10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

up punching Mr. Cash in the face.
He goes it was a strong punch that kind of took him by surprise.
He wound up letting go of Kyriell and then trEI three of ﬂ]?yrq:iled

ectronica
wound up squaring off. They all three were kind of sqigR§3fR021 11:23

Elizabeth A. Brown
Q And was, squaring off, the term -- the exact GlenkhefuSagPeme (
A Yes, it's the term he used. That all them of them were squaring
off.

Now, when they square off he goes, he winds up getting
punched by Kyriell again. And they're fighting. And then he sees Ezekiel
coming towards him. When he sees Ezekiel coming towards him, he
takes out a knife and winds up stabbing Ezekiel one time.

After that, Ezekiel jumps back and he's making like a jumping
motion, and then Brittney Turner comes in between them telling them to
stop.

Mr. Cash sees that his nose a bleeding and he says he goes --
he walks into the residence and he hears Kyriell say that he's going to get
a gun and shoot him. So he locks the front door. And because he'd
heard him say that he's going to get a gun, he goes -- he decides that he's
going to go out the back of the residence and he leaves the residence.

Now, after he tells us that initial story, we then take him back
through the events again. So we go, we understand that what you just
said but we want to kind of break this down a little bit further.

So he tells us the story again. Says he's upstairs in the
bedroom when he's alerted by Angel that Brittney and Kyriell are in a

tussle. He leaves his residence, goes outside, and that, once again,
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Brittney has already broken away from -- from Kyriell and that he's trying
to, again, grab Brittney.

He approaches. He says he throws the first punch. He
punches Kyriell and then the struggle starts. He has him down. And then
the male -- when he -- Kyriell yells out, get 'em, get 'em, the other male
gets out of the car, someone he doesn't know. He's never seem him
before. Never met him before. Comes out of the car and punches him
and hits him in the face.

And then we asked him, can you describe, you know, when he
hits you, does he have anything in his hands?

He goes, well, | wasn't really paying a lot of attention, but he's --

We asked him specifically, was it a gun? He goes, no, it was
not a gun.

Asked him if it was a knife. No, it wasn't a knife. He goes, |
think it was a bar of some type. But he didn't see a weapon. He states he
doesn't see a weapon.

When he gets -- after he gets hit, they square off. After they've
squared off, we asked him, when you guys were squared off, could you
possibly have retreated back to the resident?

He goes, in hindsight --

MR. LONG: Your Honor, I'm going to object to, you know, it's
testimony, he's speculating.

MS. DIGIACOMO: He's repeating what the Defendant told him.

THE COURT: He's just reviewing what the Defendant said.

Overruled.
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BY MS. DIGIACOMO:

Q Okay. I'm sorry, go ahead.

A So we asked him, is it possible that you could have retreated
back to the residence and called the police?

He goes, in hindsight, he goes, yes, | could have. But in the
heat of things, no.

So after he goes -- once again he starts tussling with Kyriell
again. And then he sees that Ezekiel starts to come towards him.

And we asked him, is that when you stabbed me?

He goes, yes. And he goes, | do a stabbing motion. He's
describing his stabbing motion is just going straight. The one time so.

So when --

Q And, I'm sorry, just for the record, you took your right arm and
extended it straight out in front of you?

A That's correct.

Q Okay.

A We'd also asked him, you know, where was the knife? The
knife was in his right-hand pocket. It was a black folding knife. He
retrieved that from his pocket and wound up stabbing Ezekiel.

We asked him, you know, why did you stab Ezekiel, can you
explain to us why you stabbed him?

He goes, because | didn't want to get hit again.

After he winds up stabbing Ezekiel, Ezekiel -- he says, actually,
all of them kind of backup a little bit. Ezekiel had jumped away. Kyriell

was on his left, Ezekiel was on his right, and Brittney winds up coming in
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between them telling them to stop.

And then that's when Mr. Cash then sees that his nose is
bleeding. He goes in, walks into his residence to grab something for his
nose. He hears Kyriell saying that he's going to get a gun and he locks
that door. And then he winds up fleeing the residence.

We asked him where he went after he left the residence. He
stated that he went to a gas station on Cheyenne and Lamb. And while
he's in that area he winds up getting a call from his wife. His wife tells him
that the boy died. He said when he was told that the boy died that he took
the knife that he had and he wound up breaking it. He broke the blade off
the knife.

We asked him, why did you do that? Why did you break the
knife?

He goes, because | didn't want to have it anymore.

Q Did he tell you what he did with the knife?

A He said that along the path in between Cheyenne and
Alexander he had thrown the knife into a desert area. He didn't know
exactly where but he knew between Cheyenne and Alexander,
somewhere in desert, that's where he wound up taking that knife and
throwing that -- and throwing that knife away.

Q Okay. Did -- at the time that he comes to speak to you, from
the time of the crime, how many hours has it been?

A From the time of the incident, to when he's actually there
speaking with us, or when he contacted us?

Q When he contacted you?
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A Okay. From the time, from when the incident happened to
when he contacted Detective McCarthy, was roughly about seven hours.

Q Okay.

A So we asked him, where were you in those seven hours? And
he didn't have -- he couldn't give us a location. We asked him if he went
to someone's residence, did someone come pick you up? He goes, no,
and | wound up walking home.

Q All right. So he never told you where he was all those hours?

A No.

Q Okay. So let's backup a little bit, do you recall whether or not,
when he was telling you the story initially as to what happened when he
was in his room upstairs, do you recall what he -- or did he tell you what
he was doing in that bedroom with his three year old?

A Yes. He said he was upstairs with the three year old and that
he was wrapping Christmas presents.

Q And did he tell you he was doing it specifically on the floor?

A Yes.

Q Okay. Did he ever -- | know you said that he told you that it was
a pocketknife he took out of his right pocket, did he ever describe it to
you?

A Yes. We asked him to describe the knife. He stated that it was
a black folding knife. He described it being initially the size of his pinky
finger, is the way he's describing it to us. Later on when my partner asked
him a little bit further can, you know, about the size of the knife. Then he

changed it to, it was roughly the size, when it's extended, the length of a
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pin.

Q Did he tell you more details about how long the blade was or
what kind of blade it was?

A That I'd have to look at my report or the statement to recall.

Q Okay. But he did tell you it was a black and a small one?

A Correct.

Q Okay. And when he was talking about the size of his finger,
was he talking about the blade or the entire thing?

A The way | took it is when he's describing his pinky finger, | -- I'm
thinking he's talking about the blade. The blades roughly the size of his
pinky finger. And then later when he says, it was the size of the pin. He's
saying that when it's fully extended that it's the size of a pin fully extended.

Q Okay. Now, if you were to review the transcription of his

statement, would that refresh your recollection --

A Yes.
Q -- as to whether or not he said the length of it?
A Yes.

MS. DIGIACOMO: All right. Page ten, Counsel.
BY MS. DIGIACOMO:
Q All right. Sir, I'm going to show you -- is this the transcription of
the statement by Mr. Cash?
A Yes.
Q In fact, | never asked you, do see the person that you talked to
on December 12th, 2017, in the early morning hours here in the

courtroom?
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A Yes, | do.

Q Would you point to the person you're referring to and describe
an article of clothing he's wearing.

A He's wearing a gray button up shirt.

THE COURT: Record reflect he's identified the Defendant.
MS. DIGIACOMO: Thank you, Your Honor.
BY MS. DIGIACOMO:

Q All right. I'm going to show you page ten, roughly in the middle
of the page, if you can read that to yourself, from this question down and
let me know when you're done, please.

A [Witness complies.]

I'm done.

Q Okay. Thank you.

So does that refresh your recollection as to his exact

description of the knife?

A Yes.

Q Okay. And what was it?

A He was describing it as a three-inch knife.

Q All right. Did he also call it a little, bitty small one?

A Yes.

Q And then do you recall if he told you if how many blades it had?
A How many blades it had?

Q Yes.

A Oh, just one blade, just one blade.

Q All right. And so when he tells you the story and then you go
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through it again and kind of break it down; correct?

A Correct.

Q All right. When he is talking about when the friend got out of the
car, that he never seen before, and punched him, did he tell you what
position he was -- him and Kyriell were in at the time that he got punched?

A He said that Kyriell was down, he had him down.

Q In a hold?

A In a hold. With his head around his abdomen and that he was
above him.

Q Okay. So he was actually locked with Kyriell when the
Defendant told you he got punched by Ezekiel?

A That's correct.

Q Now, you talked about that the Defendant said that when he
was inside the residence he heard Kyriell saying, get the gun, or I'm going
to shoot, or something to that affect?

A He said that when he went back to the residence, he heard
Kyriell stating that he was going to get a gun and shoot him and so he
locked the door.

Q Okay. Did you ask or did Detective McCarthy ask the
Defendant about seeing a weapon in Kyriell's hand?

A Asked him if he saw a weapon, he said he never saw a gun,
never saw a weapon.

Q In Kyriell's hands?

A Yeah, we asked him, did you ever see any weapons and he

said no.
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Q All right. What about with the person who got out of the car,
Ezekiel, did the Defendant say he ever saw him with a weapon?

A Yes. Asked him if he saw -- saw him with a -- he said he
thought he had something in his hands. | asked him if it was a gun? No.

Asked him if it was a knife. He said, no, he thought it was a --
he didn't see anything but he thought from the way he -- the punch was
that he had something possibly a bar or something in his hand. Because
it was a hard punch. But he didn't actually see anything.

Q Okay. And when he was trying to explain about, you know, the
different times that that, | guess, everyone would back away from each
other, do you recall, like, how many times in his story he said that there
was a break in the action?

A | believe it was twice.

Q Twice; all right.

So there was -- was the first time just with Kyriell or were both
of these times with?

A Both. | believe both, they were both with both of them.

Q When all three are there?

A Yes.

MS. DIGIACOMO: I'll pass the witness.

THE COURT: Cross.

CROSS-EXAMINATION
BY MR. LONG:
Q Good morning, Detective Gillis.

A Good morning.
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> 0 > 0O

Q

Isn't it true that Thomas was always cooperative with you?
Yes.

He came down voluntarily?

Correct.

Okay. And isn'tit true that when you interviewed him this punch

that hurt his nose, caused him to bleed, he said it could have been --

thought it was maybe a brass knuckle?

A

No, | asked him that. When I'm asking him to describe what he

was he getting hit with. | asked him, was it a gun. He said no. | said was

it a knife. He said no. | said was it a brass knuckle. He goes, | thought it

was a like a bar.

Q
A
Q
A
Q

Okay. So something more than a fist; correct?
Yes.

And it was a hard punch that disorientated him?
That's correct.

Okay. Now, at no time during this interview did Thomas ever

allege that he threatened Kyriell with that knife?

A

> 0 r» O

No.

And Kyriell wasn't stabbed, you interviewed him, you looked?
No.

He didn't have any marks on him at all; correct?

No.

MR. LONG: Okay. Now, referring to page 20, Counsel.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Thank you.
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BY MR. LONG:

Q When the State asked as to whether or not Thomas believed he
could retreat, could you please read from this asterisks to the end of the
page.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Obijection, Your Honor. This is improper.
It's not a question. He's just asking him to read.

MR. LONG: | just haven't established that he can't remember

yet.
THE COURT: Well, you asked -- yeah, lay a foundation and.
MR. LONG: Yeah.

BY MR. LONG:

Q Detective, isn't it true that Thomas said he could not have
retreated during this fight?

A Initially he stated that in hindsight, looking back, he could have.
And then he said but in the heat of things, no.

Q And isn't it true that he said, so | would say, no?

A That's correct.

MR. LONG: Okay. | don't need to refresh his memory.
BY MR. LONG:

Q And there's no indication or you didn't develop anything in the
interview that Thomas at all incited Ezekiel, he never called him out, or
anything to that affect?

A No.

Q Ezekiel surprised him?

MS. DIGIACOMO: Obijection, calls for speculation.
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THE COURT: Sustained.

BY MR. LONG:

Q Based on your interview with Thomas, did Ezekiel surprise him?
When he got out of the car and punched him?
Yes.
Yes.
Okay. And Thomas described this knife as a little small one?
A small knife, yes.
And he stated that he could open it with one hand; correct?
That's correct.

And he stated that he only stabbed once?

> 0 » O r O r O »

That's correct.

Q And every time you asked him, why did you stab Ezekiel, he
said, because he was coming at me; correct?

A That's correct.

Q Nothing in your investigation, Thomas didn't, that you
determined, you don't believe Thomas chased Ezekiel down and stabbed
him?

A Well, there were conflicting statements. But during his
statement, he said that Ezekiel was coming towards him.

Q And that's why he stabbed him?

A And that's why he stabbed him because he didn't want to get hit

Q And you asked him that several times; correct?

A Correct.
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Q And every time he said, because he was coming at him?

A Correct.

Q And during this altercation, Kyriell or someone else was yelling,
get the gun, shoot him?

A | don't know that. | remember him saying that after the stabbing
that he heard, and he's retreating back to the residence, he hears Kyriell
saying, I'm gonna -- I'm gonna get a gun and shoot him. And that's why
he locks the door.

MR. LONG: No further questions.
MS. DIGIACOMO: | do, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Okay.
MS. DIGIACOMO: Court's indulgence.
REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MS. DIGIACOMO:

Q All right. Before | forget again, I'm going to show you, what |
forgot to show you before, State's Exhibit 268, do you recognize what's
depicted in this photograph?

A Yes.

Q And what is it for the record?

A This is the booking photo of Thomas Cash at Clark County
Detention Center.

Q And this would have been taken after he was allowed to be
booked into the jail --

A That's correct.

Q -- after medical saw him; correct?
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A Correct.
Q Okay. So in the initial statement that was given when the

Defendant kind of came in and gave you the first brief synopsis of what

happened --
A Correct.
Q -- before more details were asked?

He stated to you that that he and Kyriell were wrestling, the
other guy's hitting him, they break loose, all three then start fighting again,
so he reached in his pocket and stabbed him one time; correct?

A Correct.

Q Okay. And then when you ask for some more detail, he -- you
said he gave kind of conflicting statements about what was going on when
he stabbed Ezekiel. |Is that what you just testified to?

A | don't know about that.

MR. LONG: Object, mistakes testimony.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Okay.

THE COURT: No, | think she's trying to clarify.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Maybe | misunderstood; okay.

BY MS. DIGIACOMO:

Q Did -- was the Defendant ever to give -- able to tell you this
specific thing that was happening at the time that he stabbed Ezekiel?

A He got punched by Kyriell and then Ezekiel was coming
towards him and that's when he stabbed Ezekiel.

Q Okay. Did he -- okay. Did he also state that when -- okay, let
me get this straight.

AA

Page 21

1254




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

So he is in a lock with Kyriell when he gets hit by Ezekiel?
Correct.

Okay. He then tells you he let Kyriell go?

> O »

Yes.

Q And then they all three square off, meaning they kind of break
apart and they're all looking at each other?

A That's correct.

Q But then they all three go at again; is what he tells you?

A Correct.

Q Okay. Do you recall him saying that he backed up first and then
he rushed the kid or Ezekiel?

A | heard him say that he backed up first. But when he said he
rushed | took it he was referring to --

Q The other one?

A -- yeah, Ezekiel.

Q Okay. But he did tell you after he backs up he's now focused
on Ezekiel not Kyriell?

A Correct.

Q And then he tells you he goes after Ezekiel and that's when
Kyriell starts hitting him?

A Could I look at the statement to refresh my recollection?

MS. DIGIACOMO: Page nine, Counsel.

BY MS. DIGIACOMO:

Q Maybe I'm confused too. But so if you could just read the

middle of the page. It's hard to tell who all the he's are.
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-- as Kyriell hits him?

A Okay.

Q All right. So just explain to me what's going on?
A Okay. So when he's saying that he backed up.
Q That's the Defendant backed up?

A Defendant backed up. He winds up getting hit by Kyriell.
Q But he's looking at --

A And he's -- yeah.

Q -- Ezekiel --

A Correct.

Q

A

Correct.
Q Okay. And then -- then he says, so he goes to Kyriell and
Ezekiel starts hitting him and that's when he stabbed him?

A Yes. Going towards him, yes.

Q Okay. And he told you he stabbed him because he didn't want

to get hit again?

A Correct.

Q Because he thought, the Defendant thought Ezekiel must have

a weapon because it was a hard punch?

A Correct.

Q Because he never saw a weapon?

A Correct.

Q And, in fact, do you recall whether or not the Defendant
explained or described to you when he was talking about how small the

knife was, whether or not anyone would be able to see it in his hand?

Page 23

AA

1256




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

A He was asked that. And he said they wouldn't have been able
to see it.

Q Yeah, he said that it was --

A It's a small black knife and you wouldn't have seen it.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Okay.
Nothing further.
RECROSS-EXAMINATION
BY MR. LONG:

Q Detective, yesterday when we talked about Thomas's injury,
you stated that you wouldn't hypothesize whether or not his nose was
broken or swollen because you didn't know what his nose looked like
originally; correct?

A Yeah. | didn't know -- when you were talking about his nose
being broke, | didn't know that his -- or would know if his nose was broken
at the time.

Q Okay.

A And | didn't, at the time, | didn't know what his nose normally
looked like. He didn't have any, you know, black eyes. He didn't, you
know.

Q Okay. Showing you what's been marked as State's Exhibit 268,
you said that this is a photo taken after he was booked or is this taken
before booking, this is--

A Well, this picture would have been taken after he's processed
in, the next step would be the photos.

Q Okay. And being able to look at Thomas now from the witness
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stand and being able to look at his nose here, isn't it true that he has
suffered dam -- at least a swollen nose?

A Yeah, his --

MS. DIGIACOMO: Obijection, Your Honor. It's speculation.

MR. LONG: I'm asking --

THE COURT: I'm going to overrule.

MS. DIGIACOMO: We're six months later. It's not what he
looked like before. We don't know what his look like -- his nose looked
like before.

THE COURT: All right. I'm going to let him answer it.

BY MR. LONG:

Q Okay. You can go ahead and answer.

A From looking at him now and looking at the picture, the top of
his nose does look -- it appeared to be a little bit swollen.

Q Okay. And Thomas said that this blow that hurt his nose he
thought that it was done with something more than a fist; correct?

A That's correct.

Q Okay. Now, isn't it true that when you asked Thomas whether
or not he saw a weapon in either of the hands of these young men that he
was fighting with, he stated he wasn't looking for a weapon?

A He stated that he wasn't looking. But then we asked him
specific questions, did you see a gun, did you see a knife, did you see. In
fact, he goes, no, | didn't see a weapon.

Q Okay. And as you were going over this with the State, the knife

was in Thomas's right pocket; correct?
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A Correct.
Q And he said he always carried it?
A I'd have to refresh my recollection if he stated he always carried
it. He said that he had a knife on his -- in his right pocket and he pulled it
out with his right hand and extended it with the one hand. | don't know if
he --
MR. LONG: Your Honor, if | could approach.
THE COURT: Sure.
MS. DIGIACOMO: Page number, Counsel.
MR. LONG: Ten.
MS. DIGIACOMO: Thank you.

BY MR. LONG:

Q Starting here, where | just made this line, down to --

A Okay.

Q Now, Detective, based on your refreshed recollection, isn't it
true that Thomas stated that he always carried that knife in his pocket?

A Yes.

Q He didn't stop and pick up a weapon before this altercation?

A He stated that he always carried that knife.

MR. LONG: Nothing further, Your Honor.
MS. DIGIACOMO: Just briefly.
FURTHER DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MS. DIGIACOMO:
Q You were at the scene and saw where the body was, the pool of

blood, everything. Was there any weapon found in the victim's hands or
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around that scene?
A No.
Q And then when the body is -- well, the body at the scene is not
touched or searched; correct?
A That's -- not by us. It is done by the coroner investigator, the
coroner investigator does that there.
Q Okay. But everything that's on the body of the victim is placed
in the body bag and taken to autopsy?
A Correct.
Q And you were present at the autopsy?
A Correct.
Q And when the body bag was open, there was no weapons or
anything found in pockets or any clothing of the Defendant?
A No.
Q -- or excuse me, of the victim; correct?
A No.
MS. DIGIACOMO: | have nothing further.
MR. LONG: Nothing further, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Jury have any questions of this rebuttal withness?
Seeing no hands. You're free to go. Thank you.
THE WITNESS: Thank you, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Do you have any other rebuttal?
MS. DIGIACOMO: No, Your Honor. The State will rest.
THE COURT: Do you have any surrebuttal?
MR. LONG: Do not, Your Honor. The defense rests.
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THE COURT: All right. I'll read the jury instructions. Let's pass
the jury instructions out to the jury.

Make notes on these, you'll have them to take back to the jury
room with you.

[The Court reads the jury instructions]

THE COURT: Now, you'll have these instructions, you'll be able
to take yours back with you.

This will be in a blue folder, like this, and you'll have -- this is the
verdict form. And you should have a copy on the back of yours. This is
the official one.

Your jury foreperson will be -- will check the boxes, that they
believe are necessary, sign it and date it and file it with the Court.

State ready?

MS. BLUTH: Your Honor, I'm going to need a five minute break
before we start.

THE COURT: All right. Take a five minute recess.

During the recess you're admonished not to talk or converse
among yourselves or with anyone else on any subject connected with this
trial. Or read or watch or listen to any report of or commentary on the trial
or any person connected with this trial by any medium of information,
including, without limitation, newspapers, television, radio, or the Internet.
Or form or express an opinion on any subject connected with the trial until
the case is finally submitted to you.

Remember, no social media. No research on the Internet.

Jury is excused for five minutes. Keep the visitors here.
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[Outside the presence of the jury]

THE COURT: All right. The juries out.

And | want the family to stay in here. If you have to use the
restroom, you've got to wait until the jury comes back.

| don't want any, any accusation that there is any talking or --
with the jury. So just stay in here.

Now, for the record, one of the jurors had this on their car
yesterday. Hey, give me a call and the number, 609-464-4970.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Is that going be marked?

THE COURT: I've got an investigator checking it out.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Okay. Is that going to be marked as a
Court's exhibit?

