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[bookmark: _Toc239155917]INTRODUCTION
Daniel Blake followed the money to a network of shell companies and repeatedly warned Emily Calloway (“Calloway”) about suspicious vendor payments. After Blake discovered the apparent connection to the true owner of the Coastal account, he was killed before he could deliver that evidence to federal investigators. The investigation that followed produced the evidence at issue here, which Calloway now seeks to shield through two distinct claims of evidentiary protection. The record supports neither. 
First, Defendant seeks to suppress Kennedy Parker’s testimony and the storage-unit records in Exhibit 19 as products of Calloway’s compelled testimony. The documentary record, however, establishes an unbroken investigative path that began before Calloway testified: a formal separation memorandum, a pre-testimony investigative plan, a priority list identifying Parker for follow-up, Parker’s firsthand account, and a lawfully executed search warrant. Parker was independently identified and selected for investigation before Calloway testified, and the evidence she later provided was based on her own firsthand knowledge. Parker’s testimony and the evidence she led investigators to, therefore, derived from legitimate sources wholly independent of Calloway’s compelled testimony.
[bookmark: _Int_11Lm7jRe]Second, Defendant seeks to quash a subpoena for Maddox Armana’s notes of his interview with Sierra Seton. Although Armana’s mental impressions remain protected, his notes separately preserve Seton’s factual account of Coastal Event Solutions’ operations. Seton has disappeared, there is no recording of the interview, and no other available source contains substantially equivalent information. The Government has therefore demonstrated both a substantial need for Seton’s factual statements and an inability to obtain their substantial equivalent without undue hardship.
Accordingly, the Government respectfully requests that this Court deny Defendant’s Motion to Suppress Evidence Obtained in Violation of Court Order and deny Defendant’s Motion to Quash the United States Subpoena Duces Tecum directed to Maddox Armana.





[bookmark: _Toc239155918]STATEMENT OF FACTS
Daniel Blake, Silver Palms Resort’s accountant, began investigating suspicious payments from Silver Palms to outside vendors after noticing discrepancies in their invoices. Sinclair Dep. 10:138-11:157. Blake repeatedly raised his concerns with Calloway, who told him to approve the charges and later instructed him to “back off and leave it alone.” Sinclair Dep. 11:184-12:198. On December 9, 2023, Blake told federal investigators that he had discovered what he believed was the connection to the true owner of Coastal Event Solutions’ account and planned to provide the supporting evidence. Sinclair Dep. 12:199-212. Three days later, Blake was shot and killed in his Silver Palms office before he could do so. Sinclair Dep. 12:213-17. 
In February 2024, investigators subpoenaed Silver Palms Resort's employee roster, which listed approximately 100 employees and included their departments and employment dates. Sinclair Dep. 17:406–18:417. Investigators prioritized employees based on tenure and frequency of work at resort events. Id. The investigation also focused on Coastal Event Solutions, LLC, a purported outside vendor. Investigators traced 19 transfers totaling more than $7 million from Coastal to an account held by Marsh Holdings Ltd. in the Cayman Islands. Nolan Dep. 16:362–17:376. Sierra Seton, a former Coastal operations manager, and Ky Chandler, Coastal's registered agent, left the country before the Government could interview Seton. Nolan Dep. 17:387–96.
As Donovan's October 2024 trial approached, the Government sought Calloway's testimony to explain the structure of the shell corporations. Nolan Dep. 26:152–27:181. On August 23, 2024, Calloway received use and derivative-use immunity. Sinclair Dep. 20:542–21:546. Anticipating that immunity, Agent Bryce Nolan and AUSA Tatum Sinclair divided the investigation into Team Donovan and Team Calloway on August 22. Nolan Dep. 27:183–28:213. Team Donovan would receive Calloway's testimony; Team Calloway, led by Nolan, could not receive its contents, strategic impressions drawn from it, or investigative leads originating from it. Nolan Dep. 27:183–28:194. The existing file was duplicated, and Nolan maintained a record separating evidence already obtained from later investigative work. Nolan Dep. 28:202–13.
