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Q And you prepared, | guess, a report that kind of
detail s what you reviewed and then your thoughts as well.

A Yes.

Q I's there anything el se that you prepared that wasn't
in here, in this docunent?

A There were other -- other opinions that | have that
| did not have tine to put into the report, yes.
Ckay. So this would be an inconplete report?
Yes, | guess.

Ckay. Just for timng purposes?

> O r O

Yes.

Q But as far as things you reviewed, that list is
conplete. You didn't reviewthings that aren't in this list.
A You're asking did I review other paperwork that

isn't included init?
Q Ri ght.
Correct.
Ckay. That's correct. You didn't review anything
el se?
A Correct.
Q Ckay. Just want to nake sure |'mon the sane page
as you are, sir. That's all.
So | | ook through here and | notice there are sone

reports that I want to ask you about that | assune you didn't
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revi ew because they weren't on this paper. D d you review a
DNA anal yst's report by the nanme of Ki m Dannenberger?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. That wasn't listed in your --

A What | listed on there is Cellmark and rel ated DNA
reports. | believe that's in there.

Q Bode Cel | mark | aboratory reports?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. So Dannenberger is not wth Bode Cel | mark,
t hough; right?

A | don't know, sir.

Q Okay. 'Cause her report is |abeled "Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Departnment forensic |ab."

A Ckay. Is this the report submtted in and around
20157

Q No.

A Then | don't recall what report we're tal king about.

Ckay. | just want to nake sure so | understand

whi ch ones you reviewed. Sean Fletcher's report regarding a
crime scene investigation.

A Which report is that? The property report or the --

MR YAMPOLSKY: Your Honor, |'m gonna object for

| ack of foundation. |[If he can nake a better foundation, |'m

sure the witness can answer --
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THE COURT: A better foundation as to what he
reviewed in his --

MR, YAMPOLSKY: Well, to ask himabout certain
reports. | want the foundation of that. Because | can't tell
what they are.

THE COURT: kay. Sir, do you have a copy of the
report with ya?

THE WTNESS: No, | do not.

THE COURT: Counsel, do you have an extra copy?

MR. SCHWARTZ: | have a copy, just has all ny --

THE COURT: | know. Has all your marks on it.

Al right. So go ahead. Gve it to Counsel
Counsel, go ahead and approach. Hand hima copy of it.

MR, SCHWARTZ: Yeah. No problem

THE COURT: Al right, sir. Here's the question:
Basically, |ooking at your report, did you list all of the
docurments and pieces of evidence that you reviewed? Are they
i sted somewhere in your report?

THE W TNESS:  Yes.

THE COURT: Ckay. So there are -- there's not out
there a single docunent, a single piece of evidence that you
did review that you didn't nenorialize that you've reviewed in
your report?

THE WTNESS:. Understand, in the first line it says,

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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"Las Vegas Metropolitan Police officer's report conpleted by
[indiscernible] and related under their report."”

THE COURT: Ckay.

THE WTNESS: Now, that would include there was a
report, | believe there was a property report, there was a

report conpleted by the photographer. There were other

reports. To ne, that is -- | was -- the reports that were
given related to that report and nunber, | reviewed. |
don't -- | did not list each one individually within ny
report.

THE COURT: Ckay. So there are, basically,
sub-reports that you've included, just generally, as the
entire Metropolitan Police Departnent's review, or report?

THE W TNESS: Correct, Your Honor

THE COURT: Ckay. Now, is that -- in your report,
what you've list, in your opinion, is that the -- basically,
the totality of all of your opinions? O do you have
addi tional opinions that you didn't put in witing?

THE WTNESS: | have additional opinions that were
not in witing that --

THE COURT: Well, we're not discussing those,
Counsel. They're not in his report.

MR, SCHWARTZ: Agr eed.

THE COURT: He didn't put '"emin the report, they're

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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not part of it.
MR, SCHWARTZ: Agr eed.
THE COURT: Next question.
BY MR SCHWARTZ:

Q Ckay. So it sounds like there's nore reports that
are under this related nunber that aren't necessarily
del i neated by who wote the report, et cetera.

A Correct.

Q Ckay. Now, this policy manual from Metro, | just
want to ask a couple questions about that. | notice that you
put it -- you referenced it in here as "Las Vegas Metropolitan
Police Department manual partners with the commttee."

A Correct.

Q Now, do you have any idea what policies in that
manual were present in 1999?

A Again, | mention in nmy report that | amnot sure
when certain ones were, but they also -- they're policies that
relate to investigative procedures that don't necessary --
they're not brand new procedures. They're procedures that
have been in existence since detectives were worKking.

Q So | guess, to answer my question, you're not
sure -- like, you don't know what the 1999 policy has said for
Metro. ‘' Cause you didn't review that.

A There was no way for me to have a copy of that

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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policy at that -- fromthat tinme period. Correct.

Q And, M. Bub, I'mnot trying to accuse you of
anything. | just want to know if you reviewed Metro's policy
from1999. That's all.

A No.

Q Ckay.

MR. SCHWARTZ: Nothing further, Your Honor. Thank
you.
THE COURT: Any redirect, Counsel.
MR. MARGOLIS: Question or two.
THE COURT: (Go ahead.
REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR MARGOLI S:

Q M. Bub, you were with the Los Angeles Police
Departnent for how many years?

A Thirty-three.

Q And | think you testified on cross-exam nation that,
| argely, while procedures do change over time, nany of these
procedures are time-tested fromthe tinme the detectives have
been investigating cases?

A Yes.

Q And there's a ot of general rules that apply over
tine?

A Yes.

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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Q Thank you.
THE COURT: Counsel, any recross on that?
RECROSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY MR SCHWARTZ:

Q And, M. Bub, | assunme you would have said it.
You' ve never worked for Metro, you worked in Los Angel es as
wel | ; correct?

A That is correct.

Ckay. Thank you

THE COURT: Thank you. Seeing no questions fromthe
jury, sir, you're dism ssed.

THE W TNESS: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Counsel for the Defendant, any other
W t nesses?

MR. YAMPOLSKY: Defense rests, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Counsel for the State, any rebuttal
W t nesses?

MS. CRAGGS: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ckay. Ladies and gentlenen, at this
time, 1'mgoing to read the instructions to you. So what |'m
gonna do is |I'mgonna have copies given to you so that you can
follow along with these jury instructions.

Wiile I'mreading through these jury instructions, please

make sure that you pay special attention to the jury

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682 000906

25



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

© 00 N o o B~ w N P

T N T N N S T T T Y S N T S S T
A W N P O © W N O O M W N LB O

instructions. Please don't try to go through your notes and
see if they match up to any jury instructions. You will take
t hese actual jury instructions back with you in your

del i beration. So you have a conplete set.

If you wish to nmake notes on the jury instructions for
yourself, that's fine. GCkay? But what | don't want you to do
is | don't want you to read through, or as | read through jury
instruction nunber six, you think, "Ch, | made a note that
probably is relevant or part of that. [|'mgonna go | ook
t hrough nmy 30 pages of notes and try to find it." Because the
second you do that, you'll mss jury instruction 7, 8, 9, and
10.

| read these jury instructions verbatim | don't read
the grammar part of it. Once in a while, believe it or not,
even the judge makes a m stake. |'ll catch nyself and go back
and try to correct the jury instruction. But it's inportant
that you listen to the jury instruction and the content.

As | told you or adnonished you previously, it's not up
to you to make a decision as to the wisdomof a |aw, okay?

The | aw has been passed by the state |egislature and the
governor and/or by the people of the State of Nevada.
Therefore, it is the law. \Wether or not you believe it's a
good law, a bad law, or you would |Iike to change it cannot

come into your understanding nor your deliberation. You nust
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followthe law as witten.

[ THE COURT READ THE | NSTRUCTI ONS TO THE JURY. ]

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlenen, this concludes the
reading of the jury instructions. 1Is the State ready to
argue?

MR SCHWARTZ: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Proceed.

MR. SCHWARTZ: Can | nove this, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Go ahead. Just nmake sure you're within
contact with some of the microphones so we can hear ya.

CLOSI NG ARGUVENT BY THE STATE

MR SCHWARTZ: Ladies and gentlenen, there's no
question that the person we're talking about in this case is
the Defendant. W heard some jail calls from hi myesterday
where he tal ked about he wasn't here. "No soy yo." It wasn't
him At this point, though, Defendant's changed his tune.

He, the Defense, and the State agree, he was the one there.
He's Ray. He was the one with Mchelle that night.

There's al so no question that the sexual acts happened.
There's no dispute. Parties agree. There was sexual contact.
So, ladies and gentlenmen, we can limt our focus. Was it
consensual ? That's the issue here today.

| want to talk to you a little bit about the | aw on

sexual assault. Focus on one TV at a tine here. Well, what

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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Is sexual assault? |It's sexual penetration against the
victims will. What is sexual penetration? Cunnilingus,
nmout h, tongue to vagi na or any intrusion, however slight, of a
body part into a genital opening of the victim

And these are in instructions. |'ve just kind of
sinplified the [indiscernible] so we can talk about them
And, again, the fact that sexual acts happened is not in
di spute. | just want you to nake sure we -- we all understand
the law. So if his penis is not erect and it just penetrates
alittle bit, that's still sexual penetration. Just the tip
I's penetration. And this includes digital penetration, which
includes fingers inside, penetrating the vagina. And of
course, those are the three sexual acts that we're tal king
about in this case.

So what's the issue that we need to figure out
[indiscernible]? Here's some |aw that the judge just read you
and just so we can review it together, there's no force
necessary for it to be a sexual assault. The perpetrator --

t he Defendant did not need to be holding Mchelle down when he
didit. He just needed to be doing it without her consent.
Physi cal force not necessary. Listen, crucial question is
easy.

And the | aw doesn't require that M chelle does somnet hing

specific to show her opposition. She doesn't have to scratch

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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and claw him punch and kick him Really what it says, it
just needs to be reasonabl e under the circunstances. No neans
no. No is enough. Show ng your opposition is enough.

There's no specific thing she had to do. She didn't have to
run out of the apartnent or even try to. She just had to say
no.