THE COURT: It's going to be marked as a Court's exhibit.

MR. LONG: Has juror number one expressed any concern --

THE COURT: Just --

MR. LONG: -- as to that note?

THE COURT: --just didn't know what it meant.

MR. LONG: Okay.

THE COURT: All right. Take five minutes so that you guys can
be prepared.

[Recess taken at 10:55 a.m.]
[Jury trial resumed at 11:04 a.m.]
[In the presence of the jury]
THE MARSHAL.: All rise, please.
And be seated.
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THE COURT: Stipulate to the presence of the jury.

MS. BLUTH: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Go ahead.

CLOSING ARGUMENT BY THE STATE

MS. BLUTH: People must be held accountable for the
decisions they make and the actions they take. And in December of
2017, Thomas Cash made decisions and he took actions and those
actions cost Ezekiel Devine his life.

But the question is, is how did we get here? How did simple fist
fight that happens every day or every night in the United States of
America end up with 21 year old Ezekiel Devine laying dead in the middle
of a street.

In less than three minutes the Defendant made the decision to
pull out a knife and plunge it through Ezekiel's chest going through his
heart. Those were his actions and those were his decisions. And those
two things have consequences.

Today you will get to hear about the law that applies in this
case, and we talked a lot about the law during voir dire, during that jury
selection process, and we couldn't really tell you what the law was
because that wasn't the appropriate time to do so. But today is. And what
you'll find out about that law is that the law does not support what you see
in that photograph. What you see in that photograph is not remanence of
what the law defines as self-defense.

Now, we've all heard the saying, there are two sides to every

story. And in this case you heard testimony from several different people.
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Some of which had two different stories themselves.

But what the State would ask you not to do, is not go back there
and say, oh, my gosh, everybody is saying so many different things, | just
give up, | don't know what happened.

Because when it really gets boiled down to the basic facts,
there really are only two sides to the story. At one point it's either Ezekiel
and the Defendant by themselves fighting or it's two-on-one.

And | will go through the law that applies to each of those
situations.

But what you will learn is, it doesn't matter which of those
stories you believe, whether it was two-on-one or whether it was
one-on-one. The law does not protect Thomas Cash's actions.

In @ moment I'm going to breakdown what the witnesses that
were there and saw what they said.

But before | do that, I'd like to talk to you about a jury instruction
and that jury instruction discusses the fact that you are here to determine
the guilt or innocence of the Defendant in this case. You are not called
upon to return a verdict as to the guilt or innocence of any other person.

And what that saying is, is today, is about judging Thomas
Cash's actions and whether or not those were criminal.

So you may have been frustrated with a certain witness, you
may have not liked a certain witness, you may have thought, hey, if so
and so didn't do this, then this wouldn't have happened.

That's not what today's about. Today is about looking at

Thomas Cash's actions and deciding if those were criminal or not.
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I'd like to start with Kyriell and what Kyriell testified to. And what
Kyriell said is that he and Brittney were arguing at the car. And he was
asked about that argument and how it started. And it was about them
arguing about things that were going on in their relationship. And they
were yelling things back and forth at one another. And during that
argument, he told Brittney, fine, you're going to behave like that, you're
never going to see your daughter again.

And at that point in time, Brittney became angry, and she went
to grab Lyndon back, and he grabs her and he has her by the hands. And
that's how that argument or that -- what's going on outside begins.

At that point in time, Kyriell states that Thomas comes out. And
when Thomas comes out, he asked Brittney, Brittney, what's going on? Is
everything okay?

And then Brittney starts in on Thomas, yelling at him, this is her
business, she's a grown woman, he needs to stay out of it.

At that point in time, Kyriell turns into the car, he bends down,
and from behind him he feels Thomas swing and miss and Thomas lands
his hand into a portion of the vehicle.

That's when he takes his hands and he goes towards the
Defendant's face. He doesn't know if he pushes towards the Defendant's
face or he punches the Defendant in the face, but they lock onto one
another. And while they're locking onto one other, they're kind of doing,
like, a Ring around the Rosie up the street.

It's at that point that Ezekiel gets out of the car and breaks up

the fight.
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Now, what Kyriell says about breaking up the fight is that
Ezekiel puts his arm through to break it up, and you'll remember he says,
he doesn't know -- or, excuse me, he knows it's Ezekiel's arm because of
the blue sweater and the tattoo.

Now, what he says is, | don't know when he put -- when Ezekiel
put his arm through, | don't know if he punched the Defendant in the face
or he just pushed him up. All | know is that it broke us up.

And at that point in time is when the two cars come through.
And when the two cars come through, Kyriell is on one side and the
Defendant and Ezekiel are on the other. And Kyriell sees through the
headlights something glimmering in the Defendant's hand. And he says,
Zek, watch out. And as the cars pass, Kyriell kind of gets nipped by the
car, he falls back, and then he sees Ezekiel fall to the ground.

After that he sees the Defendant run up to the house and he
follows the Defendant until he realizes that Ezekiel is hurt.

Kyriell told you that this entire thing happens in less than three
minutes. So this is a very quick interaction.

Now, | want you to turn on -- turn to what Brittney talked about.
At the very beginning of her testimony Brittney talked about this is not an
easy situation for Brittney to be in, as many can imagine; right? | mean.
And she said, she said, | don't want to be here, this is not an easy
situation for me to be in, | feel like I'm stuck in the middle.

And | asked, well, who do you -- are you stuck in the middle
between Thomas and Kyriell.

And she said, no, not, Kyriell. It's just Thomas and the situation,

AA

Page 33

1266




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

you know, she doesn't want to hurt anybody.

But when Brittney came in and she told you what happened she
discussed basically the same thing as what Kyriell was saying in regards
to what was happening. And they both stated that this was happening in
the front of the driveway. So not in the driveway but in the front of the
driveway where Kyriell had parked his friend's vehicle. And that they're
arguing same thing about relationship issues and she's pretty heated.
She's yelling at him.

And that during that argument, Kyriell tells her that she is never
going to see Lyndon again. And so she attempts to grab Lyndon back
and Kyriell grabs her by the wrist.

And Brittney is very open, she says, | was yelling at him, he's
trying to calm me down. And she said, when she spoke to the police, she
said, at no point did | ever feel threatened, at no point did | ever feel
scared, we argued all the time.

Now, when the defense was asking her questions she said --
they said, did you feel like you could have been hurt? And she said, well,
yeah, in that situation | guess | could have been hurt. But she had said
multiple times she didn't feel like she was in danger. She didn't feel like
she was about to be hurt.

And if you remember, some people are audio; right? So they --
it's easier for them to understand things. But other people are visual. So |
asked Brittney to come down. Brittney, show me what exactly was going
on. And | acted like | was Brittney and she acted like she was Kyriell.

She -- so I'm Brittney, | go to reach for the baby, Kyriell grabs
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her by the hands, she's trying to take her hands back, he's holding onto
them, and they're going like this. Nobody's swinging at each other,
nobody's slamming anybody against the car. She's not laid out on the
hood of the car. They're right there and they're arguing back and forth.

At that point in time, the Defendant comes out of the house, and
according to Brittney, he goes right for Kyriell and he swings right at
Kyriell and he misses. That's when Thomas and Kyriell lockup onto one
another, which is what Kyriell was discussing, and that's when Ezekiel
gets out of the vehicle.

Brittney states that she's not sure if Ezekiel pushed the
Defendant or if he punched the Defendant in the attempt to break the two
up. But then it's those two that start fighting. Meaning, at that point in
time, Ezekiel and the Defendant are now fighting and they're moving up
the street.

But Brittney was very clear that during that time period she's
holding Kyriell back. And it's at the very, very end, in the last seconds,
she lets Kyriell. And by the time that Kyriell gets to Ezekiel and Thomas, it
is over. She sees Ezekiel running at one point from Thomas, running
away from Thomas as Thomas is chasing Ezekiel.

But she's very clear, at no point in time, at no point in time was
it ever two-on-one.

Again, at the end of this when we talk about the law I'm going to
show you that it doesn't matter if it was two-on-one. But Brittney's
testimony is that it was not two-on-one. She also talked about the fact

that this whole thing lasted about two to three minutes.

AA

Page 35

1268




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Now, | want to talk to you about the testimony of Angel Turner
and Tamisha Kinchron.

Before | get into their statements to police and their testimony, |
want to talk to you about a jury instruction that has to be with credibility.
And in that instruction it says, the credibility or believability of a withess
should be determined by his or her manner upon the stand, their
relationship to the parties, their fears, their motives, their interest or their
feelings, their opportunity to have observed the actual event, and the
reasonableness of their statements, and the strengths and weakness of
their recollection.

I'd also ask you to read the specific jury instruction that talks
about, if you believe that a witness has lied about any material fact in this
case, you may disregard the entire testimony of that witness or any
portion of his or her testimony, which is not proven by other evidence.

We like to call these things the three C's. When you're looking
at someone's testimony consider their credibility, consider corroboration,
is there other evidence or are there other people that are corroborating
what they're saying, and lastly consistency. If someone has told the story
multiple times, is their story consistent or does it flop back and forth or
does it change completely?

And | would ask you to look at those three things when you're
looking at everyone's testimony.

The one thing | would ask you to look at when you look at Angel
and Tamisha is how their -- both of their stories changed, how it evolved

from the time that they spoke to the police, to the time that they spoke to
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the preliminary hearing, and to the time that they testified here at trial.

And the first one I'd like to talk to you about is Angel. And, you
know, make no bones about it, | think Brittney's in a -- Brittney said, she
was in a very difficult position. And it's obvious, | mean, Angel, Angel's
just a kid. | mean, she might be 18 years old, but she's just a sweet kid
trying to do the best that she can and this is really, really crappy situation
for her to be in.

And she cried in the very first couple of seconds when | said,
this is very hard for you. And she said, yeah. And the one thing where
she really started to cry is when she said it's hardest for Payton. And that
make sense. You know, Payton might be the daughter of Thomas Cash
but that's also Angel's little sister. And she knows that this is hard for her
little sister.

And the State would ask you to consider that and how it may
affect or influence her testimony.

What | want to focus on first is what Angel told the police
originally. And so what Angel talked about originally to the police is she
said that -- originally when she's speaking to the police, she says, | didn't
see my sister being slammed into the car, | heard, | heard what was going
on.

She gets Thomas and they run outside. Kyriell, when she gets
outside he has his hands on her sister and Angel herself says to Kyriell,
what are you doing? Why are you doing that? What are you doing that
for?

And that point in time Kyriell drops his hands. At that point no
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physical force is being used, Kyriell's hands are down, Brittney's hands
are down, and Thomas goes for Kyriell and they lockup on one another.

Brittney is telling Thomas to stop, she's yelling at Thomas to
stop, and she's trying to pull Thomas off of Kyriell.

During this time period Ezekiel gets out of the car and at that
point the three are fighting together, meaning the three males.

She sees Thomas run towards the house and a second fight
starts between he and Kyriell. So as Thomas is running towards the
house, a second new fight starts between Thomas and Kyriell. This is
when Kyriell punches the Defendant in the nose and his nose begins to
bleed.

She runs into the house with Lyndon, and when she gets into
the house she turns around, Ezekiel is still standing outside. Thomas
follows her into the house but he falls before he gets into the home. And
then Thomas leaves out of the front door of the residence and his car is
gone. So she believes he takes his car and leaves.

Now, | want you to look at her testimony at trial. And I'm sure
as a juror it gets frustrating when we have to keep walking back and forth
and back and forth with people's statements to show them. But the point
in doing that is to show that there is a difference in what they're saying at
the day they are testifying in compared to what they either told the police
or what they testified at a preliminary hearing.

And when you look at Angel's testimony at trial, you will see
differences in that not only did she -- yesterday when she testified, she

said, not only did she hear the fight but she actually saw from the window

AA

Page 38

1271




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

her sister being slammed into the car from upstairs.

When she and Thomas gets outside, she physically sees Kyriell
slamming her sister into the car, and Thomas has to get Kyriell away from
Brittney using force. That is completely different than what she told the
police within an hour or two hours of the incident.

She does say that Thomas is the original person to go after
Kyriell and that Thomas and Kyriell lockup. Ezekiel gets out of the car, it's
now two-on-one, and everybody is squaring up, and both Kyriell and
Ezekiel are landing punches on Thomas. She states that it was Ezekiel,
not Kyriell that punched the Defendant in the nose. It was Ezekiel that
punched Thomas in the nose. And after about five to six punches
between the three of them, she grabs Lyndon, she runs inside, and she
doesn't see anything else that happens. She doesn't -- when she goes to
the house, Ezekiel is standing up, when she runs inside. And Thomas
comes in, he's bleeding, and at some point he runs out the back door.

There many critical differences between when she speaks to
the police. The number one -- or the first one, the State would like to point
out, is the fact that when she first spoke to the police, she states that it at
the time her and Thomas come out, she says, Kyriell, what are you doing?
Why are you doing that? Kyriell drops his hands, Brittney drops her
hands, and it's off. It's done. It's over. No violence is being used.

But when she testified yesterday that had changed and when
they get out there Kyriell has Brittney and she's slamming -- he's
slamming her into the car and Thomas has to physically go in and prevent

Kyriell from causing any damage to Brittney.
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During my examination of Brittney -- or let me backup. The
other thing that the State would ask you to consider is in the first rendition
to police she talks about this second fight completely happening before
Thomas goes back in the house, just between him and Kyriell. And she
said nothing about that when she testified at trial. And so | asked her
during cross-examination, when you talked to the police you said that
there was this completely separate fight between Kyriell and Thomas
before Thomas goes into the house, and that's when Kyriell punches
Thomas in the nose. Which of those stories is the correct rendition? And
she said the original story, the one that | told police.

One thing you could also consider is individuals, like we talked
about, motives, biases, their feelings, their ability to tell the story
consistently. But, also, the State would ask you to consider that Angel
stated that she spoke with family members, including Tamisha, for a
minimum of 40 minutes before she sat down to speak with the police.

She saw Thomas, again, once he came home, before he turned
himself into police. She spoke with family members before she testified at
the preliminary hearing about what had gone on. And then she stated
though she had spoken to her family members about what had happened
before she spoke to the police, and though she had spoken to her family
members what had gone on before the preliminary hearing, between the
preliminary hearing and the time she testified at trial, she stated that she
never spoke to anybody about what had happened.

We talked a lot about, you know, you can't bring anything in

from outside these doors. None of your, you know, not your life
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experiences, not like this happened to me when | was 15 and now I'm
angry about it.

But the one thing you can bring in is your commonsense as
every day men and woman.

Is it reasonable to believe that between -- several months
between a preliminary hearing and a trial, Angel has not had any
conversations about what she saw or about what anybody else saw from
the preliminary hearing to the trial.

| also want to talk to you about a few things that simply do not
add up with what Angel has said. She -- when she testified she stated
that when she looked out her window, she saw Kyriell sSlamming Brittney
into the car in the driveway. And if you remember, | took out the map, and
| actually pulled out the driveway because | wanted to make sure are we
talking about actually in the driveway or we talking about in the front
where the -- where Kyriell's car was parked. And she said, no, | looked
out my window and | saw Kyriell slamming my sister into my car or that
family car that everybody drives.

Well, we know from the testimony from Brittney and from Kyriell,
that number one, there was no slamming going on, and, number two,
everything that was happening, was happening at the end of the driveway
at Kyriell's car or Kyriell's friend's car that he was driving that day.

Brittney had -- or excuse me, Angel had told the police originally
that when she's on her way out there she can hear Brittney screaming.
She's saying things like, | hate you, | don't want to see you anymore. And

that Kyriell at that point in time is actually trying to calm Brittney down.
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And he's saying, | love you too much to keep doing this. That's what she
said on the night she spoke to police. That differs very much from her
testifying that she had -- that she came out and Kyriell was slamming her
sister against the car.

Brittney -- Angel, sorry, Angel continues to say that when she
gets inside that house that Ezekiel's standing up in the street and that
Thomas is right behind her. Ezekiel has been mortally wounded and
stabbed through his heart. Ezekiel is not standing up in the middle of the
street. He has already been stabbed.

And then, lastly, the State would ask you to look at Angel and
Tamisha's conduct after Ezekiel has been stabbed and he's dying in the
street. They don't call 9-1-1, they don't bring out towels, they don't render
aid, they stay in that house. They have to be bullhorned to get out of that
house. Does that make sense? Why would someone do that?

Now, Tamisha, | mean, I'm not going to go back and forth and
back and forth about what she said to the police and what she said at the
preliminary hearing because honestly we don't have enough time to do it.
But | would have to go -- literally go on for hours in regards to talking
about how many times Tamisha's story has changed. And when she was
confronted by Ms. DiGiacomo yesterday, you know, you would agree with
me that you said this on this date. And she said, |, well, I'm sorry, I'm
going through a lot, my heads kind of a mess. I'm not sure.

The State would ask you to consider that. | mean, one of the
things you're supposed to consider when discussing -- or thinking about

the credibility of a witness, is their ability to recollect what they saw and to
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be consistent.

But there are a few things | would like to point out. When she
originally spoke to the police and testified, she stated -- or excuse me, at
the preliminary hearing, she said that when she got out there Kyriell had
his hands on Brittney. Yesterday when she testified, not only did Kyriell
have his hands on Brittney, he had Brittney slammed up onto the hood of
the car, her back completely laying down. That has evolved greatly in a
period of several months.

She originally said that during the fight Kyriell says, excuse my
language, go get my shit. But yesterday when she testified it evolved
from, go get my shit, to I'm going to kill that old motherf'r and blowup his
house. Again, that changed drastically over a period of few months.

When she spoke to the police she said she never saw her uncle
and Ezekiel tussling. She never saw those two close to each other. No
physical contact. But yesterday it was that Kyriell and Ezekiel were
attacking Thomas. It was two-on-one. They were punching Thomas.
Thomas kept trying to backup. Again, completely different rendition of
facts from when she originally told the police.

In her statement to police she said it was dark outside, it was
very hard to see. But yesterday when Ms. DiGiacomo pointed that out
that she had previously said that. She said, well, | could -- | could, it was
dark but | could see just fine as to what was going on outside.

When she talked to the police she told the police that once she
got inside, and looked out the window, she saw Ezekiel had been hurt and

he was on the ground. But yesterday when she testified she said she
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didn't know that Ezekiel was hurt. In fact, she went -- this had stressed
her out so much she had to go get some cigarettes. And so she got in her
car and she left and she didn't even know Ezekiel was -- this 21 --

MR. LONG: Your Honor, I'm going to object to laughing.

MS. BLUTH: [ didn’t laugh, | mean.

THE COURT: You know, | just remind you what the attorneys
say is not evidence, jury instruction 32 will tell you that.

MS. BLUTH: So Ezekiel is dying or she said this is happening
before the police even get there. So Ezekiel is dying in the middle of the
street and she doesn't know he's out there. It's in front of her house and
she's going to pick up some cigarettes.

You can give her testimony the weight that you deem it
appropriate.

And when she told the police that when she went inside Ezekiel
was still standing up and it was only Kyriell and Ezekiel out there. So it
didn't make sense to her. Kyriell must have been the one that stabbed
Ezekiel.

The last person | want to talk to you about is Carolina Flores.
And what | would ask you to consider when you think of Carolina Flores,
she has no dog in this fight. She has no skin in this game. She doesn't
know people. She knows them from like hi or bye. But she is not related
through friendship or a familial relationship with anybody else in this case.

And so, if you remember, Carolina is the neighbor who lives
across the street. And when she first -- when she -- she has three

different vantage points in this very short time period. She also said she
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believed it was under three minutes.

The first vantage point is she hears something going on from
her upstairs bathroom. She had just gotten down taking either a bath or a
shower. And she tries to see but her window is fogged and so she can
only see like silhouettes in the driveway. But the noises are getting
louder, there's yelling. And so she moves downstairs, she throws her
clothes in the dirty clothes, she moves downstairs and that's when she
has this second vantage point. And this is downstairs, and | can't
remember which room, forgive me, | think she said it was like the living
room. But she's able to open the window and she can see the driveway.
What she sees and what she hears at this second vantage point is
important, and that's because at that time she sees that -- she doesn't
know their names. But she sees Kyriell and Brittney. And she says it
looked like he was trying to calm her down, but it looks like he's trying to
get her to go somewhere and she's not wanting to go. And that's -- and
then right after that is when Carolina hears an impact.

So the State submits to you this is why that's important. When
she's looking outside and Kyriell is -- it looks to her like Kyriell is trying to
get Brittney to go somewhere, the State would submit to you that at that
point that's when Kyriell is trying to go to where Zek and the Defendant
are.

MR. LONG: Obijection, this is her opinion, her speculation.

MS. BLUTH: It's the state's theory of the case, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen, just remember, what the

attorneys say is not evidence, jury instruction 32 will tell you that. It's what
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you remember.

MS. BLUTH: The State would submit to you, | mean, ask you to
consider the fact that when Carolina looks out and she sees Kyriell, and
she thinks Kyriell's attempting to get Brittney to go somewhere, that's at
the point when Kyriell is going to Zek and to the Defendant and Brittney is
trying to pull him back and hold him back. And how do we know that
that's true? Because the very next thing she hears is an impact. And she
runs outside and Zek has just fallen. She said his -- one of his -- he's in a
fetal position and one of his legs is still up in the air.

So we know it's not when Brittney and Kyriell are in the
driveway arguing because that has already happened. She doesn't see
Brittney and Thomas and Angel outside. That's all already happened.
She sees Brittney and Kyriell struggling while Ezekiel and Thomas are
doing what they're doing further up the street. And then she hears the fall.
She then runs out to her third vantage point. By the time she runs out, the
Defendant isn't out there anymore. Neither is Angel or Tamisha because
they've already gone inside.

The reason why the State submits to you that that's important is
it shows it wasn't two-on-one. At that point in time, before Ezekiel falls
and hits the ground, that's when him and Thomas are together.