Nolan then documented Team Calloway's remaining investigative tasks before Calloway testified. Between August 23 and 27, he prepared a working list directing investigators to continue vendor and corporate-record work and to “circle back” to Silver Palms employees who had not been interviewed during the original investigation. Nolan Dep. 28:229–29:67. Using the preexisting employee roster, Nolan ranked employees by their frequency of work during 2023. Nolan Dep. 29:268–73. Kennedy Parker appeared seventh on that priority list, which was expressly marked “post-separation, pre-testimony.” Ex. 17.
Calloway testified on October 10, 2024. Stipulations ¶ 6, R. 3–4. Nolan never received her compelled testimony and testified that his last substantive discussion with Sinclair about the case occurred when the teams separated. Nolan Dep. 28:221–28. Although Nolan and Sinclair occasionally continued to meet socially, Nolan testified that they never discussed the Silver Palms cases after August 23. Nolan Dep. 31:329–32:33. Nolan also began working through the employee investigation, interviewing Brie Collins, Sean Boothe, Sunshine Delray, and Darnell Hahn before reaching Parker. Nolan Dep. 30:298–31:316.
Nolan interviewed Parker on October 31, 2024. Nolan Dep. 31:325–28. Although Donovan's trial received substantial local media coverage, Parker testified that she did not follow the trial and “never” watched or read Calloway's testimony. Parker Dep. 41:306–15. Parker instead described events she personally witnessed. At the December 2023 staff holiday party, she overheard Blake tell Calloway, “there's a problem with the payments” and that he was giving her “one last chance to do the right thing.” Calloway responded, “You're making a mistake. Back off Daniel.” Parker Dep. 37:176–38:192.
Parker also recalled an errand Calloway gave her on December 20, 2023. Calloway handed Parker a banker's box marked “Coastal” and directed her to an off-site storage facility, providing the address, unit number, gate code, and key. Parker Dep. 39:245–40:281. Parker placed the box in the unit, locked it, and returned to work. Id. She did not report the box because Calloway regularly asked her to run errands, and Parker did not think about it again for approximately ten months. Parker Dep. 40:286–92.
Parker's October 31 interview was the Government's first notice of the storage unit. Nolan Dep. 31:334–32:350. Investigators confirmed that the unit was rented under Carlos Calloway's name, obtained a warrant, and searched it on November 5, 2024. Nolan Dep. 32:351–54. They recovered previously undiscovered Coastal financial records, ownership documents, and communications, including an offshore banking record identifying Calloway as the owner of the Cayman account receiving Coastal's funds. Nolan Dep. 32:355–65.
Separately, Calloway's attorneys retained private investigator Maddox Armana in early 2024 to investigate the financial structure underlying the Government's case. Armana Dep. 42:33–43:58. Armana identified Seton as a former Coastal operations manager with inside knowledge of the company and located her in a town several hours from Gulf Haven. Armana Dep. 43:51–44:83. Seton provided a detailed account of Coastal's operations, the people connected to the company, and the movement of its money. Armana Dep. 45:125–34.
Armana intended to record the interview, but his recorder's batteries died, leaving only contemporaneous typewritten notes. Armana Dep. 44:111–45:124. Armana testified that the body of the notes records Seton's factual account, while his own thoughts, questions, and developing theories appear separately in red. Armana Dep. 45:135–43. Soon afterward, Seton left the country with Chandler and has not been seen since. Armana Dep. 45:144–49. Armana repeatedly searched databases, re-contacted sources, investigated Seton's travel, and checked for her return, but concluded that she is “gone and unreachable.” Armana Dep. 45:150–46:159. No other known source contains the same level of detail, and according to Armana, his notes are the only place where Seton's account still exists. Armana Dep. 46:160–68.