That's what she told you. She did nore; right? She
tried to push himaway. Tried to scratch at him Had a
safety pin to show her opposition. D d whatever she could in
the circunstances.

Now this is inportant. And subm ssion is not consent.

@ ving up does not equal "yes." Right? |If you're fighting or
you're even saying no and then you just submt to what's
happening and allow it to happen, that's not the sane thing as
saying yes. And that's what the | aw says.

Now this is inportant. And we talk a |ot about this in
jury selection. |'mjust gonna read it slow There is no
requirenent that the testinmony of a victimof a sexual offense
be corroborated. Her testinony alone is sufficient to sustain
a verdict of guilty.

And there was some discussion in jury selection about if
you believe the victim is that enough? And under the law, it
is. And so the victinms testinony al one, uncorroborated, if

you believe it beyond a reasonabl e doubt, the law allows for

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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them |t understands that sexual assault is a unique crine.
Not -- you know, may just be Defendant and victimin a
si tuation.

And we're gonna talk a little bit nmore, in this case,
there's actually a lot nore than just the victims statenment
that we'll talk about. But this is an inportant part of how
inportant really considering the victims statenment is. And
you may be asking yourselves, well, [indiscernible] sexual
assault but it all happened at the sane tine.

And so if you're asking yourself that, it's for each
separate section. Cunnilingus, when M chelle explained that
he had his nmouth and tongue inside her vagina; digit
penetration, she testified that his fingers went inside; and
of course, his penis.

One thing that the instructions also discuss is the
credibility and believability of witnesses. As the jury, it's
what you're here to determne: Credibility, believability.
There's a few other things that are in the instruction, but
you can | ook at someone's manner on the stand over here, what
their notives are for testifying, what their notives are for
being here. What are their interests and feelings in the
case?

And these are things that you can |look at and try to

figure out -- we're going to talk a | ot about these things

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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t hroughout. But just keep that in mnd. Mchelle's notives,
Candy, Maria -- Candy's notives in being here.

Ckay. So, |adies and gentlenmen, we have Mchelle's
testinony. Let's talk about that just briefly. And nmuch of
it's not in dispute. The Defense isn't gonna come up here and
say she didn't go to Silver Saloon with Candy and she didn't
go hone with the Defendant. That's all agreed to.

They went out together, her and Candy. She ended up
neeting the Defendant, who's here, M. Ranon Dorado, and she
ended up giving hima ride. They'd all been hanging out at
the bar. Believe Joanne, her, bartender, and Ranon. Al
hanging out. And it's time to go to the next stop.

So she gave hima ride. And she went inside his house.
And she said, you know, "W were in kind of a neighborhood I
wasn't confortable in. | figured I'd just go inside." Al he
was gonna do was nake a phone call. And they were gonna be
back in the car on the way to PT's or whatever bar they had
actually decided to go to.

And as far as Mchelle told you, everything about him at
that time seemed cool. He seermed Iike a nice guy. They were
obvi ously having a good time with the group. She had no
reservations that she shouldn't go inside his apartnment for
fear that he was gonna rape her. So she went inside. And

that's where it begins; right?

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
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She says that there was sone individual that Defendant
told to |l eave, who left. And then the Defendant started
maki ng t hese advances; right? Picked her up, took her into
the room was trying to get her pants off, her shirt off over
her head, and there was the penetration with his nmouth on her
vagina. It sounded |ike she had got one of the pant |eg and
t he pantyhose down and was able to get there. He had to use
his fingers and was trying to penetrate her with his penis as
wel | .

And she told you she was trying to get himoff. She said
no. She was pushing himaway, using the safety pin from her
pants to try and stop him And that's what she told you, as
far as everything that happened inside that house. Once he
couldn't continue penetrating her with his penis, he stopped,
sai d sonething about his ex-wife or sonething. And she got up
and left.

Now, in the opening statenment fromthe Defense attorney,
said you got to fact check her; right? You got to fact check
this lady. Wat she tal king about? None of this makes sense.
So let's fact check her a little bit. There are sone
differences. Big surprise, 20 years ago versus now, there's
some mnor differences. |Is that surprising to anybody?

That she said she had one drink and maybe had a coupl e

drinks. It's been 20 years. She renenbered a lot for
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20 years with some mnor differences that we can tal k about.
But in the end, does these minor differences nean that she's
not being truthful about everything she told you?

And Defense counsel seens to think that, well, either you
bel i eve everything she says or not. Al you need to listen to
is the first witness and we coul d have gone honme. W could
have [indiscernible] this process. You're just gonna have to
take her word for it. He said, she said. That's all we got.

So | want to kind of go down the [ist. Let's ook at
things that corroborate, support what she said. She's saying
this man sexual |y assaulted her. Well, we know, it's
undi sputed that she reports to Maria, [indiscernible] that
day, sane day. Maria told you that. That's sonething aside
fromMchelle' s testinony that supports what she said. It's
not like she reported this in 2015 and now we're here. It's
the same day. Right?

She went to the hospital and the SANE exam was done.
That's corroborating evidence. She did those things. W
don't need to take her word for it. The -- a nurse canme in
and expl ained that there was an exam done and was with
M chell e and expl ai ned the process that she had to go through.

Let's think about that for a second. There's no dispute
that a SANE examis a very intrusive exam So she went there,

expl ained to the nurse what happened, had to obviously get
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undressed, get in the stirrups, have the nurse | ook around,
phot ogr aphs, flashlights, all that happened. And it's
supported without Mchelle's testinony.

Her injuries. W don't even need her to talk about 'em
She told us, but we have the pictures. She's mssing four
fingernails. Consistent with what she said, she was fighting
himoff, trying to get himaway. She had some bruises that
are consi stent with sonmeone grabbing you.

Anot her one consistent wth soneone -- you grab sonmeone's
arm thunmb print's gonna be right on there. You can see it
on -- you'll have the photographs. You can look at it. But
you see a mark right there. If you look at this, this is her
inner leg, where if soneone was grabbing one's leg to push it
open or force it open, again, that thumb print is right there.

And think about this with the injuries; right? Mchelle
didn't just get up there and say, "OCh, yeah, every photo,
that's my injury. Fromhim Every one." No. She said a

couple of "em "These aren't fromthe injury. No, that's not
fromthis. That's not fromthis." She picked and chose the
specific ones. She didn't get up here and just blatantly,
blindly point the finger at Ranon Dorado for doing everything
to her. She showed you.

And you heard fromthe nurse. She said that SANE exam

results were constant with what Mchelle told her. Now,
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that's inmportant to kind of think about that. Because the
SANE exam didn't say that she was sexual |y assaulted. But the
nurse said that only -- | think she said 10 to 18 percent of
the cases that they -- these exans they do actually show the

findings of sexual assault.

So the fact that there weren't specific -- there were
nonspeci fic findings doesn't say -- doesn't show that there
wasn't sexual assault. |In fact, the findings, according to

the nurse, were consistent with what Mchelle said.

Agai n, remenber, we're going through these other things
t hat support her testinony that you can rely on to ensure that
she's a incredible [indiscernible].

This is an inportant one. The Defendant's DNA. And it
kind of gets glossed over in this case because you heard ne
read sone stipulations. Everyone's agreeing it's his DNA  So
jury mght be thinking, "Well, must not be that big of a deal.
Everyone's agreeing to it."

Think about this -- let's start at the beginning: Wen
Mchelle reported this that day, she didn't know t here was
gonna be a DNA hit 20 years later. She didn't know that there
were DNA gonna be taken, was gonna be tested when she
initially reported it. And now that we have the DNA, it
conpl etely supports her story, her testinony about what

happened. It conpletely supports it.
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The Defendant, you heard his statements that he made
previously on the calls, in court. It wasn't him He wasn't
even in Vegas. Probably before he really |ooked at what the
DNA evi dence showed. Now, "Ch, it was consensual. | was in
Vegas. It was consensual."” OCh, okay. O it was
[ i ndi scerni bl e] depending on which statenment you rely on for
t hat .

Regardl ess, | adies and gentlenen, DNA evidence is
extrenely powerful in this case because it shows the sexua
aspect that took place 20 years ago. And if you go back to
the DNA, take out this whole "Defense is agreeing to it," this
IS gonna corroborate exactly what she said happened. R ght?

|f the Defense attorneys weren't standi ng up and sayi ng,
"We agree. W agree. |It's consent.” Then, look, this
becones very powerful. It shows -- it's corroborating exactly
what she sai d happened happened. |f you think about it, if
the Defense -- that the Defendant reported on the calls in
court that couple years ago in the transcripts, "It wasn't

ne. That blows it right out of the water; right? Wat do
you nean it wasn't you? Your DNA' s in her vagina. Think
about that when now -- now, of course, it's a consent.

Maria's testinmony also is very strong corroboration for
the victims statenent. O course Maria doesn't really

remenber a lot fromthat specific night because, for her,
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there was real ly nothing unique about it; right? She wasn't
sexual |y assaulted. She wasn't with her friend when she was
assaulted. For her, she said, it was just another night.
Went out and partied. "I went home." O course, the next
nmorning, it makes sense that she's renenbering nore, then
especially that evening because, of course, her friend
di scl oses that she was assaul t ed.
So what does Maria tell us? That the victimtold her the
next day that she had been sexually assaulted and that
M chel | e' s demeanor was upset, angry, consistent with soneone
who had just been sexually assaulted. | think it's inportant,
too, to think about Maria's testinmony about what she did then.
Remenber, she neets wwth Mchelle and takes care of her
so to speak. Goes to the hospital. That evening, though, she
goes back to the Silver Saddle. She gets right in front of
the band; right? Wants to see exactly what happened. And a
coupl e seconds, soneone ran right off the stage. That person
was no |longer in the band every night she went back there.
Does that -- ask yourself if that's consistent wth what
Mchelle testified to, that she was sexual |y assaulted by a
band menber. Her friends kind of go to support her and find
out who did this. The man takes off.
You heard testinmony fromthe detective, yesterday, that

some of the follow up that was done, that the Ray who was in
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t he band, Raynond, Defendant, he was let go a week later. So
this term"he said, she said," as the Defense put it in their
opening, is that what this is? She said, plus Mria said,
plus the nurse exam ner said, plus, plus all the things we
just tal ked about. GCkay? It's not a "he said, she said."