The State would submit to you that when you look at those
stories, and when you boil them down to the most basic facts, what
happened that day is that the situation with Brittney and Kyriell happens
out front; right? They are arguing, they're tugging on each other, and the

Defendant comes out and he gets involved. And that's when him and
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Kyriell start locking up. When he and Kyriell lockup, that's when Ezekiel
gets out, he breaks up the fight.

Now, whether Ezekiel punches the Defendant or whether he
shoves them apart, he breaks them up. At that point in time it becomes
Ezekiel and the Defendant. Because Brittney and Kyriell are off to the
side. Kyriell's trying to get loose, Brittney's pulling him, they're fighting
back and forth.

And it's at that time when it's Ezekiel and the Defendant that the
Defendant stabs Ezekiel. He then flees. He runs into his house, runs out
the backyard, hops two to three fences, and he gets rid of the knife. He
destroys the knife and he gets rid of it.

If you look at every one's stories and you boil it down, those are
the most basic facts of how it worked out.

| talked -- in a second I'm going -- we're going to talk about the
Defendant's actions. But the State would ask you to consider Kyriell's
actions. Kyriell stays there. He speaks to the police. He allows them to
search his vehicle. He doesn't leave Ezekiel's side. He stays there and
he cooperates.

What doesn't make sense are the Defendant's actions. Don't
just look at his actions after, but you need to consider his actions before
this whole fight starts, his actions during the fight, and his actions after the
fight.

Ask yourself, was there a need for him to get involved in the first
place? If you listen to Brittney, she was not in danger, there was no

physical violence happening; okay. Was there a need for him to even get
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involved, for him to come out swinging at Kyriell?

But let's say that there was a need to get involved. Let's say,
hey, he hears his stepdaughter out there and he hears her screaming and
he thinks that he does need to get involved. He thinks she might be in
danger. So he comes outside. There wasn't -- why was there a need to
get violent? Why was there a need to punch Kyriell? Why couldn't -- let's
say, he got out there and Kyriell's hands were on Brittney, why can't he
just push them away, get Brittney, go inside.

Every single person that testified, besides Tamisha, testified
that Kyriell had taken his hands off of Brittney and that there was no
physical violence happening at that same -- that time.

In fact, per Brittney and per Angel, Kyriell was trying to calm
Brittney down at that point. There was no need to bring physical violence
into it.

You also heard that during the fight there were multiple times in
the fight where he could have stopped. Before the fight started, after
Brittney and Kyriell broke up, and after Ezekiel breaks up him and Kyriell.
What about once the cars come into the area? Once the cars come into
the area and separate the parties, he could have stopped then.

There are so many -- first of all, maybe he shouldn't even have
gotten involved at all. Once he did get involved, there shouldn't have
been any violence. And once the violence started, there was more than
one time where he could have stopped it from continuing. He could have
ran inside. He could have yelled for help.

What if he -- he had a weapon; right, you know that now. He

AA

Page 48

1281




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

had a weapon in his pocket. Could he have just reached it out and
brandished the weapon and said, you guys, enough is enough.

There are so many decisions that could have been made
instead of plunging that knife through Ezekiel's heart. But those decisions
were not made.

There are also -- the State would ask you to also consider his
actions afterwards.

Now, | just talked about and you just heard -- you have heard,
that the Defendant fled the scene. There is an actual instruction that
deals with flight. And what that says is the flight of a person immediately
after committing the crime is not sufficient in and of itself to establish his
guilt. But it is a fact which if proved can be considered by you in light of all
of the other proved facts in deciding the question of his guilt or his
innocence. Whether or not evidence of flight shows a consciousness of
guilt and the significance to be attached to such a circumstance are
matters for your deliberation.

Lawyers use literally 80 words to say something we can
probably say in five. And what that's basically saying is, just because
someone flees the crime scene, doesn't mean you can say, oh, he fled, he
must be guilty. But it is something that you can consider. Why would he
do that? What did he do? What reasons does someone have to flee? So
it is something that you can consider.

The State would also ask you, | mean, he doesn't just flee from
the police, he shuts off his phone. He goes radio silent. He's not

answering text messages. He's not answering phone calls. It's going
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straight to voicemail. He's gone for somewhere between eight and nine
hours before he goes back home. He destroys the knife. He doesn't
come back to police and say, I'm sorry, this got out of control, here's the
knife | used, it's just this small knife. No, he destroys it. He breaks it and
destroys it and throws it in some field.

When he calls his niece Tamisha, Tamisha says, that boy is
stabbed, that boy is dead. And he doesn't say, oh, | know, | know things
get out of control. He said, well, | didn't do it. If that boy's dead, | didn't do
it. | didn't even touch that boy.

Yet within hours he goes to the police and he says, yeah, | did
do it, | did stab him, but it was in self-defense.

When he talks to Tamisha he doesn't say to Tamisha, Tamisha,
things get so out of control, | didn't know what to do, | was so scared for
my life, | had to protect myself, | had to protect Brittney, so | just took out a
knife and | stabbed him. He doesn't say that. He completely denies ever
having physical contact with him, with ever stabbing Ezekiel.

It's not until eight or nine hours later, he's had time to gather
everything, speak to people, that he goes in and says, oh, it was
self-defense.

When we started this in opening Ms. DiGiacomo said to you
that in every criminal case the State has to prove to you two things. Was
a crime committed and who committed that crime? We call those things
the who and he what. And we have to prove to you those things beyond
what's referred to as a reasonable doubt. And you will have the jury

instruction. A reasonable doubt is one based on reason. It's not mere
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possibility of a doubt. It's not a tiny doubt. It's a reasonable doubt. And in
order for it to be reasonable, it must -- it's not mere possibility or
speculation; okay.

So in this case, let's talk about those two things, the who. |
mean, this is not -- this isn't a whodunit; right. There are many cases that
are probably being heard right now where it's, who did it. This isn't a
whodunit. We know who did it.

But the issue is, is, what did he do? What did Thomas Cash do
and is it criminal in nature?

When you get back there, there will be a verdict form, and it will
have two charges. It'll be murder with use of a deadly weapon and battery
with intent to kill.

And I'm going to start with murder with use of a deadly weapon.
But the one thing that | want to say before | get into the law, is that the --
like | said, lawyers use so many words that can be so simplified. But if
you get into a hitch back there, where something doesn't make sense,
turn to the jury instructions, they are explanatory and they can help and
they will explain to you how the law applies; okay.

So | want to talk about murder. Murder is the unlawful killing of
a human being with malice aforethought either express or implied. Within
murder there are degrees of murder. I'm sure we've all heard first degree
murder, second degree murder.

MR. LONG: And, Your Honor, just for the record, | object, it's
the judge that instructs the jury as to matters of law, not counsel.

THE COURT: They've been instructed. This is -- what jury
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instruction 32 will tell you what the attorneys say is not evidence.

MS. BLUTH: So my job to explain to you how the law applies to
the facts in this case and that's what we're going to do right now.

So underneath the class of murder you will have three options,
murder in the first degree, murder in the second degree, and voluntary
manslaughter. | want to talk about the differences between those three
things.

So we're going to start with first degree murder. In order for
something to be first degree there have to be three things. Murder of the
first degree is murder which is perpetrated by means of any kind of willful,
deliberate, and premeditated killing. So a first degree murder has to be
three things, it has to be willful, it has to be deliberate, and it has to be
premeditated. So willfulness is the intent to kill. There need be no
appreciable space of time between formation of the intent to kill and the
act of killing.

So what's that saying, is this is not about timing. It's, if you
willfully mean -- if you mean to do something and you do it, that's
willfulness. If you take a knife and you mean to stab into somebody, that's
willfulness; okay.

Deliberation is the process of determining upon a course of
action to kill as a result of thought, including weighing the reasons for and
against the action, and considering the consequences of the acts.

Premeditation is a design, a determination to Kill, distinctly
formed in the mind by the time of the killing. So that means premeditation

is, you have to have the intent to kill someone before you do it.
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But | would caution you, because the next part of the law says
that premeditation it's not about time. It need not be for a day, an hour, or
even in a minute. It may be as instantaneous as successive thought of
the mind. It can be this fast. For if the jury believes that the action
constituting the killing has been preceded by and has been the result of
premeditation, no matter how rapidly that happens, it is premeditated.

And then, lastly, malice aforethought means an intentional
doing of a wrongful act without legal cause or excuse or what the law
considers adequate provocation.

Malice aforethought it doesn't imply -- the word aforethought
sometimes makes people think that it has to do with timing. It has nothing
to do with timing.

It does not imply deliberation or the lapse of any considerable
time between the malicious intention to injure another and the actual
execution of the intent, but denotes an unlawful purpose and design as
opposed to accident in this chance.

So what malice is is it's you are doing something with the
purpose to injure. It's not an accident. It's not by mischance. You're
doing something with a purpose to injure.

So | want to give you an example, the one place where people
get confused about first degree murder is they think that by premeditation
that you have to have this, you're sitting in your room and you're brooding
and you're planning this intense murder. That's actually not what first
degree murder is.

Let's say you guys have -- one of you, but pretend like it's you --
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has an important job interview tomorrow at 9:00 a.m.; right. And so that
night you go to bed, you set the alarm, you're like | got to be early, | got to
show these people that I'm the person for the job. So the alarm on your
iPhone doesn't go off; right, or you snooze. So you're running late and
you're on the freeway and you're speeding, you're about five minutes
away, you get off the freeway and you got one stoplight to get through.
You're driving up, you're speeding, and that light hits yellow.

At that point in time, how fast does your mind think, | got to
brake because there's probably a cop around or I'm going to hurt
somebody or I've got to get this interview and I'm going through it. That's
how fast decisions can be made to kill somebody.

It's this idea of premeditation is not about this preconceived
plan. If you -- this is what first degree murder is, you have in your mind
you're going to kill somebody and you kill them. You take out a knife, you
stab them, that's premedication. It can be as fast as successive thoughts
of the mind.

Now, facts of this case, if you believe that at the time Thomas
pulled that knife out of his pocket and stabbed Ezekiel in the heart, if you
believed in his mind that that was willful and that was deliberate and that
there was a thought process, | take out the knife and I'm going to stab
him, he is guilty of first degree murder. It can be made that fast.

Now, | want to talk to you about second degree murder; okay.
Now, second degree murder is defined much quicker and much easier.
And what the law says is that murder of the second degree is murder with

malice aforethought but without the admixture of premedication and
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deliberation. All murder which is not murder of the first degree is murder
of the second degree.

So what that saying is, is if you find that there was in fact
premeditation, if there wasn't that deliberation, it was just a hasty decision
made, that's second degree murder. So any murder that's not first that
you don't find that premeditation, and willfulness, deliberation, that's
second degree murder.

So let me give you an example of second degree murder. For
instance, let's say somebody is drunk or very high and they make the
decision, sloppily to pull out a gun or a knife and kill somebody. Perhaps
they did not have the mental ability at that time to form the requisite intent.
They didn't have all the wherewithal to premeditate or to commit a
premeditation. That's a second degree murder. Where you don't have
that added, that, those thoughts that | was talking about. You don't have
the time or you don't makeup that intent to kill somebody but you still Kill
somebody, that is second degree murder.

So how does that apply to this case? If you believe that
Thomas took out that knife and stabbed it into Ezekiel and it was willfully
done, he willfully took out that knife and stabbed him, but you don't find
that he had the wherewithal to make those decisions, he didn't have the
premeditation, like, I'm going to take this knife and I'm going to willfully do
it and kill him, then he is guilty of second degree murder; okay.

There's one last choice and that's voluntary manslaughter.
Voluntary manslaughter is a voluntary killing upon a heat of passion

caused by a provocation apparently sufficient to make this passion
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irresistible. The provocation must either consist of a serious and highly
provoking injury inflicted upon the person killing. Sufficient to excite an
irresistible passion in a reasonable person or an attempt by the person
killed to commit a serious personal injury on the person killing. For the
sudden violent impulsive passion to be irresistible, resulting in the killing,
which is voluntary manslaughter, there must not have been an interval
between the assault or provocation and the killing sufficient for the voice
of reason and humanity to be heard. For if there should appear to have
been an interval between the assault or provocation given and the killing,
sufficient for the voice of reason and humanity to be heard, then the killing
shall be determined by you to be murder.

Again, let me give you an example because we don't need to
read all those words over and over again; okay.

So police officer is getting off work and he has his gun on his
belt, he comes up, goes up the stairs, he finds his wife in bed with his best
friend. He immediately takes out his gun and shoots them both. That's a
killing done in a heat of passion. That can be arguably a voluntary
manslaughter.

But, let's say the police officer leaves his car down in -- leaves
his gun down in his car or his truck. He goes upstairs, he finds his wife in
bed with his best friend, he leaves them, walks downstairs, goes and
grabs his gun, goes back, and shoots them both. That's not a voluntary
manslaughter. During that time period, you should have the wherewithal
to think to yourself, I'm not going to get my gun and kill my wife and my

best friend. It has to be a heat of passion.
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And if you go back and you look at the law -- excuse me, look at
the law, it has to be sufficient to excite an irresistible passion in a
reasonable person.

So it's a reasonable person standard. If you get punched in the
nose, is it reasonable for you to take out a knife and stab somebody or for
you to take out a gun and shoot somebody. Is that reasonable behavior?
That is not reasonable behavior.

If you look at your three options in this case, voluntary
manslaughter is not one of them. For you this decision is between first
degree murder and second degree murder. The facts of this case do not
match the law of voluntary manslaughter.

And when you go back there, the State would request that you
look through the instructions, and you look at voluntary manslaughter, and
you compare them to the facts in this case, and you will see that the facts
of this case do not support voluntary manslaughter.

The last thing that when you -- well, two things is, we need to
talk about is a deadly weapon. | think that that's probably an obvious
thing. But that's any instrument, which if used in the ordinary manner
contemplated by its design and construction will or is likely to cause
substantial bodily harm or death.

So, obviously, we know that a knife was used and we know that
a knife can cause death. So a deadly weapon was used in this case.

But one thing about a deadly weapon is you can look at the way
in which it was used. And you can consider the way in which it was used

and how that shows you what the Defendant's mindset was.
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And what the State would ask you to look at is not only the
pictures but also the testimony of Dr. Roquero, who was the medical
examiner. And what did he say? He said that there were two sharp force
injuries to Ezekiel. One of them was a stab wound, that would be from
like a jabbing or a plunging type action. And then the second one was an
incised wound, meaning that it's longer than it is deep into the body.

So the State would ask you to look at manner in which this
weapon was used and what does that tell you about what was in the
Defendant's mind. That knife, in order to get to where it got in the heart, it
had to go through, obviously, the skin, through the cartilage, through the
rib cage, and through the heart. Had to go into the body at least four
inches to get where it needed to be.

He didn't stab him in the arm. He didn't stab him in the leg. He
stabbed him in the chest, in the heart. What do you think is going to
happen to someone when you take a knife and plunge it through their
heart?

That was not a mistake. That was not an accident. When you
take a knife and plunge it in that area, you have the intention to Kill
someone. And when you look, that is what's referred to as a gaping stab
wound. That ain't no nick. That's no slice. That is a real, deal stab
wound.

And | didn't circle it. But you can clearly see the stab wound in
the middle of the heart.

The State is never required to recover a deadly weapon. So,

you know, if someone gets rid of a gun or gets rid of a knife and we don't
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have the ability to recover it, we are not required to do so by the law in
order for you to find that a deadly weapon was used.

The last thing | want to talk about is we talked what this is and
that's a case of either first degree murder or second degree murder
depending on the facts that you apply with the law.

What this is not, is this not a valid case of self-defense. And
what I'm going to do now is I'm going to go through the law on
self-defense and explain what the evidence in this case shows.

Before | do so, the first -- for the first time this morning, you
heard the Defendant's story, so the Defendant's rendition of the facts.

And in that the Defendant stated that it was Angel who came in
and got him. And when she came in and got him, she said, hey, Brittney
and Kyriell are tussling out front. So he goes downstairs. Through the
Defendant's own words, he stated that when he got downstairs and went
outside, Kyriell hands were no longer on Brittney. He had just let Brittney
go. He goes for Kyriell and he punches Kyriell. Therefore he's the
original aggressor. That's when those two lock onto each other and when
they're locked onto each other, he hears Kyriell say, get 'em, get 'em, and
that's when Ezekiel gets out of the car and punches him in the nose.

Now, you heard some testimony today that the Defendant said
that the punch was pretty forcible, it was pretty shocking to him, so he
thought that maybe Kyriell had -- excuse me, Ezekiel had something in his
hand, like a little small bar or something. But he never saw any weapon.

That's when they all three square up and Ezekiel comes

towards him, lunges for him, and that's when he pulls out his knife and he
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stabs him. And what was the reasoning he gave for why he stabbed
Ezekiel? | don't -- | didn't want to get hit again. Not, | didn't want to get
stabbed, not | didn't want to die, not | didn't want to get shot. | simply did
not want to get hit again.

He goes inside, flees, destroys the knife, and gets rid of it.

That is not self-defense. This is what the law says self-defense
is, the killing of another person in self-defense is justified when the person
who does the killing actually and reasonably believes two things.

So you have to actually believe this and that belief has to be
reasonable.

That there is an imminent danger that the assailant will either
kill him or another person or cause him great bodily injury. And that it is
absolutely necessary under the circumstances for him to use in
self-defense force or means that might cause the death of the another
person for the purposes of avoiding death or great bodily injury to himself
or another.

Here, what evidence do we have that there was imminent
danger or great bodily injury.

First of all, I'd ask you to look at the size difference between
these individuals. At the time of booking, the Defendant was booked in at
about six feet tall, six-feet, six-feet-one, 206 pounds. Kyriell,
five-foot-eight, 150 pounds. Ezekiel, six-foot-one, 134 pounds.

The Defendant stated he knew that there were no weapons, no
knife, no guns.

And then I'd also ask you, when you go in there, you'll have full
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body pictures of both Ezekiel and the Defendant.

This wasn't some brutal, you know, dual to the death fight you
see on Game of Thrones. | mean, this is a fist fight in the middle of the
street. If you look at their bodies, first of all, look at the difference in size.
| mean this respectfully, but Ezekiel is an incredibly, incredibly thin human
being. The Defendant had quite a degree of bulk to him.

This is not great bodily injury, this is not death, this doesn't
mean you get to pull out a knife and do that. Look at their differences in
injury. He doesn't have two black eyes, he doesn't have a busted head
open, busted arms, bloody knuckles.

In three minutes he made this decision.

That is not what self-defense says. Self-defense must be an
honest but unreasonable belief in the necessity for self-defense does not
negate malice and does not reduce the offense from murder to
manslaughter.

The belief that you're about to die or you're about to suffer
imminent great bodily injury has to be reasonable. It has to be what a
reasonable person would think and do.

A bare fear of death or great bodily injury is not sufficient to
justify a killing. To justify taking the life of another in self-defense, the
circumstances must be sufficient to excite the fears of a reasonable
person placed in a similar situation. The person killing must act under the
influence of those fears alone and not in revenge. Where a person
without voluntarily seeking, provoking, inviting, or willingly engaging in a

difficulty of his own free will, is attacked by an assailant, he has the right
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to stand his ground and not retreat when faced with the threat of deadly
force.

So what that says is, you know, someone's coming at you, you
have the right to stand your ground, you have the right to protect yourself.

There was absolutely no deadly force being used against
Mr. Cash. At no point in time was there any testimony from anyone,
including the Defendant, that he was ever faced with the threat of deadly
force.

In his own words, ladies and gentlemen, | did it because | did
not want to get hit again.

Now, there is a little bit different law, if you are the original
aggressor. So if | go and | pick a fight with Ms. DiGiacomo, | don't get to
ever say, oh, well, if, let's say | kill her, | can't then say, well, | did it in
self-defense because I'm the original aggressor. I'm the one that started
it.

At the only time that | can ever kill her in self-defense, when I'm
the original aggressor, is if | go after her and we're fighting and at some
point there's a break in the conduct and | say, I'm done, like | don't want
any more of this, and | go to retreat, and she comes back at me and I kill
her, that is a little bit different.

But when you look at the law for self-defense, it says, the right
of self-defense is not available to an original aggressor.

What evidence do we have that the Defendant was the original
aggressor? In this situation, he is the first person to throw a punch.

Kyriell says that, Brittney says that, Angel says that, and the Defendant
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himself says that.

This is very simple, if you believe the Defendant was the
original aggressor, he is not entitled to self-defense. He is not entitled to
self-defense.

And this supports what | was saying to you with my hypothetical
with Ms. DiGiacomo. The original aggressor is only entitled to exercise
self-defense if he makes a good faith endeavor to decline any further
struggle before the mortal blow is given.

There is no evidence in this case that Thomas ever made a
good faith effort to stop this struggle. There were several breaks during
this fight where he could have stopped this struggle. He could have
retreated.

A lot of the time people want to know why. Why do people kill
other people? Why do people do this? Why do people do that? Motive is
not something that the State ever has to prove. But it is something that
you can consider.

The Defendant himself states, Ezekiel got out of that car and
punched him hard in the nose and it hurt. | mean, there's no doubt it hurt.
There's swelling to that nose. There's a cut up nose. And he was angry.
He was angry and he was hurt. And within seconds, moments, he pulled
out a knife and stabbed Ezekiel. That wasn't because it was two-on-one,
that was because he was angry and he was hurt.

Battery with intent to kill is the second charge and it is very
easy. And what it says is this, battery is any willful or unlawful use of

force of violence upon the person of another. So if | come up to you and |
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push you, that's a battery. I've used force that's not lawful. I've made
contact with you that that's -- and that's not lawful. If | do that with the
intent to kill you, so if | take a knife and | stab you with it, | meant to have
an unlawful contact with you, and | meant that you could would die from
that contact. That's battery with intent to Kkill.

It's very easy to get lost in all of the minutia and all of the
stories.