	
	
	




	
	
	



[bookmark: _Toc239155919]ARGUMENT
	This case turns on two questions of independence: whether the Government’s case against Calloway stands apart from the compelled testimony she gave against Saint Donovan, and whether a defense investigator’s notes of a single witness interview may shield facts that exist nowhere else on earth. On both questions, the documentary record answers for itself. First, the Government identified Kennedy Parker, obtained her testimony, and recovered the storage-unit records in Exhibit 19 through an investigative path that was planned, prioritized, and documented before Calloway ever spoke a word under her immunity. Parker independently testified to facts she lived through, not facts she read about. Second, Sierra Seton is gone; her firsthand account of Coastal Event Solutions exists in only one place, and the work-product doctrine was never meant to let a fugitive witness’s knowledge disappear with her passport. Because the Government has met its burden on the first issue and has shown substantial need and undue hardship on the second, both motions should be denied.
I. [bookmark: _Toc239155920]THE GOVERNMENT’S EVIDENCE IS ADMISSIBLE BECAUSE IT DERIVES FROM SOURCES WHOLLY INDEPENDENT OF CALLOWAY’S COMPELLED TESTIMONY.
The Court has already found that Calloway made the threshold showing required to trigger a Kastigar hearing: she was compelled to testify against Saint Donovan under a grant of use-and-derivative-use immunity, and that the testimony relates to the allegations now pending against her. See 18 U.S.C. § 6002; Ex. 12. The only question remaining is whether the Government can carry its own burden by a preponderance of the evidence, "the affirmative duty to prove that the evidence it proposes to use is derived from a legitimate source wholly independent of the compelled testimony." Kastigar v. United States, 406 U.S. 441, 460 (1972). The documentary record, not the say-so of any single witness, establishes an unbroken, pre-testimony investigative chain running from a lawfully subpoenaed employee roster to a written division of investigative labor to an objective priority list to Kennedy Parker to the storage unit to Exhibit 19. Accordingly, the Government can satisfy its burden under Kastigar because each link in the investigative chain is traceable to evidence and investigative decisions that predated Calloway’s compelled testimony.
[bookmark: _Toc239155921]The Government Identified Parker Through a Pre-Testimony Investigative Plan, Not Compelled Testimony.
Kastigar does not tolerate conclusory reassurance. "Mere denials of use by the prosecutors and other government agents are generally insufficient to meet the government's burden, even if made in good faith.” United States v. Hampton, 775 F.2d 1479, 1485 (11th Cir. 1985). Instead, "[e]ach step of the investigative chain by which the evidence presented was obtained must be documented or accounted for." Id. at 1490. In Hampton, the Eleventh Circuit found a Kastigar violation precisely because the government's evidence had been mixed into a shared investigative file with the defendant's immunized statements, and no one, not the state investigators nor the federal agents who inherited the file, could trace which pieces came from where. Id. at 1489–90. The government never even attempted to trace its evidence to an identifiable independent source. Id.
This case is Hampton in reverse. Before Calloway spoke a single compelled word, the Government recognized the coming Kastigar problem and built a paper trail to solve it. On August 22, 2024, seven weeks before Calloway's October 10, 2024, testimony, Agent Nolan authored a formal memorandum dividing personnel into Team Donovan and Team Calloway. Ex. 15; Nolan Dep. 29:201-13. This memorandum walled Team Calloway off from any content, summary, or investigative lead drawn from the compelled testimony, and directed that all evidence generated afterward be marked by the team so that "any member of one team who encounters material belonging to the other will recognize it immediately and set it aside." Ex. 15. Between August 23 and August 27, 2024, Agent Nolan documented Team Calloway's outstanding investigative tasks, including a directive to "circle back to the Silver Palms employees" from the original 2023 investigation. Ex. 16. He then prepared an employee priority list, ranked by 2023 shift frequency and expressly labeled "post-separation, pre-testimony." Ex. 17. Kennedy Parker appears seventh on that list and is identified in writing before Calloway ever testified. Id.