Let's take a step back for a second; right? Figure al
this testinmony, all this law, let's take a step back. What
makes sense? Common sense is one of your instructions we
tal ked about in jury selection. You should use it; right?
That's essentially what it says, use your commobn sense to nake
i nferences about the evidence. You're encouraged to do that.
You're instructed to do that.

So based on all the things we -- the parties agree to,
the things that are not in dispute and are in dispute, there's
two options; right? Maria (sic) was sexually assaul ted and
told you all about it on the stand or she made it up. She was
not truthful when she reported it. She was not truthful when
she got on the stand and testified.

So let's think about the second one. Ckay. So to
eval uate her testinony, think about her notives; right? And
not sure that the Defense specifically said the phrase

"buyer's renorse," but the idea that Mchelle only reported it
because she was upset with herself, regretted her decisions,

had nade a m stake. Let's think about that.
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So Mchelle was so upset April 24th, 25th, 1999, after
having sex with the Defendant, that she went to her friend's
house and said that he raped her. But she didn't stop there.
Because then she went -- she didn't shower either. She kept
her clothes; right? She went to the police departnment and
told themthat he raped her, too.

And, then, no, that's not enough, though. Let's go to
the hospital. You know what? |'mgonna take it all off, give
it to them They can keep all nmy clothes. And get on the
stirrups; right? This isn't enough. Cone on. This -- I'mso
upset with nyself, doctor, check me out. | need the DNA. Cet
in there. Feel around.

And then 20 years later, she's so pissed at herself, she
came back in here and stuck to the story. |s that what your
common sense tells you?

And Maria, she nmust have just seen a different band
menber run out. It nust have been a m sunderstanding; right?
Didn't nmake any sense, buyer's renorse.

So maybe -- okay. Maybe it wasn't buyer's renorse.

Maybe -- | think, as in opening, Defense counsel put it, she
was just disappoi nted and she felt banboozled, as | quote.
Because she had had a blast; right? She net this awesone band
nmenber. They'd gone back to the apartnment. Things were

getting hot and heavy. And then he couldn't perform He
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couldn't give her the full Ranmon. And so she was pissed. "I
was ready for it. | was having a blast. [|'m banboozl ed.
Di sappointed. W had a great -- what did he not |ike?"

And so all because of that, well, you know what? "I
think I"'mso disappointed with him |I'mpissed at him [|'m
gonna say he raped ne. That'll show him" And I'Il go
t hrough the same steps | just tal ked about. Go to the police
departnent. "I'll go to the hospital. 1'Il take all ny
clothes off and let themget really in there and see what
happened. And then I'Il cone back in 20 years and tell you
guys that he raped ne. Al because | felt banboozled by him"

Does that make sense? No.

And this -- | nean, another thing that was brought up in
Def ense opening, that how fired-up can you get after being |ed
on by a woman for six hours? | nean, is it Mchelle's fault

that she led himon? So he deserved the sex? So he was gonna

take it. | don't even know howto respond to that. It's not
her fault. It's not her fault that she gave hima ride, she
went into his house 'cause he seened |ike a normal guy. |It's

not her fault.

Let's blanme the victimthough, for everything; right?
She' s di sappoi nted and pi ssed and nade t he whol e thing up.
It's all her fault. Use your common sense, please. Draw

reasonabl e inferences, as | already said.
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It specifically says this too, that it should -- your
i nferences should not be based on specul ati on or guess.
Meani ng that, as you're going through the testinony and
evaluating it, using your common sense, you should not guess
about things that were not presented in the evidence. Not
guess and specul ate as to possibilities.

You should rely on the evidence. And if it's enough,
it's enough. If it's not enough, it's not enough. You don't
specul ate and guess about ot her things.

So then what evidence is there really that it was
consensual ? That she went inside? Gave hima ride? Because
she said "sack of potatoes" one day and didn't say "sack of
pot at oes" the next day? |s that what makes it consensual al
of a sudden?

D d she [indiscernible] inply that she was having
consensual sex? Did Maria inply that she thought, you know,
it was a consensual thing that was happeni ng? Wen you really
sit back and | ook at the evidence and don't specul ate about
outside things that aren't in front of you or guess about
t hi ngs, the evidence shows you exactly what it is. It's not
consensual. There's nothing about this that [indiscernible]
consensual .

Ladi es and gentlenmen, the Defendant was guilty in 1999

for sexually assaulting Mchelle Lehr. He's just as guilty
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today. |'masking you to find him/[indiscernible]. Thank
you.
THE COURT: Thank you, Counsel
Counsel s, approach.
[ BENCH CONFERENCE]
THE COURT: Ladies and gentlenen, as you can
i magi ne, these conversations at the bench, they remnd ne a
| ot of times of the conversation that professional athletes
have with one another. | have been privy to a |ot of those
conversations. And when a football player is on the sideline
and is talking to another football player after he just
tackled him nost of us think that they're basically kind of
j am ng back at each ot her
Soneti nes what we tal ked about was, "Hey, those are nice
| ooki ng shoes you got on. \Were'd you buy "en?" O "Wo's
supplying "emfor you?" O wusually what it was, was, "Hey, |
just heard you bought a brand new Lanborghini, can | ever
drive it?"
These conversations at the bench are just |ike that.
Di scussions we were having basically is, you may know or may
not know, water in the building right nowis having sone
difficulties. M understanding is the 15th floor is still dry
and sone of the other floors are working. So because of that,

| was basically anticipating taking a | unch break, com ng back
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and doing cl osings, giving you guys a short period of time now
to break.

But if | give you a short period of time now, something
tells me at least the vast majority of you won't be able to
get to use the water closets because they' re not functioning.
So what we're gonna do nowis we're gonna take a little bit
extended break. We're then gonna have the Defense do cl ose,
rebuttal close. It'll be submtted to you.

| have ordered lunch for the jury. So when you go back
in deliberations, you'll have access, hopefully by then, to
wor ki ng restroons. And you'll have |unch.

So basically what |I'mgonna do is we're gonna take an
extended break now to allow you to do the restroom breaks.
Come back, finish up closing, which is probably only going to
be about 30 to 45 mnutes. The case will be submtted to you.
You' || have lunch and hopeful Iy working bathroons. And that
way it doesn't inconvenience you too far.

| f the bathroons don't work on this floor, I would
i magi ne, ny understanding is --

THE JEA: They're working on L-6.
THE COURT: -- they're working on the bottomfloors;
okay?

So during this recess you' re adnoni shed not to talk or

converse anong yourselves or wth anyone el se on any subj ect
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connected to this trial or read, watch, or listen to any
report of or commentary on the trial with any person connected
with this trial by any nedium of information, including

wi thout limtation: Newspapers, television, radio, or

| nternet, or formor express any opinion on any subject
connected with the trial until the case is finally submtted
to you.

You're not to do any experinents or investigation
regarding any matters raised in this trial, nor are you to
post on any social media foruns about the trial or attenpt to
I nvestigate anything you've heard in this trial using any form
of social nmedia or the Internet.

W will see you back here at 15 mnutes after the hour.
That's -- we'll see you back here at 12:15. And then we'll go
right through the remaining of closing and give the case to
you. Please |leave all of your papers, the jury instructions,
everything el se. You can take, of course, your personal
items. We'll see you back here at that time period.

THE MARSHAL: All rise for the jury.

[ QUTSI DE THE PRESENCE OF THE JURY]

THE COURT: (kay. Counsel, anything that needs to
cone before the bench before we break?

M5. CRAGGS: No, Your Honor.

MR YAMPOLSKY: No, Your Honor.
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MR. MARGCLIS: No.
THE COURT: Thank you. We understand the break.

And due to the fact that you guys may have to use ot her

floors, pl

restroons.

ease, not in the elevators with the jury --
M5. CRAGGS: Yes.
THE COURT: ~-- at the sane tinme and/or the

MS. CRAGGS: Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you.

[ RECESS AT 11:50 A.M; PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT
12:15 P. M|

[ OUTSI DE THE PRESENCE OF THE JURY]

THE COURT: Pl ease be seated.

Counsel, anything that needs to cone before the bench

before we

get started?

MS. CRAGGS: No, Your Honor.

MR. YAMPCLSKY: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Let's get in M. Dorado and then we'l|l

get our jury in here.

[ DI SCUSSI ON OFF THE RECORD

THE COURT: Ckay. Get our jury in here.

THE MARSHAL: All rise for the jury.

[N THE PRESENCE OF THE JURY]

THE MARSHAL: Jury's all present, Your Honor.
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THE COURT: Counsel, stipulate to the presence of
the jury.

MS. CRAGGS: Yes, Your Honor.

MR YAMPOLSKY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Counsel for the Defense, proceed.

MR, YAMPOLSKY: Thank you

Madam Court Recorder, you're gonna be able to hear ne

over there?
CLOSI NG ARGUMENT BY THE DEFENSE
MR. YAMPOLSKY: This is a case about buyer's renorse
t hat happened due to a one-ni ght stand that happened 20 years
ago. Did sonething happen? Yes. D d they have sex? Yes.
Was it consensual ? Absolutely. Buyer's renorse. How could
she do that? She's a nice girl.

But let's listen to what she said. M. Schwartz said,
"Ch, let's do sonme fact checking." ay. Wy don't we do
that. Now, you're going to have this voluntary statenent,
whi ch was taken on April 29th -- April 24th, 1999, at
14: 50 hours, which would be 2:50 in the afternoon.

And as we've gone over, Ms. Lehr wanted to be hel pful,
truthful, accurate, conplete because she wanted the police to
catch this awful person, Ranon Dorado. So when they asked her
t hese questions, they asked, you know, "You were just very,

very upset.”

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.

800. 231. 2682 000927

46



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

© 00 N o o B~ w N P

T N T N N S T T T Y S N T S S T
A W N P O © W N O O M W N LB O

"I was. | was in shock. | nmean, |ike, you know, | mean,
two years. |'ve not gone out in two years. | had ny son
The very first night | actually go out, this happens, you
know?"