The last thing I'd like to say is that keep it simple, keep it simple.
It really boils down to two stories and that's how | started; right? It's either
it was one-on-one, Ezekiel and the Defendant were engaged in
something, or it was two-on-one. Either way, it doesn't matter. Even if it's
two-on-one, you don't get to pull out a knife and plunge it through
somebody's heart. If you could do that, that means that every bar fight,
every fight that happens on a football field, or after a game, people could
be pulling out weapons and killing each other and claiming self-defense.
That's not what self-defense is about. It doesn't matter which story you
believe. If you believe if it was two-on-one or if it was one-on-one, you
don't get to do what Thomas Cash did to Ezekiel Devine.

| started out this morning when | said, you know, people have to
be accountable for the decisions they make and the actions that they take.
And Thomas made those -- he made that decision. He made that
decision to get involved in that fight. He made the decision to pull out a
weapon. And he made a decision to plunge it into Ezekiel's chest. And a
life was lost because of that.

You don't get to do that and then walkout, hands up, sorry, it
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was a fight. No. You don't get to do that. There are consequences for
taking another person's life. And it doesn't get to be, | didn't want to get
hit again.

He made those decisions and it's up to a jury of his peers to
decide what those decisions were.

If you believe he took out that knife and in those seconds had
the intention to kill Ezekiel Devine, he is guilty of first degree murder.

And if you believe he took out that knife and didn't think that
quickly, oh, I'm going to kill him but he still had the willfulness and the
malice aforethought, he is guilty of second degree murder. Any other
choice is not supported by the law.

Thank you.

THE COURT: Go ahead.

CLOSING ARGUMENT BY THE DEFENSE

MR. LONG: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, thank you for
your time, thank you for your patience during this trial.

In the beginning of this trial, a week ago, | asked you to come
with me to Pistachio Nut Avenue on the night of December 11th, 2017.

What happened that night, the past week, you have heard
differing versions. If you believe Kyriell, he went over to Brittney's house
to pick up a daughter that he has in common with Brittney Turner. During
the exchange, Thomas came out, a fight started, and Ezekiel got out of
the car and we are where we are.

If you believe Angel, Angel was sitting in her bedroom window,

whatever she saw and whatever she heard, was sufficient for her to run to
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Thomas for help.

Now, Kyriell was out there for 15 minutes. He made five or six
phone calls. Was there any problem? Did Thomas go out and say, get
out of my yard? Did he initiate that fight? No.

Angel saw her pregnant sister grabbed by the arms. Brittney
says it was by the wrist and shaken against a car.

There's a white car in the driveway, there's the car Kyriell came
up in, which is parked blocking the driveway. Does it matter if she's being
shaken against the car in the driveway or the car in the street?

Thomas did not look out the window and say, h'm, it looks like
Brittney is in trouble. | better get out there. He was summoned by his
stepdaughter to go out and help his other stepdaughter, his six months'
pregnant stepdaughter.

Were there any marks on Brittney? She just said she was
grabbed by her wrists. Angel says she was grabbed here. The police
didn't look.

In the beginning of her -- of their closing statement, the State
said, this is a simple fist fight, how did we get to murder?

Ladies and gentlemen, this was not a simple fist fight. It started
as possibly a simple fist fight between Kyriell and Thomas but it didn't end
that way. Thomas is not sitting there accused or charged of doing
anything to Kyriell.

What started as a fist fight, a one-on-one, quickly escalated into
a two-on-one. Two young men, Kyriell saying he's in perfect physical

condition. Not even half of this man's age, ganging up on him.
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It was not a simple fist fight. It was two-on-one.

And in the versions you've heard, you've heard a version of
Kyriell, he's told you what he remembers. He was in a fight, Ezekiel got
out to break up the fight, he said that Ezekiel was just trying to be neutral.
He was trying to calm everything down. And then Ezekiel fell. Kyriell
takes a look at him, looks okay. I'm going to run. I'm going to try to kick in
his door. That's what he testified to.

Kyriell never testified Britthey was trying to hold him back.
That's Kyriell's version.

How much credibility do you give Kyriell? He wasn't supposed
to be at Brittney's house. He says that he put his hands on her to calm
her down.

Ladies and gentlemen, he'd been waiting for 15 minutes. He's
made five or six phone calls. The yelling is so loud that the neighbor next
door can hear. If he was really trying to calm the situation down, how
could anybody hear his voice? He put his hands on the mother of his
children. How much credibility do you give a person like that?

If you believe Brittney, Kyriell was just grabbing her right here,
on the wrist, shaking her. But not like a shaken baby. And that's when
Thomas comes out, the fight starts, Brittney tries to break it up, something
that Kyriell said didn't happen.

You know, Brittney is six months pregnant. There's a lot of
yelling, there's a lot of pandemonium. And then what happened?

Then Angel testified. Angel testified that she looked out her

window and she saw her sister getting shaken against the car by Kyriell.
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Whatever she saw was enough for her to go to Thomas for help. She got
Thomas, they engage in fighting, they broke apart. She testified over and
over again that they were chasing each other.

And then there's Tamisha. Tamisha testifies that when Thomas
came out they had recently let go. Different versions.

But there is one common denominator in all of these stories and
there has not been a scintilla of evidence to say otherwise. The State
puts up there on the screen, consistency. What is one consistent fact with
all of these versions? Ezekiel is sitting in the car, in the passenger seat,
and he gets out to join the fray.

Who is the original aggressor between Thomas and Ezekiel? It
is Ezekiel. The officer who sat there this morning testified, was there
anything to show that Thomas verbally or physically incited a fight with
Ezekiel? No.

Ezekiel gets out of the car, there is a fight going on, and wham.
Now it's two-on-one. Now it is not a simple fist fight. Now, this man is
outnumbered. He's 52 years old. Two athletic young men who are
starting the beating. That is the common denominator through all those
stories.

So does it matter where was the car parked, was it backed in,
was it pulled in, how far away, how many steps?

Take a step back, like the State said, keep it simple. We are
not here to judge the actions, the fight, that occurred between Thomas
and Kyriell. We're not here to determine whether or not Kyriell committed

domestic battery against the mother of two of his children. We are here to
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determine whether or not Thomas should be criminally responsible for
taking the life of Ezekiel Devine. And as I'm going to explain, he should
not.

The common denominator is that Ezekiel willingly, knowingly,
got out and joined this fight.

So who is the original aggressor? If you take a look at jury
instruction 24, self-defense is not available to an original aggressor. The
State wants to paint Thomas as the original aggressor, that his action
coming downstairs to defend his stepdaughter makes him the aggressor.

But as | have said, we are not here to talk about the fight
between Kyriell and Thomas. Ezekiel became the aggressor when he got
out of the car.

The State, in its closing, they just said there's three choices.
First degree murder, second degree murder, voluntary manslaughter.
There's a fourth choice, there is self-defense.

The State has to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that Thomas
did not act in self-defense. And so remember, not only do you have the
two-on-one, not only do have you a hard punch to the face that he thinks
might be a bar or, as the detective said, maybe, you know, the detective
suggested maybe a brass knuckle. What are they saying when this is
going on? Get my gun. Kill this motherf'r. Get my shit.

So you've got two people beating on you and they're yelling that
they're going to kill you.

Self-defense reasonable under these circumstances? Yes.

And so you say it's just a simple fist fight, how could it escalate
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into murder? Well, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, let me ask you, when
did the knife come out? When it was a simple fist fight, when Thomas
was coming to the aid of his daughter, did he have a knife in his hand?
No.

Every witness who sat up there said they engaged each other
with their hands. Just Thomas and Kyriell they were just going at it. That
is a simple fist fight.

When it becomes two-on-one Thomas is now at a considerable
disadvantage, not only because of his age, but because there's two
people now. And they are getting ready to attack. That is when the knife
comes oult.

And he says, yes, he doesn't want to get hit again, but he's also
coming towards me. What is going to follow getting hit again? Hit again,
again, again.

And the State says, Thomas could have stopped this fight at
any time. Yes, he could have laid down and let them beat him senseless
and beat him to death.

But remember, his granddaughter is out there. So is his
pregnant stepdaughter, so is Angel. So is his niece. And these two
young men hollering about getting guns and killing and shooting all the
while it's two-on-one.

Thomas never tried to stab Kyriell. Kyriell doesn't have a single
wound on him. He never threatened him.

You've heard the evidence, ladies and gentlemen.

Now, Carolina Flores lives next door. Her English is bad. She
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spoke through with an interpreter. And the first thing that she testifies is
that she hears voices outside. They're yelling, there's arguing. The lights
on, the bathroom window is covered with steam, there's no testimony that
she wiped it off, that she opened it. But the noise is getting worse and
worse. And then she goes downstairs and it's getting so bad that she
decides to open the front door and let's see what all this commotion is
about. And as all this yelling is going on, that's when she hears a thud,
when she goes outside, Ezekiel is already on the ground.

Do we know what that impact was? Was it Thomas hitting the
ground? No. Was it Ezekiel hitting the ground? We don't know. Was it
Kyriell hitting? Was it a punch? Was it a body falling on the ground? We
don't know.

She heard a thud, she went out, by then Ezekiel is on the
ground, Kyriell is over him asking for help. And so, | guess, Kyriell has
already run back to the front door and tried to kick it down and then come
back. That's what he testified to. And she brought him towels.

The State has made arguments that the Defendant and his
families conduct afterwards perhaps show something amiss. They had to
be called out with a bullhorn. The police officer testified they didn't go to
the door, they didn't know what they were dealing with. They first get the
bullhorn, they walked out the first time. Everybody was cooperative.
Nobody yelled, I'm not saying anything. Nobody yelled, don't come into
my house. Completely cooperative. Everybody was on board.

Yeah, Tamisha left to go get cigarettes. She didn't know

anybody had been killed at this point.
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And it's interesting, you know, the State says, | want to tell you
the real story. And in this real story, supposedly Thomas and Ezekiel are
just -- just the two of them fighting, while Kyriell is doing whatever and
Thomas takes out his knife and stabs Ezekiel and then Ezekiel falls and
Kyriell is there over the body of his dear friend crying out for help.

The real story that the State told you by the State -- just told you
in closing, isn't the story that Kyriell said.

Remember, Kyriell said, he looked at Ezekiel, he was okay, he
ran to the front of the house, because they started beating on Thomas
and he was going to finish it. The door was locked. He used his
shoulder. He used his foot. He tried to kick it in but the door was locked.
And all the while, according to the detective saying today, I'm going to
shoot you, I'm going to shoot you.

The question that the State asked you is, did Thomas have to
get involved? I've said it before. Thomas was summoned. And | suspect
at the end of the day, no, he didn't have to. You can see a car accident
on the roadway, you can see somebody lying there bleeding, and you can
drive on by minding your own business.

Your daughter, your stepdaughter, your pregnant stepdaughter
because she can be out in the front yard getting beaten by her boyfriend,
and you can say, eh, I'm busy, I've got to wrap these present.

That's not the type of man Thomas is. Thomas's daughter
came to him for help. Angel saw that her sister needed help. And it
wasn't because she saw an argument. | guarantee you, two sisters have

had arguments before, they know the difference between an argument
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and a battery. Angel knows when her sister needs help and knows when
it's just more, more drama. She needed help. If she didn't need help, she
wouldn't have got up and went and got Thomas.

So why did this escalate into violence? Was there even a bit of
evidence that when Thomas came out Kyriell said, whoa,
misunderstanding. What Thomas saw he knew that he had to take action.
He had to engage Kyriell to prevent further injury to his stepdaughter, to
her unborn child, and the little baby that is out there.

The State just seems to want to put all of the onus on Thomas.
Run out there, let's see, is he touching her, is he shaking her, h'm? The
law doesn't require you to do that.

If you look at the self-defense jury instruction, it not only allows
for defense of yourself but for defense of others. A person kills another in
self-defense it must appear that the danger was so urgent and pressing
that in order to save his own life or the life of another person or to prevent
anyone from receiving death or substantial bodily harm. You can take
that life.

Do you really believe that Kyriell is this patient, saintly man just
trying to calm down Brittney? Just trying to make this situation go
peaceful. Were those his actions that night? Does a peaceful man like
that say, get my gun, kill this motherf'r? Of course not.

Are there times that this fight could have stopped? Throughout
this trial we have seen witnesses testify and the State has brought out
possible inconsistencies. And the best example is when Toni, Thomas's

wife testified yesterday, if you'll remember Toni testified, Kyriell is not
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allowed in my house. And on cross-examination, well, isn't it true that you
just said he wasn't allowed inside your house. When, in fact, the exact
line was, he's not allowed at my house. He's not allowed inside.

Are there times that this could have stopped? And the answer
is, possibly, if Thomas wanted to just lay there. But the law does not
require him to do that.

If you look at jury instruction number 27 -- actually number 25,
actual danger is not necessary to justify a killing in self-defense. A person
has a right to defend from apparent danger.

Thomas has no duty to lay down and say, bring it on young
men. Young men who play football, who are in perfect physical condition,
you just go ahead and beat me into next week.

The killing or attempted killing, if you look at jury instruction 21,
is justified and not unlawful when the person who does the killing
reasonably believes that there is an imminent danger that the assailant, in
this case, Ezekiel, is going to kill him or cause him great bodily injury to
himself or to another person.

What's going to happen to Thomas's granddaughter outside --

MS. DIGIACOMO: Obijection, relevance.

THE COURT: Sustained.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Improper argument too.

MR. LONG: Now, let's talk about a weapon. A weapon, what
the police officer said Thomas testified, a tiny, little work knife that he
always had. Something that felt so innocuous in his pocket. It was just

like carrying car keys or a pen or anything else.
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When Thomas left his house to defend his stepdaughter on the
night of December 11th, he didn't stop by the kitchen, where the officer
testified, there was a big selection of knives.

He went out as quickly as he could because he believed
Brittney was in imminent danger. He just so happened, as | said in
opening argument, the man is an HVAC technician. His daughter testified
he fixes machines, fixes the vending machine at McDonald's. He works at
Sears. He always has this little knife clipped right here.

And he said that.

Is that when someone's going out to kill? Is that when
somebody wants to use? Is that the weapon of choice.

And then when it comes to Tamisha, the State basically says,
don't believe her. She said her head is a little messed up. She gave
conjecturing stories. But when it comes to the statement that Thomas
supposedly made to her on a cell phone, believe every word she says,
believe that Thomas denied stabbing Ezekiel.

First of all, what Thomas said to his relative is completely
immaterial. Look at Thomas's actions. He hears, he's dead, let's go down
to the police.

There has been a lot of evidence that Ezekiel was not that big,
skinny. Kyriell testifies that he weighs 150 pounds, that he's in perfect
physical shape.

And you've heard the testimony about the fight. Was there any
evidence presented in this trial, ladies and gentlemen, that this fight began

with the parties announcing their weight? |s this a WWE fight where they
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say, weighing in at this corner is Ezekiel Devine at 135 pounds, weighing
in this corner.

Ezekiel Devine introduced himself to Thomas Cash on a dark
December night with a punch to the face so he could help his friend,
Kyriell, beat this man to a pulp or kill him. That's what they were yelling,
about killing.

He was wearing how many layers of clothes when we saw the
autopsy pictures? Big black sweater, sweatpants. On a dark December
night Thomas is supposed to have the ability to say, h'm, he's only a 30,
only a 130 pounds, only 140 pound, | can take a few more of those
because he's not that big.

This isn't an old western movie where the two stood at opposite
ends and sized each other up and talked a lot of trash. That is not how
this fight started. It was dark. Both men were wearing jackets.

And it's not just the punch to the face, it's everything else that
accompanies it. It's the fact that there's two people beating on him and it's
the yelling, get my gun, kill him.

Even the night that it happened, Thomas said they were going
to get a gun and, you know, blowup his house. That's why he locked his
door when he ran inside.

If you look at jury instruction number 25, confronted by the
appearance of imminent danger, even if it develops afterwards, that the
person Killing was mistaken about the imminent danger. Even if the next
day Ezekiel's body is taken down to the coroner's office and layers of

black sweat suits are removed and he turns out to be a skinny little kid,
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Thomas didn't know it at the time.

Two-on-one, in a dark night, with Ezekiel using the element of
surprise. Talking about a gun. Does a gun hurt any less if it's fired by a
150 pound man or 250 pound man.

Now, the State has talked about Thomas's flight. You're all
supposed to use your commonsense. You know what happens when
you're in a fight. A lot of adrenaline. Fight or flight responses kicking in.
Flight in and of itself does not establish guilt. It alone is not. It's up to you
to decide what significance, if any, to attach to it.

But if you look at flight, | would also ask you to look at what
happens after the flight. Nobody knew when Thomas ran out the back
door that Ezekiel was dead. Even Kyriell did not know. Kyriell said he
looked at Ezekiel, looked good, runs to the front door. It isn't until Ezekiel
is crying out from the street for help that he realizes the extent of his
wound.

So when Thomas left, he didn't know anybody had been killed.
He knew there was a fight. He probably knew there were going to police
ramifications. But when he heard that he was killed, what did Thomas
do? He went back home and he went to the police station, after being
told, you're probably going to jail. Three o'clock in the morning. He didn't
even wait until business hours the next morning. | am going to tell you my
side of the story. Why? Because | defended myself and | defended my
daughter. | defended my house. My children.

The police officer said he had wounds consistent with a fight.

He had a cut on his nose. His nose, he testified this morning, it was
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swollen. He had abrasions on his arm consistent with the struggle that he
had with Kyriell. And he told the police that night that he had been
threatened with having his house shot up by the man that he was fighting
with.

Now, how did Ezekiel die? The first withess, Dr. Roquero, he
said it was a single stab wound traveling upward.

Now, Ezekiel, who we just saw in the State's closing argument,
is six-foot-one. He's taller than Thomas. Why is this wound traveling
upward? If the two squared off and Thomas said, I'm not going to take a
punch, I'm just going to get out my knife instead, which direction would the
wound go? It's up to you to decide.

There is no opinion from the doctor as to the causation of the
marks around Ezekiel's right eye. But every withess who was there, you
know, relating to law enforcement, say that this body was dragged,
somewhere between 10 and 12 feet by the decedent's brother. That
could account for the line across the chest. And as we showed early on,
he was dragged on the right side of his head.

You've seen the pictures, the marks, are those from a punch or
are they from being dragged across asphalt?

Thomas stabbed Ezekiel one time in self-defense because
that's all that's necessary. If this was truly a case of first degree murder,
where Thomas was out after revenge, how dare you break my nose,
wouldn't you expect to see multiple stab wounds. That's up for you to
decide.

Thomas not only went down to the police, he waived his rights.
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Policeman confronts you, you don't have to say anything. Thomas could
have sat in his house and never said a word. But he didn't. He wanted
his story told and that is the story that | am telling you.

But look at the consistencies in Thomas's story that he gave
early in the morning of December 12th. They were threatening to shoot
up my house, hit me so hard, two-on-one fight. Every time, three different
times, where the policeman asked him, why did you stab Ezekiel?
Because he was coming towards me.

Now, ladies and gentlemen, you don't leave your commonsense
at the door. He wasn't coming towards him to give him a Christmas gift. It
was that time of year. We know what Ezekiel was up to. He and Kyriell
were determined to beat that man possibly to death.

What started this altercation? Well, the State has gone through
great lengths to portray Thomas as the initial aggressor. Has there been
any evidence that Thomas was just not in the Christmas spirit and just
decided he wanted to go pick a fight. Kyriell was outside of Thomas's
house for 15 minutes with no problem whatsoever.

Thomas was summoned. Is a person really the aggressor
when his stepdaughter comes in and says help? Is that the same as
somebody who wakes up and says, h'm, | feel like a fight tonight? No.
This difficulty was brought to him.

What evidence has been presented of any malice aforethought?
What evidence has been presented that Thomas even had the time, that
most of us use to run a red light or a yellow light or a pink one, to

formulate an intent to kill? None.
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Can you imagine the pandemonium that Thomas stepped into
when he went outside his house. You have Brittney, Brittney is already
yelling so loud that the neighbor next door can hear her. And she
continues to yell all through the altercation. You have not one but two
people yelling about shooting and killing, you have a crying baby, you
have Angel. And in that whole mix you're fighting two people less than
half your age.

How fast did this happen? Does Thomas have even the split
second that we use to run yellow lights? Did he even have that? And the
answer, of course, is a resounding, no.

What happened on December 11th, 2017, was a tragedy. No
one is going to deny that. Not me; not anybody.

But one of your jury instructions says you are not to let your
passions, your sympathies, anything like that cloud your judgment. Was
Thomas, in your opinion as jurors, was he right to believe that he was in
imminent danger of great bodily harm or death?

So in the end of her closing statement, where -- of the State’s
closing statement, the State said, what did Thomas do? And they said,
Thomas killed Ezekiel. It's not what Thomas did. Thomas protected his
stepdaughter. Thomas protected himself. Thomas was attacked.

The one thing that | want to emphasize again, when this was a
simple fist fight, the knife was nowhere to be seen. The knife doesn't
come out until it's two-on-one.

And there are more than three choices you can make. You can

make a choice to say, yeah, what happened there was a tragedy, and I'm
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sorry, and people have suffered greatly. But Thomas does not have any
criminal liability because Nevada allows a man to stand his ground. There
is no duty to retreat. And when Thomas or me or anyone else, for that
matter, is in danger of death or substantial bodily harm or is trying to
protect someone else from that danger, they are justified in taking a
human life.

So, ladies and gentlemen, | would ask that when you go back in
and consider the jury instructions and consider the evidence that you've
seen, but like the State says, keep it simple. Has there been even a
scintilla, an iota of evidence that indicates Thomas was the aggressor to
Ezekiel? Ezekiel lost his life because he got out and decided to join his
friend, who he called K2, they had monikers for each other, Zek, and K2,
and Twin. He decided to help him beat Thomas, kill him, wound him,
maim him.

And Thomas used his statutory right to defend himself and
defend his family.

And when you agree that this happened in self-defense, it
doesn't mean that Ezekiel Devine's life was lost in vain. It doesn't mean
that it's not a tragedy. It doesn't mean that people can't be sad. It means
that under the definition of murder in the laws of Nevada, this man is not
guilty.

Thank you.

THE COURT: Ready?

MS. DIGIACOMO: We need to switch over.

THE COURT: Switch over.
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MS. DIGIACOMO: Oh, sweet. Hold on. Let me start the show;
okay.