Agent Nolan then followed the pre-testimony plan. In October 2024, before reaching Parker, he worked the list, re-interviewing Brie Collins, Sean Boothe, Sunshine Delray, and Darnell Hahn. Nolan Dep. 31:305–13. The Government’s showing is not undermined merely because investigators did not proceed through the list in strict numerical order and had not yet reached Maria Kirby or Delia Nash, both of whom ranked above Parker. A priority list is an investigative tool, not a sequential checklist, and the pre-testimony record independently identifies Parker as someone Team Calloway already intended to interview, regardless of the order in which the rest of the roster was worked. This is precisely the "affirmative trace" to "identifiable independent sources" that the government in Hampton never attempted to make. Hampton, 775 F.2d at 1489. 
Rinaldi further distinguishes an independently developed witness from one whose discovery rests merely on speculation that investigators might eventually have found the witness. United States v. Rinaldi, 808 F.2d 1579, 1583-84 (D.C. Cir. 1987). Parker falls on the independent side of that distinction. She was not someone investigators could merely have discovered; rather, she had already been identified by name on Team Calloway’s written pre-testimony priority list, and Nolan reached her while carrying out that pre-existing investigative plan. Ex. 17; Nolan Dep. 31:305-28. Accordingly, Parker’s identification was not a product of Calloway’s testimony, but of the Government’s documented preexisting investigative path. 
[bookmark: _Toc239155922]Parker's Testimony is Untainted Because She Never Watched or Read Calloway’s Testimony. 
[bookmark: _Int_GSFJH7bL]Insulating the investigative decision to speak with a witness is necessary but not sufficient. The Government must also show that the witness's own account was not "shaped, directly or indirectly, by compelled testimony, regardless of how or by whom [she] was exposed to that compelled testimony." United States v. North, 920 F.2d 940, 942 (D.C. Cir. 1990) (North II). That burden "may be met by establishing that the witness was never exposed to [the defendant's] immunized testimony, or that the allegedly tainted testimony contains no evidence not 'canned' by the prosecution before such exposure occurred." Id. at 952. In North, the D.C. Circuit's concern was concrete and evidentiary. Government witnesses had actually consumed Oliver North's nationally televised congressional testimony, and at least one witness demonstrably altered his account after doing so. Id. The Government asks this Court to apply that principle to facts North did not have.
Parker testified, without qualification, that she did not follow the Donovan trial and never watched or read Calloway's testimony. Parker Dep. 42:307–13. That the trial was heavily covered by local press, and that a newspaper account of Calloway's testimony named Parker as the only other person who witnessed the Christmas party argument, does not change the analysis. Ex. 14. Media availability is not the same as media exposure. The analysis under Kastigar has always turned on use, not on awareness: "the focus of the inquiry ... is not whether the prosecutor was aware of the contents of the immunized testimony, but whether he used the testimony in any way to build a case against the defendant." United States v. Caporale, 806 F.2d 1487, 1518 (11th Cir. 1986). Agent Nolan likewise testified that although he knew the trial received press coverage, he "didn't watch any of those stations." Nolan Dep. 32:322–24. Unlike North, where the record affirmatively showed a witness's account changing after exposure, nothing in this record shows Parker's account changing at all, because Parker had nothing to change it from. Every fact in her testimony is something she personally witnessed: she witnessed the argument between Calloway and Daniel Blake near the coat check; Calloway handed her the box marked "Coastal"; and Parker drove it to the storage unit and locked it inside. Parker Dep. 38:176-41:292. Calloway's own compelled testimony, by contrast, said almost nothing about Parker, only that Parker checked on her after the argument and was told it was "nothing." Ex. 13. Parker's account is broader, more detailed, and entirely her own; it was not "canned" by anything Calloway said. North II, 920 F.2d at 952.
[bookmark: _Toc239155923]The Investigative Wall Between Team Donovan and Team Calloway Corroborates, Rather Than Substitutes For, the Government's Independent Source.