That the truth? No. You heard fromher friend, the one
she lived wth, Candy. "OCh, yeah, | know her for about a
year. And the |ast year, we went out 10, 15 tinmes."

"Wl |, does she drink?"

“Well, yeah. She doesn't |ike beer." But she |ikes
wi ne. She has a couple glasses of w ne.

And, you know, sonetimes people forget things. |It's been
20 years. But do you forget you went out to a bar 10 or 15
tines? No. |Is that, like, oh, alittle mnor difference?
No. That's a major difference. "OCh, | don't drink. | don't

go out since ny son was born," different than, "Yeah, I'ma
party girl. |'ve gone out 10 to 15 tinmes. | have a great
time. "

You heard from Candy when she said, "Well, | really
didn't believe her in the beginning." Well, why is that?
Because of what she observed. Because she's gone out with
her. She went out with her several tines.

Now, why did she say this if it didn't happen? 'Cause
|'msure that's what's on your mnd. Because why woul d

sonmebody say this? Well, we talked in jury selection on how
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peopl e want to | ook at thenselves in the best light. And, you
know, sonetimes people do things that they're not proud of.
Especial |y people that drink alcohol. They'll do things that,
in retrospect, they probably shouldn't have done. And maybe
Ms. Lehr thinks she probably shouldn't have had sex with
Ranon.

Now, there are sonme statement, "Oh, | really want to get
home to ny child.” And then she went back. But she cane back
to the bar. She came back to the bar, spent several hours
W th Ranon.

Now, she said, "Oh, oh, no, | didn't dance with him
don't think | talked to him" But Candy, who had no dog in
this fight and she's gonna | ean any way, she's gonna | ean
towards her friend, Mchelle, that lived with her for a couple
of nmonths. And she said, "Ch, yeah, | saw 'emtalking. Onh,
yeah, they were drinking."

And then she left with Ranon. Did he twist her arn? No.
Did he prom se her sonething? Pay her noney? No. She gave
hima ride, after she spent several hours with himdrinking
and dancing, went to his apartnment. GCee, what do you think
m ght have happened?

You know, she's 25 years old. She goes out with her
friend. That's what people do in their 20s. | mean, there's

nothing wong with that. You know, you don't have to be a
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saint. There are no saints in this courtroom | can tell you
that. And | don't know of any -- except sonme people say ny
girlfriend because she puts up with me. But aside fromthat,
no.

But that doesn't matter. You judge what came up fromthe
W tness stand. W're not making noral judgnent, is this
person a good person; is that person a bad person. | was told
by a lawer a long time ago, just because it's noral doesn't
mean it's legal, and just 'cause it's legal doesn't nean it's
nor al .

| nean, is Mchelle a bad person? Did she cone out and
she wants to just, you know, rip Ranon apart for whatever
reason? | don't think that's howit started. Wat | think
happened was, oh, they went out. They had a good tinme. She
had a few drinks. And then she went over to Ranbn's. W say
they had sex and it was consensual. She said, oh, no, he
forced hinmself on ne.

So | want to talk about the tinmeline 'cause it's curious
to me. She said, oh, | was at the bar and, you know, she
spent several hours. No one disputes that. And she said,
“Well, | gave hima ride." And there was some confusion.
Ganted, it's been 20 years. But | -- the way | renmenber --
and by the way, if | msstate sonething, which | often do, go

by your nenories cause that's what control.

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.
800. 231. 2682 000930

49



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

© 00 N o o B~ w N P

T N T N N S T T T Y S N T S S T
A W N P O © W N O O M W N LB O

But | think what she said was, oh, we got over there
about quarter of 8:00 and ny nenory says that it took around
hal f an hour, 45 mnutes. So that would bring us to 8:30.
And she said she drove to Candy's. And she drove to Candy's
and it's about ten mnutes. Well, what happened to the other
tine? | mean, from8:30 to 10:20, where did she go? Didn't
take that long. Were did she go?

And she said, "Oh, he cradled ne." Cradled her. GCkay.
Now, |'m not exactly sure how much Ms. Lehr weighed in those
days. Said she was lighter. | nean, | know | was |ighter
20 years ago. But |I want to make this one point. Stand up,
Ranmon. Stand up

Ckay. |'mabout 5-7. He's about maybe 5-6. She said
she was about 5-6 or 5-7. Let's say they're around the sane
wei ght. And from what she said was, he cradled her. And she
didn't want himto do that so she was struggling. But he
cradl ed her and then he threw her over shoulder like a sack of
pot at oes and wal ked to the next room

So | was having a hard tinme visualizing this. So
t hought | would do this. This is a 50-pound sack of pot atoes.
This is 50 pounds. | weigh alnmost 200. This is one quarter
of ny body weight. And carried it this far and then swing it
over the shoul der.

| nmean, this thing is tough. This is only one quarter of
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ny body weight. There is no way that Ramon could do that. He
just couldn't do it. |It's physically inpossible. Mybe he
was a body buil der or soneone like that, a weight lifter, but
he's not.

MR SCHWARTZ: Your Honor, |'m gonna object to the
use of this itemof potatoes that was obviously not in
evi dence and was just brought. W don't know the wei ght that
M. Yanpol sky's claimng it is. None of that's in evidence.

THE COURT: Ckay. Counsel, it's denonstrative.
Counsel, keep down the theatrics; okay?

MR YAMPOLSKY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Let's deal with facts.

MR YAMPOLSKY: In the jury instructions it'll say,
don't |eave your conmmpn sense at the door. And you shouldn't.
And common sense tells you that this individual, even at the
wei ght he is now, but they' re both going to be lighter, and
just for a [indiscernible] purposes | -- we'll say they're
both the sanme size. One could be bigger than the other a
little bit nore, but no one is going to be able to lift their
own body wei ght and then throw it over the shoul der while that
person is struggling. It's strains the credulity. It just
doesn't make sense. \Wo could do that? | don't know.

So the other thing that's interesting to ne is that, "Oh,

ny pantyhose were ripped.”" Oh, really? Well, when you nade
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the statement, you know, that sane day, the voluntary
statenent, where did you say that? | had her reviewit. And
guess what? It's not in there.

Now, she did say, "Oh, well, there's spaces in here and
they didn't get everything." And she's absolutely right. But
you'll have this back there. And you look through it. And
there is no place where there's spaces where there's
di scussion or there could be any discussion of pantyhose.

Just in a [indiscernible] it doesn't make any sense.

So according to her testinmony, first he cradles her
against her will. Then he throws her over the shoulder like a
sack of potatoes, carries her into the other room and throws
her down on the bed. And after that, he pulls up her shirt.
He pulls up her shirt or jacket, the bolero jacket, which was
still fastened, and he pulls that up.

And then she blanked out. | don't know how | ong, but she
said she blanked out. And then all she renenbers is that one
of her legs was out. One of her |legs was out of her pants;
one of her |legs was out of her pantyhose. He was trying to
pul | the pants down; she was trying to pull the pants up.

There is a safety pin. She said she stabbed himwith it.
But she said, he got the pantyhose and the pants al nost off
the one leg, it was off the other leg. Then, supposedly, you

know, he had -- he perfornmed cunnilingus on her. He entered
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her vagina with his finger and he entered with his sem -hard
penis, | think, three tines. So that's what she said.

And | ooking at the timeline, howlong did this take? Put
her over the shoulder. He wanted to dance. She didn't want
to dance. He threw her in the other room He tried to do all
these things. How long did this take? How |ong can you
attenpt to have sex with a sem -erect penis? Not |ong.

| nmean, | don't think it could take an hour and a half,
however long, from8:30 to, let's say, 10:00 o' clock. Yeah.
And it was 10:20. Took her a while to get there. It doesn't
make sense.

Now, we'll talk about the burden of proof. And it's in
the instructions. And in the instructions it says that the
governnent has the burden of proof to prove each and every
element. And M. Schwartz went over the burden of proof in
jury selection, as did 1. So as | said, | could just sit
here, eat mnts, not question any witnesses, and if the
governnent hasn't nmet their burden, you can't victimhim

And have they nmet their burden? WlIl, M. Schwartz said,
"Ch, well, this happened 20 years ago. And people are going
to have" -- you know, there's going to be m nor
I nconsi stencies. And that's true. M nor inconsistencies.

But as soneone said in jury selection, well, you should

remenber a traumatic event. And you should. And you should
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know whet her your pantyhose were ripped. And you should know
whet her or not you went out 10 to 15 times. That's not a
m nor i nconsi stency.

So everyone's heard no means no. But never means never.
| never went out fromthe time my son was born until tonight
and | ook what's happened. That's a nmgjor point. Never neans
never.

Now, regarding the burden -- and you'll have jury
instructions, but | wanted to tal k about a couple that --
it'I'l be in instructions, the Defense has no burden. So it's
all the government's burden. And if they net their burden,
you convict M. Dorado. And if they haven't, you need to
acquit him That's what you're supposed to do.

All right. And | put this on here. And this is an
instruction. And |I'mnot sure which it is, but it's the
credibility. It says, "The credibility or believability of a
W t ness shoul d be determ ned by his manner upon the stand, his
relationship to the parties, he's fears, notives, interests,
or feelings, his opportunity to observe the matter to which he
testified, the reasonabl eness of his statenents, and the
strength or weakness of his recollection. |f you believe that
a wtness has |ied about any material fact in the case, you
may disregard the entire testinony of that wtness or any

portion which is not proved by other evidence."
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D d they have sex? There's DNA. They had sex. And
said fromthe begi nning, DNA doesn't matter in this case.
W're not contesting that they had sex. Yes, it's

[indiscernible] they had sex. But DNA doesn't matter.

we

Credibility matters. Because, essentially, if you believe

her, you convict him If you don't believe her, you shoul

dn't

convict him And if you have doubts, say, "Cee, she nay be

telling the truth,” or, "maybe she's not," that's reasonable

doubt. And if that's the case, you should cone back not

guilty.