CLOSING ARGUMENT BY THE STATE

MS DIGIACOMO: As my co-counsel stated earlier we're here --
and -- oh, wait, sorry.

We're here because of the actions of one person, the
Defendant, Mr. Cash, over there. That's why we're here. He is the one
that night that chose to pull out a knife and chose to stab Ezekiel through
the heart. He chose --

MR. LONG: Your Honor, could you ask counsel to stand closer
to the microphone. I'm sorry, he can't hear you.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Is that better? Okay, sorry about that.

THE COURT: Be careful you don't pull that wire out.

MS. DIGIACOMO: I'm sorry, if | -- it's still good though; all right.

Let me start over. All right.

So as | stated the Defendant is the one that made these
decisions that night that cost Ezekiel Devine his life. Nobody else. It's
Ezekiel. And defense counsel can stand up here and tell you, well, it's
Kyriell's fault because he went over to the house to pick up the baby he's
not allowed to be at. Or it's Ezekiel's fault because he got out of the car to
help his friend. It's anybody else's fault except the Defendant's. Even
though he is the one that stabbed him through the heart.

So let's look why this is not self-defense. It doesn't fit. This is
not he had - he was justified in doing what he did. As we stated

previously, you have to look at what he did before, what he did during this
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situation, and what he did after.

His actions during this incident it epitomizes nothing except
murder. His actions show he murdered, either first or second degree,
Ezekiel that night.

And we're going to talk next about his actions afterwards
because his behavior afterwards shows the Defendant's just trying to get
away with murder. This is not justified.

If you look, he went outside, okay, and there was no reason to
engage in Kyriell. We are not saying that Angel coming to him and telling
him, hey, there's something going on outside, you need to see. The State
is not submitting that he wasn't justified in going down and seeing what
the situation was. Any parent would probably do that.

But what the State is submitting, he did not need to engage and
start this fight. Because it was clearly the Defendant that did it.

And even in his own statement he admitted there was a break
in the contact. There was where the fight had stopped. There was no
reason for him to escalate it to murder and pull out a knife.

You know, and defense counsel can say, oh, well, you know,
these two young strappy football players, you know, and they're such
better shape. Really? From the time that the Defendant -- Ezekiel got out
of the car, the Defendant had this strappy football player, who's in better
shape than him in ahold that he couldn't get out of.

And the Defendant, who's not in such good shape, well, we'll
talk about, he had no problem jumping over a couple of walls with a long

drop.
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But the Defendant even admitted he never saw the other two
with a weapon. The Defendant is the only one that brought the weapon to
the fist fight. He's the only one.

And then after what did he do? If he's really so, oh, my gosh,
they came at me, | was scared for my life. | had to defend myself with a
weapon. Did he call 9-1-1? Nope. Did he change his appearance?
Absolutely. He goes into the house to try and stop the bleeding. And
what does he do? He puts on sweatshirt and he -- he -- takes off from the
house.

So nobody, you know, he's not walking around the streets with
blood down the front of him where somebody might call the police. No, he
changes his appearance.

He doesn't call 9-1-1 even though he says he's, you know, he
tells the police, I'm so scared because the -- the -- Kyriell was saying he
was going to shoot up the house so | locked the door and | went out the
back leaving a crippled woman, a three year old, a 17 year old, and his
niece in the house. Not scared they're going to get shot at. But he took
off over the back wall.

He ran from the scene. And, again, went over two walls,
including a big drop. Look at that photograph where the light pole is on
the Spruce Fern address, that second wall he had to jump over, it's pretty
big drop. He had no problem doing that to getaway.

And what does he do after he finds out Ezekiel is dead from his
stabbing him? He destroys the knife. He breaks off the blade and the

handle and he tosses it. He gets rid of it.
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That's not some -- that's the way a person who's acting in
self-defense acts. That's somebody who's, ew, shoot, | just murdered
somebody. | got to get out of here because | don't want to get caught.
That's what the Defendant's actions relay.

And, again, after the incident he called Tamisha. And, yes, that
is what she told the police that night.

But she called -- he called her and she spoke to him while
they're all the house, with all the police activity outside, before their
bullhorned, and she told him, he's dead.

And, again, his reaction was not, oh, my gosh, | had to. |
couldn't help myself. He came at me. | felt threatened. No. It was, oh, |
didn't do it. | never touched him. If he's dead, | didn't do it. It wasn't me.
That's his first reaction. That is not somebody who just acted in
self-defense.

And he didn't immediately, as defense counsel say, oh, well, the
minute he found out he was dead, he turned himself into the police. He
did the right thing. Ah, no, he didn't. He went somewhere. He didn't even
tell the police where he went between 7 o'clock and 2 o'clock in the
morning when he went back to his residence just after police left, of
course. Didn't turn himself in, didn't walk back to the residence and turn
himself in to the 40 patrol officers that were there until 1:30 in the morning.
Nope. He did not take responsibility. He turned himself in when he
thought he didn't see another way out. That's what happened.

And it's at that time now it's self-defense. Right after the crime,

when he called out what was going on at the house, are the police there.
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It was, | didn't do it. Now it's self-defense. Think about that.

| told you in the beginning when we started, keep in mind when
you hear these witnesses, you know, think about their motives, their
consistent stories, and don't leave your commonsense outside. Use your
commonsense. And when you do, you can tell, when you whittle down
the different versions, really what happened.

Let's look at Kyriell first; okay. Why should you believe his
version? Why should you find his version credible? Well, think about it.
He's not trying to get the Defendant in trouble. He's not making up what
happened. He's not even trying to justify what happened, nothing, when
he's with the police. He told you, when he's on the phone with 9-1-1 and
they're trying to send police, he's, like, | don't need police. | don't want
police. | just want a paramedic. | want somebody to come here and save
my friend. That's what he was thinking.

And he also told you when the police first got there, he wasn't
cooperative with them. He wasn't. He admitted that to you. But he
speaks to the police; okay, and he tells them what happens. Before he
has a chance to talk to anybody else; right?

The arriving officer got there within 30 seconds of the call
coming out because he just happened to be in the adjacent neighborhood.
And at the time, and you saw those pictures, they're there by the body
with -- there was -- the people who stopped to help him. There's nobody
else. You didn't see Brittney. You didn't see any of the family members.
It was just him. And then the police took him and he stayed in their keep

until he gave his statement later to them.

AA

Page 86

1319




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

He didn't have a chance; right, to think, to talk to anybody else,
like the Defendant did. He didn't have a chance to talk to family members,
ew, this is what we're going to say. He just told them this is what
happened.

And he, think about too, you know, there's a lot of things going
on and a lot of drama that you hear from the different witnesses, but he's
the one in the fight and he's the one that's concentrating on the fight and
he's the one that can tell you exactly what happened.

You know, with Brittney, she's an upset and screaming and
yelling at Thomas and worried about her baby. She's not paying attention
to blow by blow of these three minutes.

Angel, she's worried about the baby and she ends up taking her
in. And she says she's yelling at Kyriell and. But both of them also
admitted they weren't fully paying attention to the fight. And, | think, even
Brittney said, | didn't have my glasses on. And, Tamisha, you know, she
didn't have her glasses on.

But who is in this fight and telling you what happened? It's
Kyriell. And you can tell too he's telling you what really happened
because he's not -- embellishing or whatnot. He says exactly what
happened.

And he even says -- and | think | deleted it accidentally. But he
even says, when Ezekiel gets out of the car and breaks them up, he says,
Ezekiel said to me, chill out dude, don't do this, this is somebody's home.
As if he was the one that started it.

That tells you, he's telling you exactly what happened. Because
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he's not playing favorites. He's not trying to make himself look good or
Ezekiel look good. He's just saying this is what happened.

Oh, wait, there is it. Ezekiel told him to chill out.

But also too, you know, defense counsel said that, you know,
Kyriell saying, he's trying to calm down Brittney, but, you know, that's just
his story. But Brittney, Carolina, the neighbor, and Kyriell, and even
Angel, the defense witness, even said that he was trying to calm her
down.

So, you know, you can't just look at all this in a vacuum. But
look at at the time he gave a statement and also how consistent he's
been. You know, the only thing he told you, | don't remember Brittney
being there. But he remembers the fight and he was consistent with what
he told the police that night, to what he told you, to what he testified to
previously. So consider that when looking at, should we believe Kyriell.

With Brittney, clearly she's kind of in the middle of this. But
even though she did talk to her mom that night and was with her mom
before she talked to the police, because remember she left the scene, she
still said that it was the Defendant that threw the first punch and it was the
Defendant who started the fight; okay. And she stated that she was not in
fear at the time that the Defendant intervened. And she said that to the
police in her prior testimony.

Here in court, she now has said, well, no, | was, | was worried
about, you know, | didn't know what he could do. But look at what she
told the police and look at what she testified to previously. Despite the

fact this is her family. This is her stepdad. She still testified that he's --
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the Defendant's the one that started it. And at the time he started it, she
was not in fear or -- of danger.

Now, look at the opposite, let's look at the Defendant's family
and the witnesses that came in and testified for him. Things to consider
when looking at their motive and their believability and credibility. They
know this fight just happened, they go back inside, they know, you know,
and they’ve testified that Angel and Tamisha that, you know, they're
talking about they're out there with guns and going to blow us up. Not one
call. Not one person inside that house called 9-1-1, not one person. Even
after the Defendant leaves.

Not only, as co-counsel talked about flight, can be
consciousness of guilt and you have that instruction. But the family isn't
acting like the Defendant was just wrong to either, or that Kyriell did
something wrong, or that Ezekiel did something. They don't call the
police. They go in the house and shut the door. They don't even bring
out towels or water. Can we help? Can we get? They don't even call
9-1-1 because there's a guy dying in the street. Nothing. They don't help
him. They do not come out of that house until the bullhorn and the police
make them. And that's -- they're in there about 40 minutes before they
come out.

And you know because Angel admitted talking to them.
Tamisha admitted that she talked to the Defendant. They talked about
what happened before they came out of the house. And they also talked
with the Defendant before he turned himself into the police. They all have

a motive to help their family member.
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And they told you they don't know Ezekiel. Ezekiel to them they
don't know him. Not interested, you know, that's not what -- who they
care about. They care about the Defendant. So, of course, they're going
to try and do something or say something to help him.

Now, let's look at the Defendant, when you're looking at his
credibility or, you know, with his statement that he made to the police. He,
and his wife even testified, he came home like seven hours later after the
police had just cleared. He didn't even tell the detectives where he was
that whole time or why he didn't come home or an opportunity to come
home. But he was gone for seven hours. Comes home right after.

This is not, again, somebody who is -- appears to have been
acting in self-defense and turns himself into the police or wants to go to
the police for -- to let them know what happened. He waits a long time.
Talks to people. Then he goes in.

You know, he told detectives that he called his wife. Yet, she
testified she never talked to him. So does he mean Tamisha? Who's he
talking to? The State submits he's probably talking to multiple people that
were at the house.

He did not find out Ezekiel was dead and immediately turn
himself in. And also, you got to think about, he's the one charged here;
okay. He's the one. It's his actions that we're judging and he's the one
that's going to have to suffer any consequences of his actions.

And also, just to throw it out there, so, like, just one thing he
tells the police, and Angel said it too, that he's up there wrapping

Christmas presents. Well, look at the photos of the room. Where was he
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on the floor wrapping Christmas presents? | mean, just -- this is where
you can look at the photos and really layout what happened. | mean,
that's just one example.

So, here's what | want to do for you now; okay, so let's think
about this, Kyriell's at the scene, never -- the police show up, he's not
allowed to leave, he doesn't talk to anybody; right? He gives his story.

The Defendant is seven, or, well, really eight and a half hours
after the fact when he tells the police his version. But | want you, and
these are the two people that are really in the fight. Because the State
submits to you, Ezekiel was getting out just to help his friend. He wasn't
trying to attack the Defendant. He sees his friend in ahold so he's getting
out to help him.

But let's look at how similar and consistent their stories are. If
you see where they differ, is just where the Defendant has a self-serving
motivation to try and make himself look like it was, you know, not his fault.

So Kyriell testified -- and I'm sorry if | got away from the mic
again -- that Brittney and him were in a heated argument. And he admits,
he used his hands to push her away from him. And then Angel tells the
Defendant that Kyriell is, you know, banging Brittney against the car. So
that's why he comes down.

There is -- we're not saying that there's not physical contact
between Kyriell and Brittney. But it's not what the Defendant was told.
But he comes downstairs, fine, let's check out and see what's happening.

Kyriell says that they are separated when the Defendant comes

outside. Because if you remember, Kyriell says he's got his back, trying to
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put the baby -- well, originally, when he comes out, he's facing them,
they're not touching anymore, and Defendant asks Brittney, you know, did
he hit you? And she says, no. He turns his back, because if you
remember he said he was kind of smirking, and goes to put Londyn in the
car. So they're separated.

And the Defendant, in his version, says that Brittney's pulling
away from Kyriell when he gets out there. So they are separated. There's
no need for the Defendant to get involved because there's no force being
used against Brittney.

Kyriell says when he's putting Londyn in the car, Defendant
swings at him and misses. And Defendant admits that he punches Kyriell
and grabs him first; okay. Very consistent.

Kyriell uses his open hand to hit the Defendant's face or to push
him away. And Defendant even says, both were throwing punches at
each other.

Kyriell says a car comes down the street and separates them
and that he saw something shiny in the Defendant's hand. Defendant
admits he had a small knife in his hand.

Ezekiel falls to the ground. And the Defendant admits he has
stabbed him one time. And as you heard from the coroner, that stab
wound that went to his heart, it was going to be a rapid death. So he was
going to drop. He's not going to be walking around and still fighting after
that injury.

Defendant -- Kyriell said the Defendant then runs back in the

house. Defendant says the same thing. He ran back in the house.
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Kyriell says he ran after the Defendant. The Defendant says,
too, he did. Because, if you remember, the Defendant stated that he
heard, after he shut and locked the door, that Kyriell was saying he was
going to shoot up the house.

Kyriell tried to get into the house but he was unable to.
Defendant admitted he locked the door.

Kyriell said neither of them had a weapon, not him nor Ezekiel.
And the Defendant admitted the same thing. He never saw either of them
with a weapon.

Kyriell said that, you know, oh -- sorry, my slides are out of
order.

Kyriell said in the beginning that he and the Defendant started
tussling. Defendant said the same thing. And they both described that
hold where the Defendant's arms are on top of Kyriell and he's
underneath hunkering down to keep his weight low so he can't slam him.
They both say that.

Kyriell said that he had his head in the Defendant's chest and
his weight down. And the Defendant said, yeah, Kyriell's head was
towards his stomach area as he was holding him.

Kyriell said, Ezekiel got out of the car and used his arm to break
them apart. The Defendant said, Ezekiel got out of the car and hit him in
the nose while they were still locked up and then at that point he let's go.

Kyriell said, he and the Defendant push each other as they
were breaking apart. And the Defendant says, you know, at that point he

let him go.
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So very consistent stories as to what happened from the two
people that were in the fight.

And Brittney, again, she supports this version because she said
she wasn't threatened that night. She said, as well, the Defendant threw
the first punch. And she said, at no point was it ever two-on-one. Not that
it matters for self-defense, but it was never two-on-one. It was just Kyriell
and the Defendant and then Ezekiel when he broke it up, they all got
separated, and that's when the victim was stabbed.

So there's -- as you have heard already, so there's two ways
that the Defendant -- or the defense is trying to say it was self-defense.
The first way is that he was defending Brittney and the other way is he'll
say he was defending himself. Both from fear of death or bodily injury.

So but when Defendant started the fight, Brittney was not in
immediate danger of death or great bodily injury. She wasn't. How do
you know that? Well, Kyriell said his back was turned away from the
Defendant when he threw the first punch. He wasn't holding her. Brittney
said same thing. He wasn't -- she wasn't being held. And the Defendant
came out and immediately punched Kyriell.

Angel said that she yelled at Kyriell and he let Brittney go. And
then it was that time that the Defendant started fighting with Kyriell and
she could not say who threw the first punch. But, again, there's no danger
to Brittney. There's no reason for the Defendant to engage them.

And then the Defendant said that he grabbed Kyriell's arms as
he was reaching for Brittney. Not he had his arms on him, | was trying to

save her. He was reaching for her. Again, that's the Defendant starting
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this. He started this whole fight. And it was not necessary.

He's 52 years old. You have Kyriell who said he was about 24
years old. Who should know better? Absolutely, he can come downstairs
and check on Brittney. But why did the Defendant start this fight? Clearly
he wasn't scared about Kyriell and his, you know, playing football all the
time and his physique.

He started it because he had -- | don't know. He just was angry
or he wanted to get in a fight. | don't know. But he started it.

And during the fight that he started, he was never himself in
immediate danger of death or great bodily injury. He was never.

He admitted, he never saw them with a weapon. He admitted,
he stabbed Ezekiel because he did not want to be hit again. Not wanting
to get punched and, ow, that's going to hurt. Is not the same as, oh, my
gosh, if I do not react right now, | could die or | could have substantial
bodily injury. That's the difference. And Defendant was not there.

Plus, he was the original aggressor. So according to the State's
theory, he started this whole fight. He doesn't get to start a fight and then
claim, oh, I'm in fear of my life, | need to pull out a knife. You just don't
get to do that and that's what the law tells you.

And the physical differences between him, Kyriell, and Ezekiel
doesn't matter. And for the Defendant to, you know, or the defense to
say, well, the Defendant was just old 52 year old guy, out of shape, you
know. He was holding Kyriell to where Kyriell couldn't break free. So he's
obviously pretty strong.

He was able to run back to the house and jump over two fences
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without, if you look, there's no chair, there's no piece of furniture. He just
jumped the two walls and he ran away.

So clearly he's --and, you know, he started the fight. So clearly
he wasn't afraid.

But, you know, defense counsel told you that when Ezekiel got
out of the car to break up the fight that he became the original aggressor
and that's not true. Think about it. Kyriell said that Ezekiel's sitting in the
car on a video chat on his phone. He's not even paying attention to the
fight.

And think about the timing. And it's Defendant's version and
Kyriell's version. When Kyriell gets out of the car, it's not when they're
screaming, because Brittney admitted she had been screaming. It's not
when they're in the original fight. He's not paying attention to that. He
gets out of the car when he sees the Defendant have Kyriell in ahold and
they're going down the street. So he gets out to break it up. And he even
says, chill out. That's why he gets out. And if he is the one that punched
the Defendant at the time he's trying to break it up, well, it's not that he's
now become the original aggressor, he is trying whatever he can to get
the Defendant off his friend. The Defendant had the upper hand at that
time.

And. Again, Defendant was the original aggressor. He is the
one that threw the first punch. He is the one that grabbed Kyriell. He is
the one that instigated this.

And, you know, defense counsel was saying about, well, you

know, there was all this talk in the fight about, they're getting a gun. But
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everybody admitted, nobody went back to the car. And the Defendant
what he told the police was that he only heard those statements after he
was already inside the house. So that doesn't justify pulling out a knife.

And, you know, look at the injuries. Kyriell looks fine. The
Defendant, yes, he's got that cut on his nose. Does he have any other
injuries? You've got the pictures, none to his hands. It's not like he was,
you know, throwing blows. It's not like his head was all, you know,
bashed in. | mean, other than the blood from the nose, which that kind of
wound will bleed a lot, there's no other injury to him. There's none to
Kyriell. And, well, you already saw the injury. The only one that's got an
injury really is Ezekiel. Who's just trying to break up the fight. He had no
dog in the fight.

And so, you know, look at that when considering who's telling --
telling you what really happened that night.

So, again, Ezekiel had no dog in this fight. Got out of the car
just to break it up.

And at that time, the Defendant had the upper hand over Kyriell.
He did break them apart, a car comes through and separates them, Kyriell
sees a shiny object in the Defendant's hand, and then he stabbed him, the
Defendant stabbed him with not provocation.

You know, the Defendant in his statement to the police said,
well, he was running at me. But you don't have that from Kyriell's version.
You have that a car separated them, he saw it, he warned his friend,
watch out, and the next thing he knows he falls on the ground. He didn't

see what happened because he fell on the ground himself but.
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And, you know, there's reasons why by the time the Defendant
gets to the police eight and a half hours later that he says certain things,
you know, like, for you to believe that this was self-defense, you'd have to
believe that Brittney was in imminent danger and Kyriell was attacking her
to the point that she could lose her life. You have to believe that. Well,
guess what, it's not self-defense.

And, you know, him saying to the -- the Defendant saying to the
detectives, well, it felt like he had something in his hand but | didn't see
anything in his hand. And we know there was nothing in the street with
Ezekiel and there was nothing that went with him to the autopsy that was
a weapon.

He has to say that because he's not justified in using deadly
force and a weapon if one's not being used against him. So that's why
he's going to throw that in.

He also tells, you know, the detectives that he didn't go down
the street, that the fight stayed right there in front of his house, which, you
know, goes to his needing to protect his home. But that's not what
happened.

And the two versus one. You know, he says that because, I'm
being attacked from two sides and | don't have any other options but to
pull a weapon. So that's why he's saying that.

And he says he had a little, bitty knife that he always carries.
Like, oh, you know, who knew that such knife could, you know, Kill
somebody or go four inches and plunge into their chest and hit the heart.

You know, he's got to twist it so that it's good for him and he's
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got to minimize that, which is bad for him.

Defense counsel stated that, you know, that the Defendant
was -- even if the Defendant was wrong in his assessment of whether or
not he or Britthey were in fear of imminent death or bodily harm, that it's
still self-defense. And that is incorrect. It has to be a reasonable belief.

And State submits, there's no way that it was reasonable in that
situation in a fist fight for the Defendant to feel he needed to, that he
started, that he needed to pull a knife.

Defense counsel asked why the stab wound was upward. But
think about it. It depends on where Ezekiel is standing and how he's
standing at the time that the knife is plunged into his chest.

You know, when you had the coroner up here testifying, he
goes, | can tell you the path it traveled when the body is laying in a flat
position and not moving. So that's how he measures it.