The defense will point to the continuing friendship between AUSA Sinclair and Agent Nolan, the shared lunches, the karaoke rehearsals, as proof that the wall was porous. It is not. Courts do not require an "impenetrable barrier" between everyone touched by immunized testimony and everyone involved in the subsequent investigation; what matters is whether the evidence actually used against the defendant was independently derived. United States v. Byrd, 765 F.2d 1524, 1529 (11th Cir. 1985). "The government is not required to negate all abstract 'possibility' of taint. Rather, the government needs only to show by a preponderance of the evidence that, in fact, the evidence used was derived from legitimate, independent sources." Id. Sinclair and Nolan both testified that they had not discussed the substance of the Calloway investigation since the wall went up on August 22, 2024, and Nolan testified he never received Calloway's compelled testimony or any lead, summary, or impression drawn from it. Sinclair Dep. 22:580–86; Nolan Dep. 29:221–29. The social relationship the defense will highlight is not evidence that immunized information crossed the wall. Consistent with Caporale, the relevant question is not whether two old friends still get dinner, but whether the evidence the Government seeks to use was actually built from what Calloway said. Caporale, 806 F.2d at 1518. It was not. The wall memorandum, the priority list, and the timeline all corroborate that independent path.
[bookmark: _Toc239155924]The Storage-Unit Records Are Admissible Because They Flow Directly From Parker's Untainted, Independently Obtained Testimony.
Because Parker herself is an independent source, everything she led investigators to is independent as well. During her October 31, 2024, interview, itself the product of the pre-testimony plan described above, Parker voluntarily disclosed, from her own memory, the existence and location of the storage unit where she had placed the "Coastal" box in December 2023. Parker Dep. 40:246-41:292. Agents corroborated that the unit existed and was rented in Carlos Calloway's name, obtained a warrant, and executed it on November 5, 2024, recovering the ownership records now marked as Exhibit 19. Nolan Dep. 32:346-33:365. No link in that chain depends on anything Calloway said under her immunity order. The motion to suppress Kennedy Parker's testimony and Exhibit 19 should be denied.
II. [bookmark: _Toc239155925]SETON’S FACTUAL STATEMENTS ARE DISCOVERABLE FACT WORK PRODUCT BECAUSE THE GOVERNMENT HAS SHOWN SUBSTANTIAL NEED AND UNDUE HARDSHIP.
[bookmark: _Int_h1iA19H4]For purposes of this motion, the Government does not dispute that Calloway's counsel retained Maddox Armana in anticipation of litigation, or that materials an attorney's investigator prepares in that capacity may qualify for work-product protection. United States v. Nobles, 422 U.S. 225, 238–39 (1975) (work-product doctrine "protect[s] material prepared by agents for the attorney as well as those prepared by the attorney himself," and applies in criminal as well as civil litigation). But that conclusion does not end the inquiry; it merely begins it. Courts apply the same fact/opinion framework to criminal work-product disputes, including subpoenas issued in the course of a grand jury investigation, that Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(b)(3) supplies in civil discovery. See In re Grand Jury Subpoenas Dated March 24, 2003, 265 F. Supp. 2d 321, 332 (S.D.N.Y. 2003) (work-product doctrine, "codified in part in Rule 26(b)(3) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and Rule 16(b)(2) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure," draws the same fact/opinion distinction in the criminal grand jury context); In re John Doe, 662 F.2d 1073, 1080 (4th Cir. 1981) (ordering production, in a grand jury investigation, of fact work product where the government showed need for the records and that the information was otherwise unavailable without undue hardship). 
The doctrine draws a sharp line between two categories of material: "opinion work product," which reflects "an attorney's mental impressions, conclusions, opinions, or legal theories" and receives "nearly absolute immunity," and "fact work product," which encompasses the results of a factual investigation and is discoverable upon "a requisite showing of substantial need and inability to obtain the substantial equivalent by other means." Cox v. Adm'r U.S. Steel & Carnegie, 17 F.3d 1386, 1421–22 (11th Cir. 1994); accord Williamson v. Moore, 221 F.3d 1177, 1182–83 (11th Cir. 2000). Fact work product includes factual material generated through an attorney’s investigation. See Burrow v. Forjas Taurus, S.A., 334 F. Supp. 3d 1222, 1229 (S.D. Fla. 2018). That qualified protection may be overcome upon a showing of substantial need and an inability to obtain the substantial equivalent without undue hardship. Cox, 17 F.3d at 1422. Seton's factual statements fall on the qualified, discoverable side of that line, and the Government has made the required showing.