Now, there's another instruction that says, "It is a

defense to the charge of sexual assault that the Defendant

entertained a reasonable and good faith belief that the
al l eged victimconsented to engage in sexual intercourse.

you find such a reasonable good faith belief, even if

| f

m st aken, you nust give the Defendant the benefit of the doubt

and find himnot guilty of sexual assault."”

No nmeans no, but maybe coul d nean yes. And there's no

talismanic magic words. Yes, no means no. But after that, |

nmean, people get together all the time and they don't

expressly say, "I want to have sex with you. Do you agree?"

That's not how it happens.

| nmean, could you have a reasonable belief if someone

came over to your apartnent, after you'd been drinking al
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ni ght, and soneone starts taking off their clothes? Wuld you
have a reasonable belief that you re going to have sex? Yes.
That woul d be a reasonable belief. Can you change your m nd?
Yes. After they start taking off their clothes say, "No."
That's it.

But what if they say, "No, | don't want to have sex,"
then they start taking of their clothes? Wuldn't that be
changing their mnd, even though they don't cone out and say
it? Say, "Hey, you know, yes, | change ny mnd. W can have
sex now." That's not what people do. So you have to | ook at
the totality of the circunstances.

Now, there's been a |ot said, this happened 20 years ago.

And it did happen 20 years ago. And then the -- in jury
sel ection, "Well, there's gonna be sone things that nmaybe
don't nake sense that maybe people will forget." And that's

true. But the burden of proof of beyond a reasonabl e doubt in
1999 is the sane burden of proof that we have today.

But the State, for whatever reason, decided not to
prosecute. So what? Justice delayed is justice denied? They
decide to prosecute later. What's the big deal? [1'IIl tel
you what the big deal is. According to jury instructions, you
must "if equal justice" -- "equal and exact justice" -- and
"Il read it. | want to make sure | say this properly.

It's the last instruction. And it says, "Watever
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Counsel may say, bear in mght it's your duty to be governed
in your deliberation by the evidence as you understand it and
remenber it to be and by the law, as given to you in these
instructions, with the sole fixed and steadfast purpose of
doi ng equal and exact justice between the Defendant and the
State of Nevada."
So you want to do justice. That's your job. But you
want to do justice to the State and justice to M. Dorado.
And can you do justice at this |ate date?
Let's talk about the investigation. Nine days |ater,
after this happened, a detective was assigned. Wy it took
ni ne days, we don't know. Is that a big deal? Yes, it's a
big deal. | mean, you heard Ms. Lehr say she went over to the
police station and she took themto that address, the 2101 --
MR, MARGOLI'S:  Sunri se.
THE DEFENDANT:  Sunri se.
MR. YAMPOLSKY: -- Sunrise. Thank you --
2101 Sunrise. So it's not like they didn't know where it was.
But what coul d they have done? They could have sent an
officer, a couple of officers over there, check out the scene,
see if there's maybe physical evidence that would help. They
could talk to w tnesses.
| mean, Ms. Lehr said that, "Ch, there are these two

wonen that saw nme as | cane out." And then there was the
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i ndi vi dual that was on the couch. They knew that day. They
had a description of M. Dorado and they knew his name was
Ray. They knew he played at the Silver Saddl e.

Did they go there? No, Candy went there the next day and
saw sonmeone and she didn't say who it was, but sonmeone who ran
away fromthe band. Mchelle wasn't there, but Candy and
t hese other people. Police could have gone over there. They
coul d have talked to the band nenbers. They could have found
out where M. Dorado lives. They could have interviewed him
They coul d have seen if what she said was corroborated.

She said she stabbed hima couple of times with a safety
pin. She stabbed himwth a safety pin, there would have been
a wound. And that wound woul d have corroborated her story.

O if there wasn't a wound, it would have buttressed

M. Dorado saying, "Hey, | never forced her to do anything.
She never stabbed ne. This was consensual sex." But we'll
never know.

So this is sonething that happened 20 years ago, which

can't be properly investigated now There is -- the

Def endant -- excuse nme. The detective that took the
statenment -- once again, you'll have the voluntary
statenent -- and it's, | believe his nane is Hnatuick. And

it's HNA-T-U-1-CGK

Now, he tape-recorded it. He tape-recorded her. He was,
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| believe, considered the | ead detective. And on that day, he
coul d have visited the scene, could have got sone unifornms, go
out there. He didn't doit. Wy not? W don't know because
they didn't put himon the stand. Wy not? Not our burden;
thei r burden.

Wiy coul dn't we have had sone detective? You heard this
wonman give a voluntary statement. Wy didn't you do this?

Wiy didn't you do that? Wy didn't you do this? Maybe he
didn't believe her. W don't know and we'll never know. But
it's the State's burden, not the Defense burden.

So there's a |lot to be said about your oath as jurors.
And it's very solemm oath. And Judge George, who the building
in federal court is naned after, always says that jury
service, except for conbat in war tinme, is the highest,
hi ghest civil service, the highest duty of civil service that
you wi Il you have.

And this is very, very inportant because you are the
finders of fact. Doesn't matter what | say. Doesn't matter
what they say. Doesn't even natter what the judge says
because you are the finders of fact. You think it happened,
it happened. You think it didn't happen, it didn't happen
And that's up to you.

And in jury selection, everyone has their own opinions.

And you may all agree in the beginning, you may disagree, but
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you need to stay with your own opinion. |f someone convinces
to change your opinion, fine. But if they don't, you need to
have the courage to say, "No, that's not ny verdict. That's
not my opinion. | don't believe that. | know everyone el se
does, but | don't. |'mnot convinced."

And you must be convinced beyond a reasonabl e doubt.
Some of you had civil jury experience, by a preponderance of
the evidence, nore likely than not, that's not reasonable
doubt. You'll read about what reasonable doubt is. But
that's not it.

So when you | ook at everything, oh, this happened, but
this is the first time it ever happened. So that's a lie.

Ch, | didn't dance with Ranbn. Oh, that's a lie. You know,

he cradled me. | nean, did he really cradle her? Ws he able

to pick up sonmeone of his own body weight and then throw her
over his shoulder |ike a sack of potatoes, which she never
mentioned in the voluntary statement, but did that really
happen? No. Physically inpossible.

And | want to go back to the pantyhose because if things

had happened as she said, "Ch, he cradled ne. He threw ne

over his shoulder. | was struggling. He threw nme on the bed.

He pulled nmy jacket over ny head. | blacked out. One of ny
| egs was out, the other one's on and the pantyhose were

ripped." Well, where are they? Were are those ripped
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pantyhose? Because if they had the ripped pantyhose, they
woul d be in this courtroomand they're not.

So | always like to wap up, the Anerican system of
justice is taken fromEnglish conmmon |aw. That's where we get
many of our inalienable rights fromthe Magna Carter (sic) --
Magna Carta. And the first judicial systemthat really works,
| think, is English common law. And in England there's a
court called Od Bailey. It is the first court. It is the
nost majestic court. And outside of this Court is a huge
rock. And the rock says, "The crown never |oses."

What does that nean? That neans, by your verdict,
whet her you find the Defendant not guilty or guilty, the crown
never | oses because the inportance is that this case be tried
fairly. And when you review everything and you think about
the delay that was not caused by M. Dorado and you think of
all the things that you would have |iked to have heard, is you
find the Defendant not guilty.

THE COURT: (kay. Counsel, does the State wish to
proceed with a rebuttal close?
MS. CRAGGS: Yes, Your Honor. Thank you.
May | proceed, Your Honor?
THE COURT: Proceed.
MS. CRAGGS: Thank you.
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REBUTTAL CLCOSI NG ARGUMENT BY THE STATE
MS. CRAGGS: Ladies and gentlenen, | stood up here a
few days ago before you and started these proceedi ngs by
saying that no neans no. W talked about it, voir dire and |
said no neans no. And it nmeant no in 1999 and it neans no in
2019.
And while the Defense said they agreed with that, what |

heard throughout the closing argunment was "no neans no, but."

O "no neans no, except for this." Specifically | heard,
bet ween t he opening and cl osing argunments, "lIt's not |ike he
cl ubbed her over the head." So because he didn't club her

over the head, even though she said no, it didn't really nean
no.

It's not |ike he twisted her arm Though | woul d submt
to you, ladies and gentlenen, that the injuries on her arm nay
show you differently. She gave hima ride. She was nice to
him And | think what M. Yanpol sky said was, "GCee, what do
you think m ght have happened?”

So are we to take fromthat, then, that when a wonman is
nice to a man, gives hima ride hone because she thinks that
he's a nice, normal individual who's not going to sexually
assault her, forcibly, for a lengthy period of tinme, that she
shoul d just know what's gonna happen and that she deserved it?

So no neans no, except for when you give sonebody a ride
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to their house. Except for when you try to be nice and do

thema favor. Because you're a woman, apparently, dressed in

a bolero jacket and pantyhose and jeans, so you shoul d know

that that's what you're in for

But that's not what the | aw says, |adies and gentl enen.

That's not what the |aw says. Because no does nean no.

there's no "but," there's no "except"” in this instance.
He al so said, "That's what people do." Ladies and

gentl enmen, that's not what people do. You heard

And

M chelle Lehr. She didn't have any reason, and you can read

in her voluntary statenment, which we [indiscernible] into

evidence. So you can take a look at that. She thought that

t he Defendant was a nice guy. Her friend Candy knew sone

ot her people at the bar. She had reason to think that it was

okay.

|'m sure she'd do things differently now, obviously, but
she had reason to think, "Ckay. Well, I'Il just take himto
his house." Because that's what people do. They're nice.

They try to believe the best in people. They try to do people

favors. But what people don't do, what they shouldn't do is

then forcibly commt sexual assault on that person. That's

not what peopl e do.
And, |adies and gentlenen, there's not any evidence

she consented to this. There's no evidence of that at al

t hat
| .
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The evi dence that you heard was from Ms. Lehr, talking about
the fact that she absolutely did not. And she admtted,
“Well, | went into the house," you know, "probably shoul dn't
have done that, but | was nervous about the nei ghborhood."” "I
gave hima ride 'cause | thought he was nice."

But inmediately, as soon as she starts realizing that
something is not right, she says no, |adies and gentlenen.

And t he Defendant just kept going.