And, but, that doesn't equate to, you know, it's not as if Ezekiel
was standing there, you know, straight, flat back and, you know, he gets
stabbed.

This is a fluid situation and he could be moving and especially
when he hears, watch out, you know.

So that could be -- that could affect. It's not that the Defendant
was down on the ground and Ezekiel's above him and that's why it's
upward. | mean, you have the pictures, look at the wound yourself, and
you have the testimony of the doctor. But it really don't mean anything,
you know.

A stab wound to the chest like that, is -- it's a kill shot. When,

AA

Page 99

1332




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

you know, if Defendant was on the other ground and is trying -- it's not
that he's reaching up. If he really is just trying to defend himself like
getaway, there would be wounds other places. Not just straight to the
heart. And you do have that second wound as well across the chest. But
that's a sideway swipe and that could have been done trying to get at the
chest the first time.

Defense counsel stated there was no evidence of intent to kill or
premedication and deliberation. And he's wrong; okay.

The example that you were given of the traffic light. You know,
you're late and you want to make sure you get there. And it's just -- it's
not just, hey, should | go through this light or should | stop my car.
There's a lot of other things that go through somebody's mind in a matter
of seconds before they make that decision to stop or go forward.

You know, as you're going, you know, you're looking, okay, it's
yellow, how much time do | have before | can make it, is there a cop
around, what are the cars next to me doing, are they going for it. What's
going to happen if | slam on my brakes, is somebody going to hit me from
behind. You can make a calculated thought out decision in a matter of
seconds.

And think about what the Defendant did. He had to -- it's not as
if he had something in his hand already. He had to -- remember, he had
that knife in his pocket that he always carries. He had to take it out of his
pocket. He had to open it, a folding knife. He had to open it. And if you
remember Kyriell's testimony, he was in the front of the car that kind of

had to screech to a stop when they were in the fight. He's there and
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Kyriell's on the other side and -- excuse me, Ezekiel's on the other side.
And Kyriell had enough time to say to him before the Defendant stabbed
him, watch out. That is more time the Defendant had to think about his
actions and pull out that knife.

And there is intent to kill. You don't stab somebody right in the
chest or the heart if you're not trying to kill them. It's not trying to wound
them or, you know, get away from me and cut his arm.

And he had plenty of time to deliberate, to, | guess, due to the
consequences of his actions, you know, am | going to stab this boy or not.
And he had plenty of time to formulate the plan. Especially when he's
pulling the knife out, opening it, and stabbing.

There is evidence here of premedication, deliberation, and
intent to kill. Absolutely. But if you find one of those three are not there,
then it's second degree murder. This is murder. The Defendant
murdered Ezekiel Devine, plain and simple. This is not voluntary
manslaughter. This is it not it was self-defense. He should be found not
guilty.

He needs to be held accountable for his actions and the -- his
decision to stab Ezekiel in the chest. It was not absolutely necessary to
save his life.

At the time, he's not right next to him, he's far away. He's at
least an arm’s length or more away when he went to Ezekiel to stab him.

And the State submits, he's probably, the Defendant was
probably pissed that he was bleeding because from his nose or he got hit

so hard and that's why he stabbed Ezekiel. It wasn't that there's a
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weapon. It wasn't he was in fear of his life. It was simple revenge or
vengeance.

At the end, obviously, we are finally there, you know, the State
is going to ask to you return a verdict of guilty of murder with use of a
deadly weapon, be it first degree or second degree. It's up to you but the
facts are there for both.

And with that, | will submit it.

Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you.

Swear the officers of the court in, please.

[The Court Clerk swore in the officers to take charge of the jury during
deliberations.]

THE COURT: Okay. I can tell you that the alternates are
Anthony Pile and Irma Alatorre. If you'll go with Jill and she'll get your
phone numbers. Be within 20 minutes of the courthouse, please.

The rest of you will take your property and follow Tom.

[Outside the presence of the jury]

THE COURT: Make sure we have your cell numbers in case
there's a jury question.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Tom already got 'em.

THE COURT: Got 'em all?

MS. DIGIACOMO: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay.

Good job everyone. See you when the verdict is done.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Thank you.
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THE COURT: I will probably keep them until 4:30 tonight and
have them come back tomorrow morning at 9:00.
MS. DIGIACOMO: Great.
[Jury trial, Day 7, concluded at 1:30 p.m.]

* k k k * %
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audio/video proceedings in the above-entitled case to the best of my ability.
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Las Vegas, Nevada, Thursday, June 28, 2018

[Jury Trial, Day 8, began at 11:26 a.m.]
[In the presence of the jury]

THE MARSHAL.: All rise, please.

THE COURT: Where is -- is Jacqueline not coming?

MS. DIGIACOMO: She’s in pretrial. She just wants to be
on the phone.

THE MARSHAL: And be seated.

THE COURT: The record will reflect the presence of the
defendant, his attorney, the deputy district attorney for the State, and all
12 members of the jury.

Who is the jury foreperson?

JUROR NUMBER 6: | am.

THE COURT: Were you able to reach a verdict?

JUROR NUMBER 6: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Was it unanimous?

JUROR NUMBER 6: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Would you hand it to the marshal, please.

The clerk will now read the verdict out loud and poll the jury.

THE COURT CLERK: Yes, Your Honor.

District Court, Clark County, Nevada, the State of Nevada,
Plaintiff, versus Thomas Cash, Defendant. In Case Number
C-18-329699 in Department 8.

We, the jury in the above entitled case, find the Defendant

Page 2
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Thomas Cash, as follows:

Count 1, murder with use of a deadly weapon, guilty of second

degree murder with use of a deadly weapon.

read?

read?

read?

read?

Count 2, battery with intent to kill, not guilty.

Dated the 28" day of June 2018.

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, is this your verdict as read?
THE JURY PANEL: Yes.

THE COURT CLERK: So say you one so say you all?

THE JURY PANEL: Yes.

THE COURT: Poll the jury, please.

THE COURT CLERK: Yes, Your Honor.

Juror number 1, is this your verdict as read?

JUROR NUMBER 1: Yes.

THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 2, is this your verdict as

JUROR NUMBER 2: Yes.
THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 3, is this your verdict as

JUROR NUMBER 3: Yes.
THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 4, is this your verdict as

JUROR NUMBER 4: Yes.
THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 5, is this your verdict as

JUROR NUMBER &: Yes.
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THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 6, is this your verdict as

read?

JUROR NUMBER 6: Yes.

THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 7, is this your verdict as
read?

JUROR NUMBER 7: Yes.

THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 8, is this your verdict as
read?

JUROR NUMBER 8: Yes.

THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 9, is this your verdict as
read?

JUROR NUMBER 9: Yes.

THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 10, is this your verdict as
read?

JUROR NUMBER 10: Yes.

THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 11, is this your verdict as
read?

JUROR NUMBER 11: Yes.

THE COURT CLERK: Juror number 12, is this your verdict as
read?

JUROR NUMBER 12: Yes.

THE COURT: The clerk will now record the verdict in the
minutes of the court.

Ladies and gentlemen, as you know, the right to trial by jury is

one of our basic and fundamental constitutional guarantees.
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| firmly believe in that right, that is, that the right of every
person accused of a crime to be judged by a fair and impartial jury but to
have a fair and impartial jury, you have to have people willing to sit on
the jury. And as you saw a lot of people tried to shirk that responsibility.

That’'s why I'm so pleased that you 12 men and women have
been willing to give of your valuable time. You've been most attentive
and conscientious.

On behalf of counsel, the parties, and the Eighth Judicial
District, | wish to thank you for your careful deliberation in this case. The
question may arise now as to whether you can talk to other persons
regarding this matter. | advise you that you may, if you wish, talk to
other persons and discuss your deliberation which you gave to this case.
You’re not required to do so, however. If any person persists in
discussing the case after you have indicated that you do not wish to do
SO or raises an objection as to your result, or as to how you deliberated,
you’ll report that fact directly to me through the marshal and I'll take care
of it. | can guarantee you.

The jury is excused with the thanks of the Court.

[Outside the presence of the jury]

THE COURT: The Defendant is now remanded without bail
and we’ll set a sentencing date in custody of --

THE COURT CLERK: That'll be August 15", 8:00 a.m.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Thank you.

MR. LONG: Thank you.
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third floor.

ATTEST:

THE DEFENDANT: Thank you.
MS. DIGIACOMO: Do you --
THE COURT: If you -- the attorneys you can go down to the

MS. DIGIACOMO: Third floor. Thank you.
[Jury Trial, Day 8, concluded at 11:30 a.m.]

* % %k * % %
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audio/video proceedings in the above-entitled case to the best of my ability.
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Gina Villani
Court Recorder/Transcriber
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ILLER, CEPUTY
C-~18-329699-1
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA :_r;segnsdsesd Intormation

DISTRICT COURT AINF
CASE NO: C-18-329699-1

THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Plaintiff,

-vs- DEPT NO: 1II

THOMAS CASH,
#7053124

AMENDED

INFORMATION
Defendant.

STATE OF NEVADA

COUNTY OF CLARK
STEVEN B. WOLFSON, Clark County District Attorney within and for the County of

SS.

Clark, State of Nevada, in the name and by the authority of the State of Nevada, informs the
Court:

That THOMAS CASH, the Defendant(s) above named, having committed the crimes
of MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (Category A Felony - NRS 200.010,
200.030, 193.165 - NOC 50001) and BATTERY WITH INTENT TO KILL (Category B
Felony - NRS 200.400.3 - NOC 50153), on or about the 11th day of December, 2017, within
the County of Clark, State of Nevada, contrary to the form, force and effect of statutes in such
cases made and provided, and against the peace and dignity of the State of Nevada,
1
1
1
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COUNT 1 - MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON

did willfully, unlawfully, feloniously and with malice aforethought, kill EZEKIEL
DEVINE, a human being, with use of a deadly weapon, to wit: a knife, by stabbing the said
EZEKIEL DEVINE about the chest and/or body, the said killing having been willful,
deliberate and premeditated.
COUNT 2 - BATTERY WITH INTENT TO KILL

did then and there willfully, unlawfully, and feloniously use force or violence upon the
person of another, to wit: EZEKIEL DEVINE, with intent to kill EZEKIEL DEVINE, by
stabbing the said EZEKIEL DEVINE about the chest and/or body with a knife.

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada B 156
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Names of witnesses known to the District Attorney’s Office at the time of filing this

information are as follows:
NAME

CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS
CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS
CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS
CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS
DAVIS, KYRIELL

DEVINE, SHERIDA
GILLIS, M.

MCCARTHY, J.

ROQUERO, L.

SMITH, C.

STARKES, D.

TURNER, BRITTANY
WATTS, J.

ADDRESS

CCDC COMMUNICATIONS
CCDC RECORDS

LVMPD COMMUNICATIONS
LVMPD RECORDS

5370 E. Craig Rd., #B / 12 /2058, LV, NV
6557 Arrow Creek Ct., LV, NV
LVMPD P# 6432

LVMPD P# 4715

ME # 0146

LVMPD P# 13800

LVMPD P# 6927

3999 Pistachio Nut Ave., LV, NV
C/O CCDA’S OFFICE
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DO NOT READ TO THE JURY

UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES IS THE LANGUAGE CONTAINED
HEREINAFTER TO BE READ TO A JURY HEARING THE PRIMARY OFFENSE
FOR WHICH THE DEFENDANT IS PRESENTLY CHARGED.

NOTICE OF INTENT TO SEEK PUNISHMENT AS A HABITUAL
CRIMINAL

The State of Nevada hereby places Defendant THOMAS CASH on notice of the State’s
intent to seek punishment of Defendant THOMAS CASH pursuant to the provisions of NRS
207.010 as a habitual criminal in the event of a non-violent felony conviction, including for
MANSLAUGHTER in the above-entitled action.

That in the event of a non-violent felony conviction in the above-entitied action, the
STATE OF NEVADA will ask the court to sentence Defendant THOMAS CASH, as a
habitual criminal based upon the following felony convictions, to wit:

l. That on 1/26/89, the Defendant was convicted in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California, for the crime of Possession / Purchase Cocaine Base for Sale in
Case No. A891299.

2. That on 9/27/91, the Defendant was convicted in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California, for the crime of Robbery — Second Degree in Case No.
TA008691.

3.  That on 6/19/96, the Defendant was convicted in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California, for the crimes of Robbery — Second Degree (2 counts) in
Case No. XCNBA13179801.

The State of Nevada hereby places Defendant on notice of the State’s intent to seek
punishment of Defendant THOMAS CASH pursuant to the provisions of NRS 207.012 as a
habitual felon in the event of a violent felony conviction, including for MURDER - FIRST
DEGREE, MURDER — SECOND DEGREE or BATTERY WITH INTENT TO KILL in the
above-entitled action. Furthermore, NRS 207.012(3) provides that the trial Judge may

not dismiss a count under this section.

/1
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That in the event of a violent felony conviction pursuant to NRS 207.012(2) in

the above-entitled action, the Court must sentence Defendant THOMAS CASH as a
habitual felon based upon the following violent felony convictions, to wit:

1. That on 9/27/91, the Defendant was convicted in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California, for the crime of Robbery — Second Degree in Case No.
TA008691. ‘

2. That on 6/19/96, the Defendant was convicted in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California, for the crimes of Robbery — Second Degree (2 counts) in
Case No. XCNBA13179801.

STEVEN B. WOLFSON

Clark County District Attomey
Nevada Bar #001

BY

i ¥ District Attorney
Nevada Bar #006204

DO NOT READ TO THE JURY
DA#17FN2591X/erg/L-5
LVMPD EV#1712113361
(TK)
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CLERK OF THE CO
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,
CASE NO. C-18-329699-1
-Vs_
DEPT. NO. Vil
THOMAS CASH
#7053124
Defendant.
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION
(JURY TRIAL)

The Defendant previously entered a plea of not guilty to the crimes of COUNT 1
— MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (Category A Felony) in violation of
NRS 200.010, 200.030, 193.165; and COUNT 2 — BATTERY WITH INTENT TO KILL
(Category B Felony) in violation of NRS 200.400.3; and the matter having been tried
before a jury and the Defendant having been found guilty of the crime of COUNT 1-
SECOND DEGREE MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (Category A
Felony) in violation of NRS 200.010, 200.030, 193.165; thereafter, on the 20™ day of
August, 2018, the Defendant was present in court for sentencing with counsel,

KENNETH LONG, ESQ., and good cause appearing,

0 Nolle Prosequi (before triaf) Bench (Non-Jury) Trial
[ Dismissed (after diversion) {0 Dismissed (during trial)
O Dismissed (belore trial) 03 Acguittal

[0 Guitty Plea with Sent (before trial) [J Guiliy Plea with Sent. (during trial)
O Transferred {before/during trial) [ Conviction
I Cther Manner of Disposition /)

v

Case Number: C-18-329699-1
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THE DEFENDANT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED guilty of said offense as set forth in
the Jury's verdict under the LARGE HABITUAL CRIMINAL STATUTE (NRS 207.012)
and, in addition to the $25.00 Administrative Assessment Fee, $250.00 Indigent
Defense Civil Assessment Fee, $3,389.00 Restitution payable to Victims of Crime and
$150.00 DNA Analysis Fee including testing to determine genetic markers plus $3.00
DNA Collection Fee, the Defendant is SENTENCED to the Nevada Department of
Corrections (NDC) as follows: COUNT 1 - LIFE WITHOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF
PAROLE; with TWO HUNDRED FIFTY-TWO (252) DAYS credit for time served.

DATED this _ 4.3 day of August, 2018.

D £ %t

DOUGLASE. SMITH ~
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE szb

2 S:\Forms\JOC-Jury 1 C/8/23/2018

AA1348




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Electronically Filed
11/2/2018 8:20 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLER| OFTHEC(w
RTRAN C%,u& Sansase

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE#: C-18-329699-1
DEPT. VIl

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,

VS.

THOMAS CASH,

Defendant.

N e e e e N N N e N e’

BEFORE THE HONORABLE DOUGLAS E. SMITH, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
MONDAY, AUGUST 20, 2018

RECORDER’S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS:

SENTENCING
APPEARANCES:
For the State: SANDRA K. DIGIACOMO, ESQ.
Chief Deputy District Attorney
For the Defendant: KENNETH W. LONG, ESQ.
ALSO PRESENT: DALILA LOGAN

TYAHNA DRUMMOND
SHERIDA DEVINE
Victim Impact Speakers

RECORDED BY: GINA VILLANI, COURT RECORDER

Page 1
Case Number: C-18-329699-1

AA

1349




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MONDAY, AUGUST 20, 2018 AT 9:05 A.M.

THE COURT: C329699, Thomas Cash.

This is the time set for rendition of sentence. |s there any
cause or reason why sentencing should not proceed today?

MS. DiGIACOMO: No, Your Honor.

MR. LONG: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: State wish to be heard?

MS. DIiGIACOMO: Yes.

THE COURT: Do you have -- do you have victim witness

speakers?

MS. DIGIACOMO: | do. I'm going to -- | have three out of the

five noticed that are going to speak.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. DIiGIACOMO: But before we begin, Your Honor, | have
three Judgments of Convictions | would like to have marked and
admitted. The first one is the date of conviction is January 26, 1989,
from the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles. It is for
possession or sale of cocaine base.

The next one | have is -- the date of conviction is -- and I'm
sorry, on that first one, the case number is A891299.

The next one | have is also from the Superior Court of
California, County of Los Angeles. The conviction is from 9 --
September 27" 1991. It's for robbery, second degree, as well as there

was a deadly weapon enhancement. That is case number TA008691.
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And the third one | have is also from the Superior Court of
California, County of Los Angeles. The conviction date is February 6",
1997. ltis two counts of robbery, second degree, also with the deadly
weapon enhancement as well as having prior conviction enhancement.

| would ask that these be marked and admitted, Your Honor,
as support of the habitual felon and habitual criminal adjudication.

THE COURT: You have seen them, Mr. Long?

MS. DIGIACOMO: He has been provided of copies in
discovery and they were also all attached to my sentencing
memorandum filed July 6" or 9".

MR. LONG: That’s correct.

THE COURT: They'll be filed. They appear to be certified
Judgments of Conviction.

MS. DiGIACOMO: And may I, Your Honor?

THE COURT: Please.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Okay. Your Honor, first of all, | mention
the PSI doesn’t really even address the habitual felon. It gives this
Court just options under the habitual criminal statute which is 207.010.
However, | would submit to this Court that we are dealing today with the
habitual felon statute which is 207. 012 which is mandatory. If you have
two prior violent felony convictions, which the Defendant has and has
been provided to this Court with his prior robbery convictions, and you’re
convicted of a violent felony, which the Defendant has in his second
degree murder conviction, all falling within the statute, then the -- the

statute says this Court must adjudicate him as a habitual felon, the State
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must file it, the Court cannot strike account of it. And so he must be
adjudicated as a habitual felon.

And as | addressed in my sentencing memorandum, the next
part of that is if you look at 207.016 it says that if you’re going to give
somebody adjudication under habitual criminal or habitual felon
treatment, that the purpose, the legislative purpose of this is to provide
for a sentence greater than what would be provided under the normal
statutory scheme.

And in this case it's very unique, Your Honor, because you
have somebody that’s been found guilty of second degree murder with
use and he is also a mandatory habitual felon. However, the only option
for this Court to give him greater than he could get under second degree
with use is life without.

And so the State submits to you, under our statutory scheme
and under the legislative intent, this Court must adjudicate him as a
large -- excuse me -- as a habitual felon and give him the life without.

But | would like to address as well why that is not only
necessary in this case but also why it is deserved. Even if this Court
wasn’t looking at habitual felon, he deserves to be adjudicated as a
habitual criminal felon, however you want, based upon who he is and his
criminal history. If there was ever somebody habitual that is deserving
of life without, it is Mr. Cash.

Defense counsel brings up in his sentencing memorandum
how | keep harping on his juvenile history which | think is important,

Your Honor. If you look, his criminal history begins as a juvenile in
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1979. He has been committing crimes for decades, almost his entire
life, and he committed serious felonies and was convicted of them as a
juvenile in California. And then when he gets out including he’s killed
somebody at the age of 15, and here we are rounding out his criminal
career at age 52 killing another human being that did not deserve to be
killed.

He gets out of the California Youth Authority and immediately
almost is arrested for the possession of cocaine base for sale and
obstructing an officer. He then gets probation, he’s sentenced to
probation on that; however, he’s arrested a few months later for
kidnapping and robbery with a firearm, which is what he was convicted
of with the second degree with a firearm. And then -- so that probation
gets revoked because he picks up another case.

Then in 1990 that -- he is convicted, sentenced to a total of
nine years. Well, first his probation gets revoked, he gets the four years.
Then he gets convicted of second degree robbery and on that one he
gets four years for the robbery and five years for the deadly weapon
enhancement, a total of nine years in 1991 when he was convicted. He
gets paroled in 1995, and then in 1996 he’s arrested again for robbery,
and then he’s convicted that year with the robbery with deadly weapon
times two. On count one he got six years for the robbery plus four years
for the deadly weapon. On count two, he got two years for the robbery
and 16 years for the deadly weapon. Then he gets an additional year
for his -- because he’s got priors, and then he gets an additional five

years because he’s a prior violent -- he has prior felonies that are

AA

Page 5

1353




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

violent. So, he gets 19 years four months. He’s paroled in 2013 and
discharged in 2016, and then he commits this murder December 11" of
2017.

So, in -- even if this Court had discretion to give him habitual
criminal, one, the State submits you should, and life without is clearly
appropriate with somebody who has killed two people in his life, who has
committed multiple violent felonies. This is exactly who the legislature
had in mind when it created habitual criminal and the habitual felon
statute.

In the Defendant’s sentencing memorandum, he argues the
juvenile records is not relevant, Your Honor, don't consider that. But you
can consider it because here we are sentencing, and the State’s
provided the proof of those convictions. So, it's not to be used for
habitual criminal or habitual felon, but it can be used to show why this
Court gives him or should give him the sentence that it should.