1. [bookmark: _Toc239155926]Seton's Factual Account Is Separable Fact Work Product, Not Opinion Work Product.
This is not a case where fact and opinion are hopelessly intertwined. Armana testified that his notes of the Seton interview contain two visibly distinct kinds of material: a body of text recording, contemporaneously, what Seton told him as she said it, and a separate set of annotations, written in red, reflecting his own follow-up questions, developing theories, and mental impressions. Armana Dep. 46:120–43; Ex. 21. Armana himself drew this line; the Government is not asking the Court to draw a new one. The body of the notes, Seton's description of how Coastal actually operated, who controlled it, and how the money moved is fact work product: "the result of a factual investigation." Burrow, 334 F. Supp. 3d at 1229. The red-ink annotations are opinion work product, entitled to protection, and this motion does not disturb that.
The defense may argue that the notes should be treated as opinion work product wholesale because Armana's choice of questions and the record itself reflect his strategic thinking. That argument proves too much because it would convert every witness-interview memorandum an attorney's investigator prepares into an undiscoverable document, collapsing the fact/opinion distinction that the Eleventh Circuit and analogous authorities repeatedly enforce. See Id. at 1229-30. Where, as here, the document itself separates factual narrative from mental impression, the remedy is redaction of the latter, not concealment of the former. To the extent any doubt remains about whether a particular passage crosses that line, the Court may resolve it through in camera review, consistent with the procedure approved in In re Grand Jury Subpoenas, rather than through a blanket order shielding Seton's entire factual account from the Government. In re Grand Jury Subpoenas, 265 F. Supp. 2d at 332. Accordingly, Seton’s factual statements constitute fact work product and are not entitled to the nearly absolute protection afforded to Armana’s mental impressions.
A. The Government Has a Substantial Need for Seton's Unique, Firsthand Knowledge of Coastal’s Operations.
The Government has substantial need for Seton’s factual statements because she possessed unique, firsthand information concerning Coastal’s operations and the individuals who controlled it. Substantial need exists where factual work product contains uniquely valuable evidence material to a criminal investigation. In re Grand Jury Subpoena Dated July 6, 2005, 510 F.3d 180, 184-85 (2d Cir. 2007). Seton served as Coastal Event Solutions' operations manager from approximately 2018 to 2021 and was one of only two people identified as possessing genuine inside knowledge of how the entity functioned. Armana Dep. 53-66. The other was Ky Chandler, Coastal’s nominee owner. Id. Every other name connected to Coastal was, in Agent Nolan's words, a “ghost.” Nolan Dep. 26:100-01. There were no bank accounts, no fixed address, nothing to interview. Id. 
Seton, by contrast, gave Armana what he described as a "very" detailed, substantive account of Coastal's actual operations, including who ran it, how its billed events compared to the real work actually performed, and how money moved to an offshore account. Armana Dep. 46:129–34. That account bears directly on a central question in this prosecution: whether Coastal was a legitimate vendor or a laundering vehicle and stood behind it. Although the Government traced more than seven million dollars from Coastal to the Marsh-Cayman account, the financial records establish where the money went, not why it moved or who directed it. Seton’s firsthand account supplies information that the records cannot. The Government, therefore, has a substantial need for her factual statements.
[bookmark: _Toc239155927]The Government Cannot Obtain Seton's Statements, or the Substantial Equivalent of Seton’s Statements, Without Undue Hardship.
[bookmark: _Int_FAa6Xumm]To overcome fact work product’s qualified protection, the Government must show that it cannot obtain the substantial equivalent of Seton’s statements without undue hardship. Fact work product may be compelled where equivalent information is otherwise unavailable. In re John Doe, 662 F.2d at 1080. Moreover, a later interview is not necessarily the substantial equivalent of a contemporaneous account, in which the original material uniquely preserves information that cannot be replicated. In re Grand Jury Subpoena, 510 F.3d at 185-86. There, the court concluded that subsequent questioning could not provide the substantial equivalent of recordings that uniquely memorialized the relevant conversations and therefore affirmed compelled production. Id. 