And sexual assault is a different crine than, really, any
other. That's because a lot of times sexual assault is
perpetrated on the victimbehind closed doors; right? There's
only gonna be two people there. There's only going to be two
peopl e who know what happened between the two of them It's
not like a burglary -- right -- at a gas station and there's
gonna be surveillance videos and potentially other w tnesses.

Sexual assault's a lot |ike donmestic violence in that
way. It's alittle bit nore difficult because it happens
between only two people. And it usually happens in the hone
or in a secluded pl ace.

Now, because sexual assault is like that, the |aw
actually provides -- and M. Schwartz touched on this -- but
the | aw does provide a way for that to be proved with only the
testinony of the victim And this is really inportant, |adies

and gentlenmen. Instruction nunber 12, "There's no requirenment
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that the testinony of the victimof a sexual offense be
corroborated.” And that's because of the type of crine that
sexual assault is.

"“If believed beyond a reasonabl e doubt, it's sufficient

to sustain the verdict of guilty.” Wll, as M. Schwartz
touched on, | would say probably nore than touched on, there's
a lot of corroboration. It's not just Mchelle's testinony to

you. W presented you wth evidence corroborating what it was
that she said. Evidence of a friend who she tal ked to that
next morning. Evidence of a voluntary statenent that she did
with the detective. Evidence of a sexual assault exam nation
Ladi es and gentl enen, photographs of injuries that conport

w th what she told the detective at the tinme and what she told
you yesterday. Yesterday and the day before.

So not only do you have her testinony, which | would
submit to you has been consistent in all the nmajor points, but
you al so have corroborating evidence that we presented you as
well. And the |aw says you don't even need that, as long as
you believe her beyond a reasonabl e doubt.

Now, |adies and gentlenen, | want to talk a little bit
about the tineline. Because, obviously, the Defense is
bringing -- making a big deal about this tinmeline situation
and sone of these mnor differences. And you can see those in

her statement. And you're going to have that to be able to
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| ook at. We want you to be able to | ook at that.

But if you think about sonmebody who has been through a
traumatic event -- and | believe M. Yanpol sky even said that.
He said, "You should remenber a traumatic event." Ladies and
gentl enen, she does remenber the traumatic. Mybe she doesn't
remenber what kind of drink that she had 20 years ago, because
when she started the night, she had no idea that this is where
it was gonna go. She doesn't renenber that.

She said that she hadn't been out. She said that she had
been to -- | want to say, |ike, maybe restaurants or out
shopping with her friend. And her friend said that they went
out to bars. They both said that she doesn't really drink.
nmean, Candy said that she's not a heavy drinker. She never
really drank when they went out.

But of the things that she has been consistent about, in
1999 and 20 years later, is exactly what the Defendant did to
her and exactly how she felt when he was doing it. That she
ki cked. That she was yelling. That she was hurt. That she
tried to stab himwith that safety pin. That she pushed
clothes into his face to stop himfrom assaulting her over and
over again.

Because that's what you renmenber when you have been
t hrough sonething traumatic. You're not gonna renenber all of

the little things leading up to it because you didn't know
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that it was inportant at the tine.

Ladi es and gentlenmen, she has been consistent about al
of those things involving the Defendant for the |ast 20 years.
Whi ch brings us to, obviously, a discussion of credibility and
her potential notives. And as M. Schwartz tal ked about,
there's kind of two options. And M. Yanpol sky actual ly used
the term "buyer's renorse."”

So we are supposed to believe, then, that Ms. Lehr was so
upset about what the Defendant had done, because he coul dn't
mai ntain an erection, so she was so upset that they couldn't
actual Iy have sexual intercourse or she was so upset wth
herself that they did have sexual intercourse that, then, she
put herself through all of those things, all of those steps
that M. Schwartz outlined. That she goes back to her
friend' s house and says, "I got raped.” That she seens upset.
That she goes to the police station and sits there for
40 mnutes until sonebody talks to her. That she then goes to
the hospital, has this invasive exam Has photographs taken
of her body and of the inside of her vagina.

She said she was there, she remenbers, into the evening.
And this's all because she's, what? Md that he coul dn't
mai ntain an erection? Mud that she had sex with hin? She was
upset with herself, that she had sex with this guy. She just

coul d have gone back to her friend' s house and never told
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anybody and that would be the end of it.

And then, ladies and gentlenen, we have another |ayer,
because it is 20 years later. And you heard Detective Cody
tal k about how we have a victimcentered prosecuti on when it
comes to these cases. That Detective Cody was on the cold
case squad and she called victins. And if victins said that
they did not want to nove forward, that was the end of it.
There was no further discussion about it.

So not only was Mchelle so angry in 1999 that she went
t hrough all these horrible steps that she had to deal wth,
but then 20 years later, her vendetta against this man that
she only met one night is still so great that she then has to
lie about it again 20 years later?

Use your common sense, |adies and gentlenen. Both sides
have brought that up. That doesn't make any sense. All she
woul d have had to do was say, "You know what? No, |'m good.
| don't want to nove forward with this prosecution.”™ And that
woul d be it.

But when | asked her why she wanted to nove forward with
it, she said, she wanted justice. She wanted to make sure it
didn't happen again. So then she put herself through com ng
to nmultiple court appearances and comng in and having to
testify to a roomfull of strangers, the worst sexua

encounter that she's ever had and getting into these specifics
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and tal king about her life and having it unpacked.

And we're supposed to believe that's all because she was
mad at himfroma one-ni ght stand 20 years ago? That doesn't
make any sense, |adies and gentl enen.

What does nake sense is that this woman was sexual |y
assaul ted and that she was traumatized and that it was
horrible and you can see that she was injured. That's what
makes sense. And her testinony shows you that because she
didn't enbellish.

| nean, if she was mad and she was making it up, wouldn't
she cone in here and say, "Ch, he," you know, "viciously
sexual | y assaulted nme for hours on end and it was horrible,"”
et cetera, et cetera. Instead, she said, "Well, he tried. |
mean, he mght have a little bit, but he had sone issues and
then he said sonething about his ex-wife and it was kind of
weird and then that was it."

So if she's going it |ie because she's mad, she's not
going to say that. She's going to enbellish. And simlar to
the testinmony about the photographs. | showed her those
phot ographs and, frankly, | was surprised when she said, "I
actually don't think that that was fromthe struggle with the
Defendant. | think that's from sonething else.”

She didn't sit up there and say, "Yep, he did that. Yep,
he did that. Yep, he did that." No. She was honest with you
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about what she renenbered. And she was honest about what
injuries she believed actually came fromthe Defendant.

The notive to lie due to buyer's renorse didn't make
sense back in 1999 and it makes even | ess sense now.

There's al so been a | ot of discussion about the tineline.
And | would submt to you, |adies and gentlenen, that she does
remenber sone tines in there. Like, she remenbers when she
gets back to her friend s house and it's 10:20. Because she
remenbers going in and telling her friend and she's worried
about her son.

She's not sure -- and she was honest with you about
that -- she's not sure about what tinme she left. She think it
was 7:30. She thinks he m ght have got to his house at 8:00
or 8:30. And we don't know exactly what that tinmeline is.

But she said she went into his house. He nade a phone
call to work. He talked to this other kid. He |ooked for his
paycheck. She sat on the couch for a while. She's stil
t hi nki ng everything's okay. He picks her up. He -- you know,
then he takes her into the bedroom and this happens.

And M. Yanpol sky asked how | ong can you attenpt to have
sex Wwth a sem-erect penis? It sounds |ike he was trying for
a while because he didn't want to give up. And obviously he
did other things to her as well. And additionally, she's

struggling. She trying to get away fromhim She gets up
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She gets out alnost to the door at one point and he grabs her
back down. | understand that we don't have these specific
times but, ladies and gentlenen, | would submt to you that we
know about the tineline.

And Mchelle Lehr did the best that she could to try to
remenber when these things happened and to give you the
speci fics of what happened when she was there. That could
take an hour; that could take two hours.

Which brings us to the comment about her weight. And
fact that he wouldn't be able to pick her up. And | won't try
to pick up the sack of potatoes. But we don't have any
evidence as to what M. Dorado, the Defendant, weighed at that
tine. W don't know anything about that. No evidence has
been brought in to talk about his weight or his size or his
ability to lift anybody or what he | ooks like at that tinme.

So M. Yanpol sky's discussion of howthis isn't possible,
there's no evidence of that anywhere. W do know that
Mchelle Lehr said -- and | think it actually m ght show
somewhere what her weight is. Around 160. And that they were
about the sane height. And she said that he was able to pick
her up and nove her fromone area to another a short distance.

| would submt to you, |adies and gentlenen, that doesn't
make her story not credible. The defense is essentially

saying that she was -- weighed too nuch for this to actually
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happen. But we don't have any evidence of what the Defendant
actual Iy wei ghed or was capable of doing at the tine.

And tal king about the investigation, it would be
di si ngenuous of me to stand in font of you and tell you that |
think the investigation from 1999 was perfect. [|'mnot gonna
do that. And frankly, as you heard from Detective Cody, |
honestly don't know all the specifics of what happened
because, 20 years ago, tough to get all the records.

The pantyhose that the Defense is really, really harped
on, we presented evidence that those pantyhose were actually
i npounded by the police at the time. But that Detective Cody
told us that, unfortunately, because the case was closed, they
had been destroyed. So we would have |loved to bring those in
here. But unfortunately, that's not possible.

There were sone things that we don't know if they were
done. And woul d have been good if they were done, but at the
end of the day, it doesn't change what this case is about.
Because what this case is about is whether or not
M chel l e Lehr consented or not. And she didn't.

And you al so heard evidence from Detective Cody about how
t hi ngs have changed, how they're |ooking at sexual assault
i nvestigations differently, how we are reopening these cases
that were previously closed because we have the new t echnol ogy

to do so and that there are new guidelines that they are
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fol | ow ng.

So while | understand -- and don't necessarily disagree
that | wish we had nore to show you, at the end of the day,
| adi es and gentlemen, that's not necessary for you to find the
Def endant guilty, because we presented you with enough
evi dence. W presented you with the victimand a | ot of
corroborating evidence as to her story.

