
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE  
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA  ) 

) 
v.      ) CRIM NO. 21–cr–00107-RDM 
      ) 
BRUNO JOSEPH CUA,   ) 

     )  
 Defendant.    ) 
      ) 

 
NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF ALTERNATIVE THIRD-PARTY CUSTODIANS 

 
Defendant Bruno Joseph Cua, by and through his attorneys, hereby provides this Court 

with notice of the availability of alternative third-party custodians, if the Court concludes that 

third-party custodians are necessary and that Mr. Cua’s parents, Joseph and Alyse Cua, are 

unsuitable for that role. 

As a preliminary matter, the defense reiterates its firm belief that Dr. and Mr. Cua are 

more than suitable custodians for their son. The defense respectfully submits that their suitability 

is evident from, inter alia, their unremarkable background checks; Joseph Cua’s testimony at the 

prior detention hearing in the Northern District of Georgia; Dr. Alise Cua’s statement to the 

Court at the March 3 hearing; and the letter from the Cuas to the Court submitted along with 

defendant’s motion for release (ECF No. 11-1). With due respect to Pretrial Services’ 

recommendation, that recommendation was conclusory and offered nothing in support of its 

adverse conclusion. The record evidence, by contrast, is more than sufficient to assure the Court 

that the Cuas will adequately supervise their son and ensure his compliance with any conditions 

the Court may impose for his release, as well as report any violations of those conditions to 

Pretrial Services. 

Case 1:21-cr-00107-RDM   Document 20   Filed 03/05/21   Page 1 of 3



 

2 
 

Dr. and Mr. Cua brought their son to a political rally in D.C., an activity that is protected 

by the First Amendment. They did not intentionally violate the law and obviously would not risk 

the safety of their 18-year-old son by letting him do so, either. To the extent the Court finds fault 

in their judgment that day, however, Mr. Cua’s parents have thoroughly and sincerely made clear 

that they can be trusted to serve as third-party custodians going forward. After January 6, they 

closely supervised their son, requiring him to spend his time working on his studies. The 

government has argued that they should have turned Mr. Cua into authorities prospectively, but it 

is difficult to imagine any parents who would turn their child in when there is no warrant or 

knowledge that he even was being sought by the authorities. His parents have clarified that they 

have renounced all beliefs that the election results were fraudulent, something that should not be 

required of them, but which should certainly eliminate any doubt that they might tolerate similar 

continuing beliefs (not to mention actions) from Mr. Cua. This family is done with politics. They 

are done with divisive language. This entire experience has shaken them to the core. They should 

be given the chance to reunite with their son. 

Although Dr. and Mr. Cua very much want to have their son back home, in the event that 

the Court determines that they are unsuitable third-party custodians, the defense submits  

 as alternate third-party custodians. A letter from them, provided to counsel by 

email, is attached hereto.  and long-time residents 

of Milton, Georgia. They have known Bruno Cua for more than eight years and have hired him 

multiple times to do odd jobs. They can provide him with the opportunity do additional jobs such 

as yard work, repairs, and clean-up of their property if he is released to them.  

. They are 

responsible parents,  
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. They have a home with room for Mr. Cua to stay. Neither of them 

were in Washington, D.C., on January 6. As they state: “We do not take this responsibility 

lightly.” Counsel has explained to them the role they would be taking on. They are happy and 

willing to answer any questions from Pretrial Services or the Court and are available to speak 

with the Court by videoconference. 

Again, the defense respectfully submits that Dr. and Mr. Cua are suitable custodians. In 

the event the Court disagrees, however, the defense submits the  as alternative custodians. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
DATED:  March 5, 2021    /s/ William E. Zapf   

William E. Zapf (D.C. Bar No. 987213) 
Jonathan Jeffress (D.C. Bar No. 479074) 
KaiserDillon PLLC 
1099 14th Street NW 
8th Floor West 
Washington, DC 20005 
T: (202) 640-2850  
F: (202) 280-1034 
wzapf@kaiserdillon.com 
jjeffress@kaiserdillon.com 
 
Attorneys for Bruno Joseph Cua 
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Exhibit 1 
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