Also, with regard to Defendant’s counsel’s argument that his
priors are stale or trivial because they’re so old, they’re not stale or trivial
because he has been consistently in the justice system since 1979. The
longest break he had was after he was discharged for parole in 2016
until he was arrested on this case in 2017.

I's not that he had a conviction back in 1990 and stayed clean
and did well for last 25 years. That’s not what we have here. We have
somebody who, despite his sentences getting escalated, nine years on
the first robbery with use, 19.4 years on the second robbery with use, he

is still committing crimes. He is still a danger to this community.
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And, you know, defense counsel in his sentencing
memorandum makes light or argues to this Court well he has been
rehabilitated; that he went out there defending his daughter, this was
self-defense, et cetera. But you know what? We’re not at that point
anymore. A jury has found he is guilty of murder with -- second degree
murder with use of a deadly weapon. A jury does not believe this was
self-defense. A jury believes he committed murder and that’s where
we're at.

I’m not going to re-argue the facts. | know this Court heard
the trial, but the jury didn’t believe, and also the Defendant didn’t act like
somebody who just went out there and acted in self-defense when he
ran away, destroyed the murder weapon, and only turned himself in
hours later after first denying he did it and then being able to talk to all
his family members to concoct this story that it was two against one.

You know, this is hard because both families are affected and
the State understands that. Defendant does have a three year old child.
But you have the victim’s family who has lost a young son, brother,
cousin, friend who did not deserve to die that night. He was sitting in a
car playing on Kyriell's phone, not paying attention to what was going
on; never thought it was a bad enough to get out of the car when
Brittany and him were arguing, but didn’t get out of the car until he saw
the Defendant had Kyriell in that like headlock, and he only got out to
break them up. He did not deserve to be stabbed in the heart. He did
not deserve to be die -- to die that night.

But the difference between the Defendant’s family and the
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victim’s family is the Defendant’s family can still come visit him in prison,
can still celebrate birthdays with him, can still share moments of his
daughter’s life with him. The victim’s family does not have that
opportunity. They will never be able to see Ezekiel again.

And the fact that the Defendant goes away for life and is never
eligible for parole is exactly what’s deserving in this case.

| do have three speakers, Your Honor. But | would just like to
point out that, obviously, it's the State’s position that life without is
appropriate here, and not just appropriate but is mandatory under the
habitual felon. And I'll submit it.

THE COURT: Do you want your speakers to speak?

MS. DIGIACOMO: They can go last, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. LONG: Well, Your Honor, we can have the speakers first
and then | can go.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Pursuant to statute, they are allowed to go
last.

THE COURT: They'’re allowed to go last.

Before your attorney has an opportunity to speak, is there
anything you'd like to say?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes. First, I'd like to apologize to the
Devine family because this wasn’'t something | seeked out to do. | was
called down there to defend my step-daughter and things went, you
know, they went -- got kind of hectic out there. You know, and |

understand they lost a young person. | understand that. And I’'m sorry
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for that. That wasn’t my intention to do nothin’ like that. When | got off
work | was wrapping Christmas presents.

So, I'd like to apologize to you all because -- | don't know --
because this is a tragedy for both families.

MS. DiGIACOMO: Your Honor, I'd ask that the Defendant
address you.

THE COURT: Yeah. You need to address the Court and stop
looking at them.

THE DEFENDANT: | mean, that’s all | can say to the Court
that when this happened, this was a -- this was people should have --
when domestic violence happens, this is sometimes the consequences
of domestic violence. That's when people get hurt ‘cause -- and Ezekiel
wasn’t involved in this. This wasn’t a fight. This was somebody else’s
fight and we are the two innocent people who got caught up in it. And
it's a tragedy that a young man lost his life and I'm truly sorry for that.

That's it.

THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Long.

MR. LONG: Your Honor, if | could be heard. The Defendant
was released from prison more than four years before this happened.
While he was in prison, he learned how to be an HVAC technician.
When he got out, he finished up his certifications at Antelope Valley
Community College, and he was working in his field. He was working at
Sears. | presented a letter from his employer that said, if he could get
out, he could come back to work.

He didn’t have any problems in prison. His sentence wasn’t
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extended for any reason. And to look at the age of the cases, okay, they
are 22 and almost 30 years old. And | know he spent time in prison but
he has been punished for his prior crime. And is this instant offense
anything like his adult record. He got caught with cocaine base, with
crack, in 1989. That’s when the crack epidemic was sweeping Southern
Los Angeles and decimating African-American communities.

Mr. Cash is one of 17 siblings. He wanted to be a
longshoreman. He wanted to be a teamster. And when there wasn’t
work, he committed robberies. But he has been punished for that.

And, Your Honor, what the jury did not do, despite the State’s
very persuasive and very impassioned pleas, is they did not convict him
of first degree murder. Now, even though we admonished the jury that
you’re not to think about punishment when you decide to whom he’s
guilty, everyone who has watched an episode of television in the past 30
years knows that first degree means life without and second degree
does not.

This Court is not mandated to sentence Mr. Cash to life
without parole. He must serve 11 years for the second degree murder
conviction and then there must an increase. The legislature doesn’t say
that the increase has to be life without parole. Your Honor, 11 years is
an exceptionally long time.

THE COURT: Hold on a second.

[Colloquy between the Court the Law Clerk]
THE COURT: Go ahead.
MR. LONG: Your Honor knows the facts of this case. This

AA

Page 10

1358




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

was not a difficulty that Mr. Cash started. This was not a problem that
Mr. Cash sought. This was a problem that came to his house. That's
where it’s occurred, and the State said that he conspired with his family
to concoct this story about it being two-on-one. Your Honor, the State’s
witnesses said that it was two-on-one as well as the defense witnesses.

Ezekiel got out of the car so it could be two-on-one, two young
men versus a 52 year old man and he stabbed one. That is not
deserving of life without parole. If Your Honor sentences him as |
requested in my memorandum, he will be out when his three year old
daughter -- she’s turning four in December -- is a teenager, and he can
still be a part of her life. Children do better when they’re raised by
mothers and fathers.

And even though Thomas has to go away, Your Honor, give
him a chance. Prison worked for him last time. | don't think the State
believes, and | know | don't believe, that we wouldn’t be here today if
Kyriell wouldn’t have brought that violence to his house.

THE COURT: We wouldn’t have been here today if he hadn’t
come downstairs with a shiv in his hand.

MR. LONG: Well, Your Honor, it wasn’t in his hand, it was in
his pocket.

THE COURT: Oh, yeah.

MR. LONG: Because he always keeps a knife in his pocket.
It was part of his job.

MS. DIiGIACOMO: For the record, that was -- there was no

evidence that came out at trial.
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THE COURT: No, | -- just let him go.

MR. LONG: And, Your Honor, as | stated, you're right, he
didn’t have to intervene. He didn’t have to run down to protect his
daughter. All of us have the option to drive by a fight, put our hand over
our eyes and say, that's not my, never mind. And there’s been
arguments in this Court that maybe it should have, | mean.

But, Your Honor, | believe that the majority of men in this

country, certainly in Clark County, would have done exactly the same

thing.

THE COURT: Thanks.

Let me hear from the witnesses.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Yes. Your Honor, the first one is Dalila
Logan.

DALILA LOGAN
[having been called as a victim impact speaker and being first duly
sworn, testified as follows:]

THE COURT CLERK: Please state and spell your name for
the record.

THE VICTIM IMPACT SPEAKER: Dalila Logan, D-A-L-I-L-A,
last name L-O-G-A-N.

THE COURT: Go ahead.

THE VICTIM IMPACT SPEAKER: I'm just going to read.

I’'m Ezekiel Devine’s Aunt Delila. Before Ezekiel was
senselessly and cruelly taken from his family, he was loving, funny,

vibrant, full of energy. Ezekiel was also very talented. He was an
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intelligent young man. | know without a shadow of a doubt my nephew
was on his way to doing great things. He now has been robbed of all of
this.

| will never get to see my nephew dance again. | will never
get to hear his laugh again. | will never get to see him clean out my
refrigerator of all my food again. | will never hear him ask me to sing for
him again. Instead, | get to watch my sister try and keep his siblings
together while she slowly unravels. | get to watch Ezekiel’s twin lose
himself because literally he has lost his other half. | get to watch his
other siblings just merely exist in this life as their life spiral downward
because they truly miss and love their brother.

Even with the max sentence of being served, Mr. Cash still
has his life and has lived a long life. My nephew was taken at 21 years
old and he will never get to talk to us again. He’'ll never get to hug us
again. He'll never get to be with his family again. 1 just ask that the
Court just keep all of this in mind.

THE COURT: Thank you.

Do you have any questions?

MR. LONG: No.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MS. DiGIACOMO: Tyahna Drummond.

TYAHNA DRUMMOND
[having been called as a victim impact speaker and being first duly
sworn, testified as follows:]

THE COURT CLERK: Please state and spell your name for
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the record.

THE VICTIM IMPACT SPEAKER: My name is Tyahna
Drummond, spelled T-Y-A-H-NA, D-R-U-M-M-O-N-D.

Ezekiel was my big cousin and it’s like -- | always like to tell
people, like, | have three sides of my family. You’ve got the Logans, the
Kimballs [phonetic], and the Drummonds, and two of those sides were
like my mom'’s side, then my dad’s, and then the Kimballs would be like
my grandfather. We lost my granddad back when | was like four or five.
And like my grandad had like a super big family. So, it’s like some
sides, you know, where you know all your family. But the first -- the first
people | met on their side were Seth, Azariah, Ezekiel, Shay, Shareena,
my auntie. And it’s like -- it's like coming up -- it’s like -- it seemed like |
as always around them, you know. Like we even went up the state
together through [indiscernible], and they still have that same car. And
no track meets, their dance shows. There was a year when | was in
third grade they came and picked me up every day.

It's just like, that night, I'm still reliving it, | was sleeping. My
sister -- | was sleeping and | was dreaming. | had a dream where | was
sitting down and | was at, like, this party and it’s like the twins were
known, and they were like, they were like -- they were pretty popular
around here. And, you know, were usually like -- | don't know. But we
were at this party and then | got up and | seen them, | seen Zeke, | seen
Riah, and then all of a sudden it’s like a fight broke out and the next
thing you know, like, | woke up to my sister telling me | had to watch my

niece and that the twin is gone.
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And, like, it just didn’t make sense because, like, Zeke, he
was, like, really one of those people you wouldn’t expect that from. Like
you wouldn’t expect that news to be upon, like, you know, everybody
had their moments, everybody, you know, but he was always one of
those people that might tell you to chill out, like, it's not worth it.

So, you know, it was just unfortunate, and no matter how
much we go back and say what could have been different, it's nothing
we could change. You know, like, it's my mom, like, no [indiscernible]
year, you know, we still can’t even see my cousin again, you know.

Like the prosecutor said, that man still gets to see his kids, he
still gets to breathe and eat, you know, and we, -- all we got is memories
and pictures and barely that, and we, you know, there’s nothing we can
change at the end of the day, but that’s it.

THE COURT: Thank you.

Do you have any questions?

MR. LONG: No.

MS. DIiGIACOMO: And lastly Ms. Devine.

SHERIDA DEVINE
[having been called as a victim impact speaker and being first duly
sworn, testified as follows:]

THE COURT CLERK: Please state and spell your name for
the record.

THE VICTIM IMPACT SPEAKER: Sherida Devine, Sherida,
S-H-E-R-I-D-A, Devine, D-E-V-I-N-E.

Good morning, Honorable Judge Smith.
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THE COURT: Good morning.

THE VICTIM IMPACT SPEAKER: Thank you for this
opportunity.

I've delivered many speeches, messages and presentations in
my profession and reigning as Ms. Black Nevada, but never in my
wildest nightmares did | ever imagine myself delivering an impact
message regarding my son’s murder.

Before | really get started, | do want to make one thing --
share what | know about the law when it comes to second degree
murder. First and foremost, it is not 10 years. The minimum is 25 years
to life. So, | just wanted to say that because it's not 11 years, it's 25
years to life even if an individual is not habitual.

| have to read my letter from my daughter that she wrote on
behalf of her little twin brother, Ezekiel, and this letter broke my heart
because out of all my children, Shareena has demonstrated the most
internal and emotional strength. She is in Reno in college and trying to
get into the -- become an officer in the military so she was not unable to
come down. So, | asked if | could read this.

She says, Dear Honorable Judge Smith, My mother has
requested that | write a letter to you about the loss of -- how my brother’s
loss has affected me. To tell you the truth, | really don't want to do this.
| even asked her if | had to. Obviously she said | did.

| want to give you a little context about me before | start it.
You may or may not know this but I'm the oldest of my siblings. There is

at least seven years difference between my brothers and me. This
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means that | have more responsibilities than most seven or eight year
olds. | had to help my mom out because she was a single parent. |
helped with taking care of everyone, ranging from changing diapers to
cooking and cleaning. For as long as | can remember, | wasn’t really a
child that displayed or showed my emotions easily. Other than being
irritated with something that my siblings were or were not doing and
having to do it myself to relieve the pressure from my mother, | wasn’t
really one to cry. Even when my grandfather passed away, it didn’t hit
me until the next year on the anniversary of his death, which was very
unexpected for my mother and I.

With Ezekiel dying | have started to notice that | avoid
situations that cause me too much pain. | push the feeling aside,
burying myself in work and school so | don't have to think about it.
Doing this has caused me to be more aggressive with people and more
easily irritated. This has led me to having a slight breakdown at work
and | was instructed at the time to leave work early.

It has been suggested that | go to therapy or counseling or
even a shrink that was used by my friend. Every time | see a friend |
haven’t talked to in a while I've told them that my brother is gone.
Sometimes | could do it without crying, other times it hits me like a wave.
Each and every time | have to test it saying the words, my brother was
killed, stabbed in his chest, and left to die alone and literally bleeding to
death.

My emotional side is constantly at war with my logical side,

and | know that | need to grieve, but | feel like if | start | won’t stop.
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Everyone advised on -- advice on how to deal with this, but | don't want
to hear any of it. | don't want to think about it or dwell on it. | want to
forget that it ever happened. | had to take time off of work to fly down to
Vegas for the wake and the funeral, but when | saw his body, how
lifeless he laid there, how gray his skin looked, | couldn’t believe that
that was my brother. | even said it out loud that it wasn’t Zeke. He
didn’t look like that. He was always full of life and energy.

| can’t put into words the gut-wrenching sound that came from
Azariah, a wail, a cry that came from his soul and broke the hearts of
every person there. My mother crying, trying to comfort him, and unable
to; Seth, my sister and me silent. How can | put it into words? | hate
having to do this, putting myself through this. I’'m never going to forget
it. 1 won’t be allowed to.

Every year, every birthday, and holiday my family and | have
to experience this loss all over again. | feel like this pain is a festering
wound that will never heal for us, and the one thing that hurts the most is
that there isn’t anything that | can do to solve this. | can’t take this pain
from them, | can’t help, | can’t do anything. I'm the one that helps out
and advises and takes care of my family but | can't.

This whole thing is out of my control and all | can do is think
why, why us, why now. The only thing that | have prayed to God since |
was a child was for my mother to be happy, but no matter how much |
pray, | feel this is never going to happen, and if anyone deserves it, it's
her.

| have always believed in God and that he cared for his
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children, but how can | continue to believe that God hears my prayers,
the prayers of a little girl for her mother and her family. This has shaken
my belief to its core. I’'m so mad at him for allowing this to happen.

I'll never be able to see my brother in love, he will never get
married, or be there if | do. Zeke and Riah would always joke about
giving my first boyfriend a hard time, puffing out their chests like they
would do something. It was a moment | dreaded but | was always
curious about it. I'll never be able to see if he has twins for himself and if
| have twins will they ever be able to -- if | have twins they will never be
able to see the kind of man he becomes, none of us will. | will never be
able to see him take that first step into maturity, finally becoming a man.
I's a moment that I've been waiting for, for all of them.

My brothers have always been in competition with me. They
will make more money, have better dreads, dance better, be taller, and
I've always wanted them to be better than me. | just really hope this
whole situation doesn’t lead the other two down the wrong path. We
have enough pain to last us several lifetimes.

There is so much that I'm feeling that | don't know how to
explain to you. | know that I'm not only one that hurts like this and |
really don't want to write this. | didn’t want to think about it or cry about it
or anything. | just wish it was a bad dream, a nightmare that I'm going to
wake up from, but | have this sinking feeling that | won't.

Before | could write this today, | talked to someone from work
who is the boss of my supervisor’s supervisor. She got promoted

recently. She sent me an email to send to you on her view of how the
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death of my brother has affected me. Reading it has helped me write
my letter to you.

The letter says, | have known Shareena for the last five years
and since the death of her brother in December, she has changed so
drastically that I've made it a point to make regular wellness checks on
her, the changes that one illustrate tremendously suffering from which |
believe to differ from pain. Suffering is a guttural pain that cannot be
consoled or comforted. Time does not resolve it and there is no solution
one can apply to offer relief.

In my experience, the only thing that can resolve suffering is
the relationship with God who could offer gracious healing that
surpasses understanding. When | learned of her loss, | was hopeful she
would find healing in her pain because of her close relationship with
God. Sadly, the death of Shareena’s brother resulted in her severing
that relationship because she could not and cannot conceive a God that
would allow this type of unnecessary death to have occurred.

It is devastating to watch the suffering that Shareena wears
like a yoke each day. My desire is to offer a time she was comforted,
her feelings over the loss of her brother.

| would never envy your position, Your Honor, to decide what
justice looks like in exchange for a human life. | would never want to be
in a position like Shareena finds herself in where she tries to find words
to articulate the scope of loss one feels over a sibling. Shareena will
never be the same because of this tragedy, her life, and that of her

family is forever changed. My prayer is that she will find her way back to
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a gracious God she once knew who can give healing of harden and
broken heart. Amy S. Associate Director Technical Operations of
Charles River.

So, had Shareena been able to be here, she would have had
the opportunity to share that with you.

You have no idea how bad it hurts to hear my oldest child who
gave up her childhood to assist me in caring for my children express
such deep pain, then to learn of the pain through another person’s eyes
because my child has tried to hold it together, hold it in, and be strong
for me.

Then there’s my youngest daughter, who is older than the
boys yet closer in age, who has been so traumatized from the situation
that she could not talk about the loss. She leaves the room when we try
to get her to listen or speak about what happened. She would not come
to the trial; she is not here today, and she could not face her pain to
even write a letter. She was finishing her degree at San Diego State
University when this occurred and it took everything in me to hold it
together and push her to finish her courses.

Then | have a baby boy who is present that has carried the
emotional load for this entire family. He has endured the angry
outbursts from his remaining twin brother. He has helped me in my
meltdowns. He has given room to avoid our pain or to allow anyone to
see his, yet he has been present for me because others could not.

Lastly, there is my oldest son, who | am not even sure is the

oldest because | mixed him and his brother up at birth and | never had

AA

Page 21

1369




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

their fingerprints or footprints checked to see who is who.

Azariah has been tormented since the night he awoke from
his sleep at the very moment Ezekiel was stabbed. He didn’t know
where the pain in his chest came from and felt an unexplainable intense
fear of dread and emptiness. His phone was dead and he could not
receive calls from his panicking brother. He couldn’t go back to sleep so
he went downstairs to charge his phone.

Azariah shared that the moment he turned the phone on his
baby brother was calling. That's when he learned his twin had been
stabbed. Can you imagine the chaos of a mother having two children
calling her at the same time and nobody really knowing what was going
on. All they knew was that their brother was injured. They were
panicking and | was at a work event and now I’'m panicking. | will never
forget which one it was that called and said Ezekiel was dead.

Azariah has not been the same since. Not only did he lose his
other half, as he will certainly share with all. He was arrested on the
scene because he followed me past the tape. People ask why didn’t |
run.

There was a man who told me he was a nurse and he was
with Ezekiel. He told me that my baby was still alive, but there were no
medics on the scene and not knowing how long ago this had occurred, |
ran to my baby. Azariah and Seth both followed me, but when | saw the
sheets | collapsed. Azariah continued to the body. He uncovered him
and we all discovered Ezekiel’s lifeless body in a pool of blood. Azariah

gently lifted Ezekiel’s head as he pleaded with him to say something. |
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listened to my child plead with his dead twin, please tell me everything’s
okay, please tell me you're still here. Please talk to me, Zeke. |
remembered the repeated wailing cries of no, no, no, no, no coming
from the depths of his soul and then he pulled Ezekiel to his chest.

The police attempted to pull him off but Azariah wouldn’t let
go. They drug them both and then eventually Azariah’s arms went up
which broke his grasp causing Ezekiel’s head to slam on the ground.
Now they’re dragging both Ezekiel -- Azariah and Ezekiel’s body in the
street. I’m watching this as the police are handcuffing me. | watched
them place cuffs on Azariah, and once | was in the back of the police car
| began to panic because | could not see Seth. Azariah’s emotions that
night went from despair to tormenting wails, to pleads, to cries for me, to
cries for his twin, and on and on. We were all helpless.

Your Honor, he spent that night and half the next day in jail,
unable to receive the emotional support he needed. Now this young
man that was so full of life, happily working a job he adored, struggles to
find a reason to live for himself. We are trying counseling again, but it's
hard for anyone to relate to what it is like to lose the other half of your
DNA.

This monster has sucked life from my family. Identical twins
are a miracle that scientists can’t even explain. It's hard enough if one is
lost to an illness or an accident. But as Azariah would explain it, if he
could, this is another level.

Now, let’s get to me, the woman that was blessed by God to

bring identical twins into this world. | have to share first my prayer as a
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little girl. My family has many sets of twins and | always prayed to God
for my own. | was and | still am very fascinated with twins, especially
identical twins. When | learned | was pregnant | wasn’t happy because |
didn’t want any more children at the time and | remember praying and
asking God to forgive me but | was going to have an abortion. So, if he
wanted me to continue this pregnancy, he needed to make it twins.
Well, a couple of weeks later at the abortion clinic | learned | was six
weeks pregnant with twins.