And finally, that brings us to sone of the things that
the Defendant said as different tines. W played sone calls
for you. And |I'mjust gonna play those for you again.
Because, now, the defense is that she drove hi mhone and she
went into his house, so she wanted to have sex with him

But back, initially, in 2017, that wasn't the case.
Initially when this all happened, the Defendant is saying --
and we're going to play those for you, as soon as we get that
working -- the Defendant is saying, "It wasn't me. | wasn't
even here. | wasn't in Vegas."

And then as M. Schwartz pointed out, once he got a
little nore information about the case, suddenly, his tune has
changed. So we're gonna listen to clip two.

[ The recording was played for the jury.]
MS. CRAGGS: Yes, let ne get the next one, too.
Thank you

[ The recording was played for the jury.]
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MS. CRAGGS: So, ladies and gentlenmen, initially,
when this case was filed, before all the information is out
there, the Defendant is saying, "I wasn't even here. It can't
be me. The DNA got mixed-up." R ght? He said that on the
call and he also said that -- and you' |l have these back there
W th you -- he also said that in court on April 19th of 2017.
He goes, "It's very old. 1999. | wasn't in Vegas until "'03."

Then couple nonths later, nore information cones out.

And | don't know what he knew at the tinme, but assum ng he
found out that his spermwas found inside of her vagina, which
is a good indicator that he's in Vegas in 1999, then we have
June 15, 2017. And that's when we have this allegation happen
of this "call girl, you know, show ng up at nmy apartnent."

So we have, first, "I wasn't here.” And then when the
spermis in her vagina, now she's a prostitute. And now that
we' ve determned that she's not a prostitute and that's not
gonna fly, nowit was consensual because she gave hima ride
home and cane inside so "gee, what do you think is gonna
happen?"

And, | adies and gentlenmen, this is not what consensual
sex | ooks like. These bruises on her inner thigh, her nails
bei ng broken off, and rug burn all over her back, that's not
what consent |ooks, |like, |ladies and gentlenen. But that's

where the Defendant's at this point, now that he's seen all of
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t he ot her evidence.

Now, | want to tal k about reasonable doubt briefly, too.
This is a really inportant instruction. W talking about it
over and over again. But | also want to point out the portion
where it says a reasonable doubt -- and it's right here -- "is
one based on reason. It's not nere possible doubt. But it's
such a doubt as it would govern or control a person in the
nore weighty affairs of life. To be reasonable, your doubt
must be actual, not nere possibility or speculation.” Not
nmere possibility or speculation. That is not reasonable
doubt. Must be doubt that governs a person in the nore
wei ghty affairs of life.

Ladi es and gentlenen, think about the actual evidence
that's been presented to you today and in the [ast few days.
The statement of the victimand all of the corroborating
evi dence. Ladies and gentlenmen, there's not a reasonable
doubt. The State has proved our case beyond a reasonabl e
doubt .

And, yes, justice was delayed in this case. It has been
20 years. But justice does not have to be denied and it
shoul d not be deni ed because we have proved that the Defendant
sexual |y assaulted Mchelle Lehr in 1999 beyond a reasonabl e

doubt. Thank you.
THE COURT: Thank you, Counsels.
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Ladi es and gentlenen, at this tine what's gonna happen is
ny clerk is gonna swear in the Marshal and nmy JEA. The
Marshal will be in charge of those individuals who will be
continuing on in the deliberation. That will be considered
the jury. My JEAwll be with those two individuals, and she
w |l speak with those two individuals, who are deened the
al ternates.

Pl ease understand, the individuals who are alternates,
you are still a nenber of this jury. Therefore, until you get
contacted by this departnment, you cannot discuss this nmatter
wi th anyone, including the other alternate; okay?

What happens during this process is those individuals who
make up the jury will go back in the roomand do their
deliberation. |f sonething, unfortunately, should happen to
one of those individuals -- okay -- and that individual is
unabl e to continue deliberation, the first alternate would be
contacted, brought into the deliberation roomwth the jury,
and you would start your deliberation process over with that
new alternate in as a juror. Therefore, the two alternates
are not released at this tine.

Then the question is, "Well, Your Honor, can | go back to
work?" "Can | go about ny daily life or do | have to stay at
home, close the doors, and not answer the phone?" kay. Al

you have to do is renenber that you're still a part of this
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jury. That nmeans you have to be available in case you are
called in to do the deliberation and that you're not allowed
to discuss any portion of this case, just as the adnonitions
you've heard all the breaks and every time we stop for the
evening. You're not allowed to discuss it until you're
contacted by this departnment and rel eased.
In this case, the alternates are whom M. Cerk?
THE CLERK: [JUROR NO. 1239] and [JUROR NO. 1216] .
THE COURT: kay. [JUROR NO 1239] and
[JUROR NO. 1216], you will remain and speak with ny JEA
The clerk will now swear in the officers.
[ The Cerk swore in the officers to take charge of
the alternate jurors and the jury during deliberations.]
THE COURT: M. Marshal, if you wll take the 12
jurors into the jury deliberation room |If the other two
individuals will wait there. M JEA w Il neet you at the door
and she'll give you instructions.
Counsel , approach
[Jury retired to deliberate at 1:10 p.m]
[ BENCH CONFERENCE]
[ RECESS AT 1:10 P. M ; PROCEEDI NGS RESUMED AT
2:58 P.M]
[ QUTSI DE THE PRESENCE OF THE JURY]
THE COURT: Let's bring in -- Counsel, are we ready?
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MS. CRAGGS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Ckay.

[ DI SCUSSI ON OFF THE RECORD]

THE MARSHAL: All rise for the jury.

[I N THE PRESENCE OF THE JURY]

THE MARSHAL: The jury's all present, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Pl ease be seated.

Counsel, stipulate to the presence of the jury.

M5. CRAGGS: Yes, Your Honor.

MR- YAMPOLSKY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlenen of the jury, you
have picked a foreperson anongst your group? That foreperson
pl ease rise. Madam foreperson -- excuse ne. Sir,
foreperson -- | just had a nmadam [i ndi scerni bl e]
automatical | y.

For eperson, has your jury reached a unani nous verdict?

FOREPERSON: Yes, we have.

THE COURT: Can you hand the verdict over to the
Mar shal , pl ease.

Madam d er k.
Dorado, if you'll please rise.
The clerk will now read the verdict of the jury.
THE CLERK: District Court, Cark County, Nevada,

the State of Nevada versus Ranon Muril| Dorado, case
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C 17-323098, Departnent 29, verdict: "We the jury in the
above entitled case find the Defendant Ramon Muril Dorado as
follows: Count one, sexual assault, guilty of sexual assault.
Count two, sexual assault, guilty of sexual assault. Count
three, sexual assault, guilty of sexual assault. Dated this
20t h day of June 2019. [JUROR NO. 1113], foreperson.”

THE COURT: Does either party wish to have the jury

pol | ed?
MS. CRAGGS: Not the State, Your Honor.
MR YAMPOLSKY: Yes, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Madam d erk
As your nanme is spoken, you'll be basically -- starting,
you'll be juror nunber one, on the top left. She'll ask you a

question and then just answer either in the affirmative or the
negative, please.

THE CLERK: [JURCR NO. 1066] is this your verdict
as read?

PROSPECTI VE JUROR #1066: Yes, it is.

THE CLERK: [JURCR NO. 1074], is this your verdict
as read?

PROSPECTI VE JURCR #1074:  Yes.

THE CLERK: [JUROR NO. 1075], is this your verdict
as read?

PROSPECTI VE JUROR #1075:  Yes.
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THE CLERK: [JUROR NO 1254],

PRCOSPECTI VE JUROR #1254:  Yes.

THE CLERK: [JUROR NO. 1218],

PROSPECTI VE JUROR #1218:  Yes.

THE CLERK: [JUROR NO. 1111],
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PROSPECTI VE JUROR #1111: Yeah

THE CLERK: [JUROR NO 1113], is
PROSPECTI VE JURCR #1113: | vyes.
THE CLERK: [JUROR NO. 1117], is

PROSPECTI VE JUROR #1117:  Yes.

THE CLERK: [JUROR NO. 1147],
POTENTI AL JUROR #1147: Yes.
THE CLERK: [JUROR NO. 1162],
POTENTI AL JUROR #1162: Yes.

THE CLERK: [JUROR NO. 1174],

PROSPECTI VE JUROR #1174:  Yes.
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THE CLERK: [JURCR NO. 1190], is this your verdict
as read?

PROSPECTI VE JURCR #1190:  Yes.

THE COURT: The verdict of the jury shall now be
recorded in the court m nutes.

Ladi es and gentlenmen of the jury, | thank you for your
service. At this time what will happen is nmy Marshal wll
take you back into the roomthat you did your deliberations
in. "Il be right wth you.

What happens after a verdict like this or in any case, is
alot of times the attorneys may want to speak with you in
regards to the case itself. Now, what they're gonna ask you a
ot of times is -- and they know this -- for exanple, they
will not ask you at all about the evidence of the case, ask
you specifics on why you found the way you did.

What it is, is just like all of us in our job
performance, we |ike to hear back fromthose individuals who
have basically gone through the process and, for better word,
critiqued us.

| always tell the attorneys this: | participated in
conferences where we've done nock trials where the jury, when
they're deliberating, because it's a nock trial it's not real,
we're able to hear what the jury does and how they deli berate.

And all of the attorneys basically are very enlightened by
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hearing that.
So what will happen once in a while is an attorney nmay
say, "Your Honor, can | speak to the jury after the fact

about," one, for exanple, "ny job performance? How | did this
or | did that."

You' re under absolutely no obligation to speak with them
Ckay? |If an attorney ever told you, as you were working out,
and you said, "Ma'am can | speak with you for a second?" And
you said no. They then got in your way or they said -- or
even so much as asked you a follow up question after you told
themthat you' re not going to speak with them Iet ne know.
|'I'l take care of it; okay?

But | trust these attorneys. |f you are asked whether or
not you would give themfive mnutes of your tine to talk to

‘em you said, "No, | can't,"” or "no, | won't." They're not
gonna bug you. kay? They just nay ask you that one question
and if you refuse or say no, then they' |l let you go about
your busi ness.

