)(8), pleaded not guilty, and proceeded to trial in the

United States District Court for the District of Minnesota. The district court admitted some Facebook posts and



messages, excluded others as too prejudicial or remote, and instructed the jury to consider the admitted content
only for knowledge and motive. The jury convicted Holt, and the district court imposed a 42-month sentence,
which Holt appealed. The Eighth Circuit affirmed.
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