The circumstances here present an even greater obstacle to obtaining equivalent information because the Government cannot conduct a later interview at all. Armana attempted to record Seton’s interview, but his recorder failed. Armana Dep. 45:111–19. He therefore took contemporaneous handwritten notes as Seton spoke. Armana Dep. 46:120-24. Shortly after that interview, Seton left the country with Ky Chandler and has not resurfaced. Armana Dep. 46:144–49; Sinclair Dep. 18:392–96. Armana himself has searched databases, contacted individuals, investigated Seton’s travel, and repeatedly attempted to locate her without success. Armana Dep. 46:150–59. There is thus no recording, no available witness to re-interview, and no alternative source capable of reproducing Seton’s firsthand account. Armana’s contemporaneous notes are the only preserved record of what Seton said. That is precisely the undue hardship that the qualified-protection test contemplates. Accordingly, the Government cannot obtain its substantial equivalent without undue hardship. 
[bookmark: _Toc239155928]Redaction, Not Wholesale Quashing, Is the Proper Remedy.
Protecting Armana’s opinion work product does not require withholding Seton’s separable factual accounts. Where work-product claims extend only to portions of subpoenaed materials, a court may conduct in camera review to determine which portions are protected, rather than shielding the materials wholesale. See In re Grand Jury Subpoenas Dated March 19, 2002 & August 2, 2002, 318 F.3d 379, 386 (2d Cir. 2003). That approach is particularly workable here because Armana himself separated Seton’s factual statements from his mental impressions. Armana Dep. 136-43. The body of his notes records Seton’s account while the red-ink annotations reflect his own theories, follow-up questions, and impressions. Id. Thus, the Court need not choose between exposing Armana’s protected thought process and withholding Seton’s factual statements altogether. It can protect the former through redaction or in camera review while ordering production of the latter. 
That result preserves the "almost absolute immunity" afforded to counsel's mental impressions without allowing that protection to swallow otherwise discoverable fact work product. Williamson v. Moore, 221 F.3d at 1182-83. Because the Government has demonstrated substantial need and undue hardship, the only surviving account of a central actor’s firsthand knowledge should not be lost to a fugitive witness and a dead recorder battery. The motion to quash should therefore be denied, and production of Seton’s factual statements should be ordered subject to redaction of Armana’s protected opinion work product.
The record in this case rewards close reading, not because the Government asks the Court to take its word for anything, but because the record speaks for itself. A memorandum dated August 22, 2024. A priority list marked “pre-testimony.” A witness who swears she never watched or read the compelled testimony in which she was named. A search warrant was executed on a storage unit that she led investigators to. That is not a coincidence assembled after the fact. It is a paper trail that existed before the testimony the defense claims tainted the investigation. The Government has carried its burden under Kastigar v. United States to show that Kennedy Parker and the records recovered from the storage unit in Exhibit 19 derive from a source wholly independent of Calloway's compelled testimony, and the Defendant's Motion to Suppress should be denied in full.
The same is true, on a different footing, of Sierra Seton. Apart from a nominee owner, Seton is the only former Coastal Event Solutions employee who was willing to discuss its operations, and she is gone. Maddox Armana's notes are not a strategic memorandum dressed up as a witness statement. They are, by his own testimony, a factual account with his mental impressions written separately, in red, precisely so the two could be told apart. The Government has demonstrated a substantial need for Seton’s firsthand knowledge of the shell company at the center of this seven-figure money-laundering scheme, and undue hardship because that knowledge cannot be obtained by any other means. The Defendant's Motion to Quash should be denied, and production of Seton's factual statements should be ordered, subject to redaction of Armana's protected opinion work product.


[bookmark: _Toc239155929]CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, the Government respectfully requests that this Court deny Defendant’s Motion to Suppress Evidence Obtained in Violation of Court Order and deny Defendant’s Motion to Quash the United States’ Subpoena Duces Tecum directed to Maddox Armana.

Respectfully submitted, 
 
    /s/                305
Attorneys for the Prosecution


	
	
	