But like in every one of us in our jobs, we like to hear
back fromthose people and find out what we do well and what
we don't do well. As an attorney, | |earned early on, because
|'ma very small individual, that | don't get really close to

the jury box.

The reason why is because | had an elderly woman sitting
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right there where [JUROR NO. 1174] is standing -- or sitting
and | got too close and she basically yelled at me and told ne
to back off. | realized really early on I'ma big, inposing
person. |'mgonna back away. | never woul d have known that
had it not been for that very nice woman who basically let ne
know | was invadi ng her personal space. Ckay?

So |l will nmeet you back there at this tine and you'll be
excused. Thank you, | adies and gentlenen.

THE MARSHAL: All rise for the jury.

[ QUTSI DE THE PRESENCE OF THE JURY]

THE COURT: Thank you, Counsels. This matter is
referred to the Departnent of Parole and Probation for its
presentencing report and set over for entry of judgnent and
i nposition of sentence. The clerk will now give us the date
and tinme.

THE CLERK: August 8th at 8:30 a.m

MS. CRAGGS: Your Honor, may | nake a notion?

THE COURT: You may.

MS. CRAGGS: |'mrequesting that bail be revoked now
that the presunption of innocence is gone and there have been
three counts and they all have life details.

THE COURT: Counsel, for the opposition.

MR YAMPOLSKY: None, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Bail's hereby revoked.
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Anyt hi ng el se, State?
M5. CRAGGS: No, Your Honor. Thank you.
THE COURT: Anything on the Defense?
MR YAMPOLSKY: No, Your Honor.
MR, MARGOLI'S:  No, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Thank you, Counsels.

M5. CRAGGS: Thank you.

THE DEFENDANT: | have sonething to say, Your Honor
Can | ?
[ Hearing concluding at 3:08 p. m]
*kk*k k%
ATTEST: | do hereby certify that | have truly and

correctly transcribed the audi o/ video proceedings in the
above-entitled case to the best of ny ability.

it

LLISON SWANSON) CSR NO. 13377
CERTIFIED SHORT REPORTER
FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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Las Vegas, Nevada, Tuesday, August 13, 2019
[Case called at 8:55 a.m]

THE COURT: Page 32, C-17-323098, the State of

Nevada versus Ranon Dor ado.

Morning, sir.

Counsel, this is the time set for the inposition of
sentencing. Are we ready to go forward?

MR SCHWARTZ: Yes, Your Honor.

MR YAMPOLSKY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: So by virtue of the verdict of the jury,
| hereby judge you guilty of count one, sexual assault, a
category A felony; count two, sexual assault, a category A
felony; count three, sexual assault, a category A felony.

State?

MR. SCHWARTZ: Your Honor, | guess I'Il try to keep
this brief, for the nost part, Your Honor sat through the
trial. You know the facts and the instance (sic) of the case.

This is a little bit unusual procedurally because this
case was from 1999. W have the benefit of seeing what the
Def endant's done for the |last 20 years.

Frankly, if he had a clean crimnal history, it mght
make sense to consider doing a ten to life, Your Honor, as

opposed to running any of the terns consecutively. |'mgonna
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be asking for you to at |least run one of the two -- one of the
three consecutive to the other for a total of 20 to life.

Mainly why |I'masking for that, Your Honor, is |ooking at
his crimnal history. Prior to the offense date, he did have
an inflict corporal injury m sdeneanor. Then the offense date
where we're tal king about today, where the three counts of
sexual assault he was found guilty of. After that, before we
were able to get the DNAto link himto this case, he picked
up a donestic violence in '99. He had an attenpt child
endanger ment fel ony where he went to prison in 2003. Assault
with a deadly weapon in 2003, where he also went to prison. A
theft charge, where he was given probation in 2006, but of
course, was revoked off probation for numerous violations.
2008, attenpt possession of stolen vehicle, six nonths CCDC on
t hat gross m sdenmeanor. 2008, another conspiracy to commt a
theft, gross m sdeneanor. 2011, burglary, felony, grand
| arceny felony. Again, the Court deened it appropriate to
give hima couple nore chances on probation that he screwed up
and was revoked on. 2012, burglary. He -- it appears from
his PSI, has a bench warrant for a donestic viol ence case
currently in Las Vegas. And then 2012, he has the possession
stol en vehicle.

So, frankly, Your Honor, he's a habitual crimnal. It's

clear we can see what path he's taken by | ooking back and
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seeing all the crimes he's continued to commt since he
commtted this sexual assault. [|'d ask you to at |east inpose
a sentence of 20 to life.
Thank you.
THE COURT: Thank you
Sir, is there anything you want to say to ne before |
listen to your counsel?
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sSir.
THE COURT: Go ahead.
THE DEFENDANT: | ask the Court to take into
consi deration from 2012, 2016 the intense rehabilitation
programthat | had to conplete for 11 certificates. Not only
that, | obtained nmy high school diploma in 2016, when | was in
prison. | held a nunber two [indiscernible] PMjob in the CC

which is no snmall feat.

|'mon parole, after | got out. | acconplished ny
vocational for CDL training. | got ny life together
In 2003 to 2012, yeah, | was |ost, on drugs. | was |ost

on a 24/ 7 atnosphere, and which | used it as a testament now
to help others that are lost in addiction world. Yeah,

1999 -- | got 60 nore seconds, sir, and I'll leave ny life up
to you. | would respectfully request 60 second to speak
before this clerk further deprives ne of [ife and |iberty.

| hope and pray that this Court not allow anyone to curse

Kennedy Court Reporters, Inc.

800. 231. 2682 000969



https://www.kennedycourtreporters.com

© 0O N oo o b~ w NP

N NN N N R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O © 0O N OO 0O D W N — O

profanities at me or interrupt me, as the Court w tnessed on
6/19/19 by ny attorney [indiscernible] in the presence of the
jury, nonet hel ess.

Wth that said, how disheartening it is to think of the
untold victinms of assault of 20 years ago, who were truly
assaul ted by the nonstrous people of this character in which
these victims rights of due process for the equal probation
of the law fromjustice were violated by the manner of this
I nvestigati on were conducted by LVMPD.

Furthernore, how disheartening to think of those truly
I nnocent people who are not able to receive a fair trial wth
due process and an equal probation of the law for justice who
may have or have been, in ny opinion, oppressively prosecuted
and convicted by a one-sided jury trial or convicted by being
coerced under duress to accept a plea deal such as the 8 to
20 years that | refused fromthe State prior to trial

But nost disturbing is how horrible to know that
soneti mes sone people, not all, whomare entrusted with
society's judicial systemcan | ook deliberately indifference
to or with reckless disregard for the fundanental interest of
a person's [indiscernible] second only to life itself,

Your Honor can oppressively jeopardize a person's persona
liberty just to obtain an arrest or a conviction at any cost

agai nst people and individuals, such as nyself, who's ability
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to defend our |ives against dishonest, false statements from
enotional |y unstabl e people, in general, have been
substantially inpaired by the unnecessary passage of al nost
two decades.

This controversial crimnal case may have satisfied
intellect aspirations (phonetic) for justice, but otherw se |
attest that it has been msapplied to serve the ends of the
justice.

I n conclusion, Your Honor, | attest today that |ady
justice and her sister, lady liberty, including the State of
Nevada, have become victins of assault by the failures of the
inmpartial effected admnistration of justice in this case.
How can it be expected of me to inplore for nercy or |eniency
of a domestic violence dispute in which | was at the receiving
end of being violently assaulted until | threatened to cal
police. M downfall in this case was not follow ng through to
make that police report.

THE COURT: Thank you, sir. Anything else?

THE DEFENDANT: For that mstake, sir, today, | am
at the nercy of the court.

THE COURT: Thank you, sir.

Counsel ?  Anyt hi ng?

MR, YAMPOLSKY: Your Honor, you were at the trial

and you sawit. | nean, yes, he did have a bad record
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afterwards, as he said, because of drugs. Ooviously, he's not
on drugs anynore. As you can see, he's gained some weight
since then, as we recall

But it -- in the grand -- and | know the Court sees awf ul
t hi ngs, you know, sexual assault, substantial bodily harmon a
child and everything. And that was -- there was al coho
involved. | nean, the jury's verdict is the jury's verdict.
But in the, you know, the ganut of awful crines, this doesn't
go way, way, way to the top

| know the -- it's ten to life for each count. Court can
run 'emconcurrent, can run 'em consecutive. DA asked for one
to run concurrent -- | nean, one to run consecutive.
Your Honor, it's been a long tine. |'mgonna ask that the
Court run all of them concurrent.

On that, I'lIl submt.

THE COURT: Thank you

M. Dorado, in accordance to the |laws of State of Nevada,
this Court does now sentence you on count one: Confinenment to
t he Department of Corrections for the maximumtermof life
with the possibility of parole. That eligibility just begin
at the mnimumof ten years.

I n accordance with the laws of State of Nevada, this
Court does now sentence you on count two: Confinenent to the

Department of Corrections for a maxinumtermof life with the
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possibility of parole. That eligibility to beginin ten
years. That will run consecutive to count number one.

In count three, in accordance to the |aws of the State of
Nevada, this Court does now sentence you on count three to
confi nenent Nevada Departnent of Corrections for a maxi mum
termof |life with the possibility of parole. That eligibility
to begin, ten years. That will run concurrent with count one
and two.

In addition to that, you'll have adm nistrative
assessment of $25, a DNA assessnment of $3, the DNA analysis is
hereby waived as it was taken on 1/21 of ' 04.

Counsel , | have 844 credits for time served.

MR SCHWARTZ: Yes, Your Honor.
THE COURT: 844 days credit for tinme served.

Thank you.

MR, YAMPOLSKY: Thank you, Your Honor.
M5. CRAGGS: Thank you.

[ Hearing concluding at 9:04 a. m]

Kk kk*k*x

ATTEST: | do hereby certify that | have truly and
correctly transcribed the audi o/ video proceedings in the
above-entitled case to the best of ny ability.

"QISON SWANSON] CSR NO. 13377

CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTER
FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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