My baby boys are -- were -- are my blessings from God. It's
sad that | don't know how to refer to my twins now. | don't know how to
refer to the number of children | have or had. | don't know how to stop
anticipating my check-in calls from Ezekiel just to see how I'm doing. |
don't know how to adjust to the absence of his strong impressionable
articulate and deep philosophical discussions. | don't know how to see
one without looking for the other to walk around the corner or call when
the other one is present. | don't know how to ask -- how not to ask
which one are you? | don't know how to accept not being able to ever
mix them up again. | won’t ever see his smile again, feel that infectious
lively personality, feel his protection; hear him tell me | can’t have a
boyfriend because he’s my only boyfriend, and then say when | start
dating, if | date, he’s going to run them away.

| will never experience the many facets of his talent, which
included dancing, rapping, writing, sign language, football, soccer, his
patience with babies and children.

As a matter of fact, Your Honor, he loved that little baby that
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was in the car with him, the very baby that they were arguing or
whatever about. He had a way with them that was purely nurturing.

| don't know how to accept the miraculous concept that my
twin’s children would have been first cousins yet have siblings due to
them sharing the same DNA. | don't know | will accept not being able to
see my grandchildren look at them both in awe. | will never, ever, ever
have grandchildren from Ezekiel. | won't see him get married or achieve
his dreams. | will never see the man he was destined to become, and |
will never be able to tell him to stop trying to help everybody, stop
getting in the middle of people’s domestic problems.

On December 5™, the day before my birthday, was the last
time | saw my baby alive. Ezekiel shared with me that he had just
stopped a man from beating up his girlfriend. | told Zeke at that time to
stop. He told me, mommy, you taught us to help and protect. | told him
| knew but it's dangerous these days and that people are crazy.
Unfortunately, it was ingrained in his personality.

Also on this day Ezekiel said that a friend brought me my
favorite cake for my birthday. It was a red velvet cake and he was so
proud to be able to buy me my favorite cake. His friend said that he
dared anybody to touch it. That evening was the last time | touched my
child alive. The next time | spoke to him | was chastising him like a
typical mother about his first love that he would not stop seeing. | didn'’t
get a chance to speak with him after that. Why? Because | thought |
had another chance, another day, another opportunity.

That day Ezekiel was murdered | was supposed to go by their
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apartment to drop something off. | went to my work event and | told
myself I'll go by there after the event. This was the last time | heard my
child’s voice in the background asking his baby brother to tell me
something. | honestly thought that | was going to see my son that night.
Well, Your Honor, | did see my son that night. | saw him lying in the
street murdered by that monster over there. My son did not deserve to
lose his life especially from a knife through his heart.

| remember when Ezekiel was in middle school and he asked
me why men never fulfill their promises. He asked why is it that they
don't step up to teach the younger men. Now | have to -- now he has to
lose his life to an older black man. He won’t ever receive the apology
from his dad or have the relationship from his father he desperately
desired.

A 53 year old man took the life of a 21 year old with a love for
life that was contagious. This man should have known better. | replay
in my mind how the situation could have been different. Here is how it
could have been different.

On December 12" | went to the scene in hopes of touching
my son’s blood and setting up a memorial. Antoniette White, the man’s
girlfriend, not wife, he didn’t marry her, girlfriend came outside and
called my children and their friends over to her. She antagonized my
children by stating it was my child’s fault that he was killed. | saw my
twin begin to react and | grabbed him by the waist and | ordered them all
into the car. That situation could have went in another direction had |

not been the adult, an adult with commonsense, the adult that leads by
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example.

The same woman that attempted to create constant chaos
was the very person | spoke to the night before. She apologized to me
because, as she stated, I'm sorry, | have children too. My husband
accidently killed your son. | am so sorry. Now it has turned to blaming
my child for his death. Even if my son was fighting this man, Your
Honor, you do not bring a knife to a fight that you have started. Life is
not prison.

| am begging you to send this man away without the possibility
of ever walking free again. He is dangerous. He’s killed before, he’s
robbed with a weapon not once but twice, and now after only two or
three or however many years of being released he’s killed my 21 year
old son.

He is amongst those hoodlums that come from California, run
from the three strikes to life. On top of that, he has a bad attitude. He
has demonstrated his arrogant attitude towards Judge Herndon, his own
attorney. He has stared at me as if trying to trying to intimate me.

| am a native and | love my city and state, and this monster is
dangerous to our community. It's not safe for him outside those bars.
He is a menace to not just our communities but anywhere his feet land.
Is he someone you want living next door to you or your family or your
friends or even the people that you work with? This demon has taken
the miracle that no one but God can explain.

| cannot talk to my other twin son without triggering his anger

and pain. | can’t talk to my daughters without one running to her room
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and the other one feeling hopeless. | can’t talk to my friends because |
bring them down. | have no one to talk to other than a therapist which
leaves me with limited opportunities to grieve. | have to be strong for my
children so | don't lose them.

Your Honor, Ezekiel’s twin says that he died as well on
December 11™. He also states that the only reason he has not taken
own life is because of me. My youngest son and | live in constant fear of
losing Azariah as well. So, why should this murdering, robbing, bastard
be allowed to ever walk free after all the hurt, harm, and danger he has
inflicted in this world, not just me, not just my family, not even that just
his family, but we’re talking about repetitive families throughout the
California community.

| am begging, you, Your Honor, to sentence him to life without
the possibility of parole. This is for me, my children, my community, and
our state.

Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you.

Questions?

MR. LONG: No.

Your Honor, before court -- that’s your last speaker?

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. DiGIACOMO: Correct.

MR. LONG: Your Honor, before court | showed the
prosecution a letter that Antoinette had written, and she doesn’t have

any objection.
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THE COURT: | got it.

MR. LONG: No, this is a new one. There’s no way you could
have gotten it. | printed it off this morning.

MS. DiGIACOMO: It looks the same.

THE COURT: Let me see it. Yeah, this is the one | got.

Left side file, please.

First, let me say it's not mandatory to find someone habitual.
I’'m referring to Clark versus State, 109 Nevada 426, cited in Walker
versus Deeds, 50 Fed. 3d 670; O’Neill versus State, 123 Nevada 9.

MS. DIGIACOMO: And, Your Honor, just for the record, those

were discussing 207.010, which is the --

THE COURT: Right. That'’s all right.

MS. DiGIACOMO: -- the discretionary.

THE COURT: | --it’s -- | still have discretion, | believe.

MS. DIGIACOMO: Well, and the State would submit that
under 207.012 that that is the one for violent felons. You only need two
prior violent felony convictions, and then if you’re convicted of a violent
felony conviction, it states the State must file it and the Court may not
dismiss it, which is where the State got that it was mandatory. And he
does --

THE COURT: | believe there’s broad discretion to the courts
in sentencings. | just don't want it on the record to think that it's
mandatory.

MS. DIiGIACOMO: That’s fine, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right.
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MS. DIGIACOMO: Well, | would also submit under 207.010,
the discretionary, he is eligible for the same penalties as habitual felon --

THE COURT: No, | understand.

MS. DiGIACOMO: -- because he has three priors and he’s
eligible for large, which also includes life without.

THE COURT: | understand. You've made your argument.
I’'m trying to make a decision.

MR. LONG: And, Your Honor, | --

THE COURT: And | don't want to hear any more argument,
I’'m sorry, from either of you. I've heard from everybody.

Sometimes we think that the judges can solve all of life’s
problems and they can’t. Nobody wins in this, especially Ezekiel.

| truly think that if Mr. Cash had not gone down there, we
wouldn’t be in this situation. And whether the knife was picked up in the
house or it was in his pocket there had to be some thought process of
Mr. Cash taking it out and using it.

And the sadness in the mother’s family is understandable. |
can’t imagine what it’s like to have lost a child like that.

| am using my discretion in finding you a habitual criminal.
That shouldn’t make anyone happy to treat another person that way but
that’s what | believe is required in this situation.

And you’re sentenced to life without the possibility of parole.

Restitution of $3,389 and credit for time served of 270 --

MS. DIGIACOMO: It's 252 days now, Your Honor.

THE COURT: 252 days. Thank you.
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THE COURT CLERK: Is that the large habitual?

THE COURT: That’s the large habitual.

MR. LONG: Your Honor, Mr. Cash asked about being
appointed, the Public Defender can’t represent him.

THE COURT: We'll get him an attorney.

MR. LONG: Okay. Is that something that | can file an order
for today?

THE COURT: No, you don't need to file an order. I'll just --
we’ll call Drew today. We'll get him an attorney to do the appeal.

MS. DiGIACOMO: And, Your Honor --

THE COURT: But you should file, if there’s anything speedy
that needs to file, until --

MR. LONG: Well, | have to file a notice within 30 days.

THE COURT: Just file the notice and then we will get
Mr. Cash an attorney.

MR. LONG: Okay. Thank you.

MS. DIGIACOMO: And, Your Honor, are you also doing the
$25 administrative assessment fee?

THE COURT: Yes, $25 administrative fee, a $3 DNA
assessment, $150 DNA analysis, $250 indigent defense fee.
I
I
I
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MS. DiIGIACOMO: Thank you.
THE COURT: Thanks.

[Proceedings concluded at 10:02 a.m.]

* k k k * %
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JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT

This is an appeal from a verdict following a jury trial held before the
Honorable Douglas Smith in the Eighth Judicial District Court and the subsequent
Judgment of Conviction. This Court has jurisdiction to hear this appeal pursuant to
NRS 177.015(3), which provides for the right to appeal a final judgment in a
criminal case.

RULE 17 ROUTING STATEMENT

This appeal is presumptively assigned to the Supreme Court because it relates
to convictions for a category A felony. NRAP 17(b)(1).

STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES

I. Whether there was sufficient evidence produced by the State to meet their
burden of proving the Defendant did not act in self-defense.

II. Whether the District Court Judge abused his discretion in adjudicating
Defendant a Habitual Criminal and imposing a sentence of Life Without the
Possibility of Parole.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Defendant Thomas Cash was charged via an Amended Information on April
19, 2018 with Murder with use of a deadly weapon and Battery with intent to kill.
Appellant's Appendix (hereafter AA) 1342. Trial for Mr. Cash commenced on June
18, 2018. AA 001. Trial concluded on June 28, 2018, when the jury found Mr. Cash

guilty of Second Degree Murder With Use of a Deadly Weapon, and Not Guilty of
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Battery With Intent to Kill. AA1339. On August 20, 2018, Mr. Cash was sentenced
by Judge Douglas Smith to Life Without the Possibility of Parole under the Large
Habitual Criminal enhancement for the Second Degree Murder conviction.
AA1349-1380.

STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

On December 11, 2017, Kyriell Davis went to pick up his daughter from his
girlfriend, Brittney Turner. At the time Brittney was pregnant with Davis' second
child, and was living at 3999 Pistachio Nut Drive with her Mother (Antoinette),
stepfather (Defendant Thomas Cash), and sister (Angel Turner). Appellant’s
Appendix (hereafter AA) 873-875, 954. Davis was driving a borrowed car, and
asked a roommate, Ezekiel Devine, to come with him. AA879. Davis waited outside
the house for Brittney to bring out their daughter, but she left him waiting 15-20
minutes while he called and texted her numerous times. AA884.

Davis testified that she was yelling at him from the time she came out of the
house. AA 886. A neighbor, Isidra Carolina Araiza Flores, testified that the
argument was very loud, and she looked out a window and saw "a man and a
woman were fighting." AA844-845.

Brittney testified that as she and Davis were arguing, he threatened her, it
"escalated" and he grabbed her by the arms. AA956. Davis testified that while
Brittney was yelling at him he "got her off me" by "pushing her shoulders", which

he claimed "wasn't a hard push because she was pregnant", but rather a "get out of
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my face type push". AA886-889. Brittney testified she was scared, and noticed her
sister Angel looking out the window at the fight. AA959-960. Angel testified she
heard a commotion out front, and looking out the window she could see Davis
battering her sister, holding her arms and "banging her up against the car". AA1118-
1119. Angel said she went to her step-father Cash and told him "come real quick,
Kyriell is banging up Brittney against the car". AA1120. Tamisha Kinchron (Cash's
niece) testified she heard Angel scream to Cash, saying "that boy" was jumping on
her sister. AA1173. Cash told police that he was wrapping Christmas presents when
Angel ran in and said Davis was attacking Brittney in front of the house, so he
immediately ran outside. AA1239.

Kinchron testified she saw Cash and Angel run down the stairs and out the
front door. AA1175. Angel testified Cash ran outside, and Davis still had Brittney
by the arms, so Cash got Davis off Brittney by putting him in a headlock. Angel said
the two men then started "squaring up" to fight and circling each other. AA1121-
1123. Kinchron testified Cash ran up to Brittney and Davis and tried to break them
apart, and she saw Davis punch Cash. AA1178. Cash told police he immediately ran
outside and saw Brittney breaking away, and Davis trying to grab her again, so he
punched at and grabbed Davis. AA1239-1240. Davis testified that Thomas Cash ran
outside and swung at him (Davis), but Cash missed and Davis grabbed Cash's face

and they started to wrestle. AA891-895. Brittney testified that Cash came out of the
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house and sort of swung at Davis (but missed), and then they grabbed onto each
other. AA96I.

Davis testified that Ezekiel then ran over and interjected himself into the
fight, and pushed them apart. AA 895-896. Brittney testified Ezekiel got out of the
car and started to fight Cash. AA965. She told the police that Ezekiel broke Davis
and Cash apart by punching Cash in the face (not by shoving them apart as Davis
had testified). AA1009. Cash told police he was wrestling with Davis when he heard
Davis say "get 'em, get 'em", and a man he has never seen before (Ezekiel) got out
of a car and punched Cash in the face. AA1240-1241. Brittney testified that Davis
yelled that he was going to get a gun or shoot somebody, that he said he will shoot.
AA986-987. Angel heard Davis tell Ezekiel "go get my thing out of the car" which
she believed was in reference to a gun. AA1125-1126. Kinchron testified she saw
Davis and Cash swinging at each other, with some punches landing, when she heard
Davis say to someone "bring my shit". AA1180. Brittney said that Ezekiel punched
Cash in the face with a closed fist, damaging Cash's nose and knocking Cash to the
ground. AA989, 1006-1007. Angel also testified Ezekiel got out of the car and
joined the fight, and Angel testified she saw both Davis and Ezekiel land punches on
Cash. AA1125. Kinchron testified she saw Ezekiel get out of the car and join Davis
in attacking Cash, two on one. AA1181-1182. Cash told police that when Ezekiel
punched him in the face, the punch was so strong it took him by surprise, and he

believed it was more than just a fist - like Ezekiel had a metal bar in his hand.
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AA1242, 1250. Cash was being held by Davis when Ezekiel punched him, and the
blow was so powerful that it disoriented him. AA1248, 1250. Cash said Ezekiel was
coming at him again and he was afraid of being hit like that again, so he pulled out
the small pocket knife he used for work and stabbed Ezekiel once as Ezekiel came at
him. AA1242,1243,1252. Davis said he stumbled back and warned Ezekiel to
"watch out" because he saw a glint in Cash's hand. AA896. Davis saw Ezekiel fall,
but did not yet know Ezekiel was injured. AA896.

Davis testified he is a football player in what he described as "perfect shape".
AA939. Brittney said Cash was in his 50s, while both Davis and Ezekiel were
football players in their early 20s. AA984.

Cash told police he then heard Davis say he's going to get a gun and shoot
him, so Cash ran into the house. AA1242. Davis said Cash ran to his house, and
Davis said he ran after him and "tried to kick the door down" and only failed to kick
the door in because Cash had his weight pressed against the other side of the door.
AAB96. Davis said he wanted to kick in the door so he could "fight" Cash some
more, to "finish" the fight. AA910. At that point Davis heard Ezekiel calling his
name and went back and found out Ezekiel was hurt. AA897.

The medical examiner testified that the cause of death was a single stab wound to
the chest, a wound that traveled in an upward motion. AA707,711.

Detective Gillis testified when he came into contact with Cash, Cash had a

nose injury and blood on his shirt and pants consistent with the injury to his face,
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however when they checked Cash's hands to see if he had any injuries consistent
with punching someone there were no injuries to Cash's hands. AA1042, 1047. Cash
also had injuries to one arm. AA1048.

SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENTS

There was substantial evidence that Mr. Cash was acting in self-defense when
he stabbed Ezekiel a single time, and the prosecutors produced insufficient evidence
to meet their burden of proving Mr. Cash did not act in self-defense.

Judge Smith abused his discretion by sentencing Mr. Cash to Life Without the
Possibility of Parole under the habitual criminal enhancement when all of Cash's
priors were stale and unrelated to the alleged crime at issue.

ARGUMENT ON THE ISSUES

I. There was insufficient evidence produced by the State to meet their burden

of proving the Defendant did not act in self-defense.

This case began as a domestic violence situation, with an argument between
Brittney Turner and her former boyfriend Kyriell Davis that was so loud that it was
noticed by the neighbors. AA844-845,886. Although the level of physical violence
Davis inflicted upon Brittney was in dispute (Davis claiming he only grabbed and
pushed her and that it "wasn't a hard push because she was pregnant", but rather a
"get out of my face type push", while Brittney, Angel Davis, and Tamisha Kinchron
all testified as to greater violence)(AA 956, 886-889, 1118-1119), what was not in

dispute is that Brittney's sister Angel saw the altercation and believed Brittney
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needed help - and ran and told their stepfather (Thomas Cash, the Defendant) that
Davis was battering Brittney and she needed help. AA118-1120, 1173, 1239. All the
testimony also agreed that after Angel told Cash, Cash immediately ran outside and
confronted Davis. Id.

Although the exact description of the initial altercation between Cash and
Davis is in some dispute, the differing versions agree that there was minimal
successful punching and it was mostly wrestling. At that point Ezekiel interjected
himself into the fight - either on his own or at Davis' request. All the testimony
showed Ezekiel exited the car and joined the fray, starting by "breaking apart" Davis
and Cash. Davis said that Ezekiel just shoved them apart, but the State's other
witness (Brittney) said that Ezekiel broke them apart by punching Cash in the face -
and Angel and Kinchron also testified that Ezekiel punched Cash in the face, and
Cash told police that the first time he had ever seen Ezekiel was when Ezekiel
punched him in the face. Thus there was virtually unanimous testimony that
Ezekiel's first interaction with Cash was to punch Cash in the face while Cash was
being held by Davis. AA895-896, 965, 1009, 989, 1006-1007, 1125, 1181-1182.
The only slight dissent was Davis claiming it was a "shove" rather than a punch, and
Davis also claimed he never saw Cash punched in the face - even though everyone
else did, and the Police said Cash had the facial injuries and bloody clothes to match

the punch to the face. AA1042, 1047.
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Once Ezekiel hit Cash while Cash was wrestling Davis, it was a two-on-one
fight, and it was a fight between a man over 50 years old who was now facing a
second attacker who was also a football player in his early 20's and in prime
physical shape. AA984, 939. Furthermore, there was nothing to dispute Cash's
characterization of Ezekiel's punch to the face as a massive blow that stunned Cash
and made him believe that Ezekiel must have a weapon in his hand to cause such an
impact, and the police testimony of Cash's injury (blood from the facial injury
soaked his shirt and pants and left a bloody trail up to and through the house and
even into the backyard) makes Cash's supposition at the time reasonable (even
though no such weapon was found). AA1042, 730-737. Further supporting his belief
Ezekiel might be using a weapon were two different witnesses testifying they heard
Davis request Ezekiel bring some kind of weapon from the car (Angel heard "go get
my thing out of the car" while Kinchron heard "Bring my shit"). AA1125-1126,
1180. It was only at this point - after the second assailant hit him in the face so hard
he believed it must be with a weapon, and that assailant coming at him for additional
blows - that Cash pulled his work knife out of his pocket and stabbed Ezekiel a
single time to prevent further attack. Nevada's "decisional law with regard to self-
defense has construed Nevada's statutory scheme to be consistent with the common
law, recognizing that self-defense is a justification for homicide not only in
instances of actual danger but also in instances of apparent danger", and "the State

must prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant did not act in self-
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defense". Runion v State, 116 Nev 1041, 13 P.3d 52 at 56 (2000), Barone v. State,
858 P.2d 27, 28, 109 Nev 778, 781 (1993). Under the testimony elicited at trial, no
reasonable jury could find that that State proved Cash did not act in self-defense.
Nevada case law and statutes have also long held that there is no duty to
retreat before exercising your right to self-defense. State v. Grimmett, 33 Nev. 531,
534, 112 P. 273, 273 (1910)(recognizing " the right to stand his ground and slay his
adversary"), NRS 200.120(2)( "A person is not required to retreat before using
deadly force"). This court has also held that one good reason that Nevada does not
require a person to retreat is that "it is often quite difficult ... to determine whether a
person should reasonably believe that he may retreat from a violent attack in
complete safety." Culverson v. State, 106 Nev. 484, 489, 797 P.2d 238, 240 (1990).
This rationale strongly supports Cash's self-defense claim - he did not resort to
deadly force until attacked by the second man (who, like the first, was a much
younger football player in prime physical condition) and not until that man had hit
him in the face so hard (and caused so much bodily harm) that Cash believed that he
must be holding a metal bar or other weapon to enhance his punch. After the single
use of his work knife to fend off the second attacker, Cash did in fact try to retreat
by running into his house - and the other person beating him (Davis) chased Cash to
the house and in Davis' own words "tried to kick the door down" so he could beat
Cash and "finish" him. AA896, 910. It is important to note that Davis trying to break

into Cash's home to batter him further was not in response to the stabbing (Davis
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said at that point he did not know Ezekiel was hurt), but rather his desire to "finish"
the fight. AA893, 910. Under these facts it is clear that Cash could not have safely
retreated from both Ezekiel (who was striking him) and Davis without the use of his
knife, as he barely was able to escape even with the use of his knife. It is important
to note that this retreat was not required by Nevada law, but had to be taken by Cash
to save himself even after the use of deadly force. Under these facts it is clear that
the State failed to meet their burden of proving beyond a reasonable doubt that Cash
did not act in self-defense. In fact, the State not once but twice incorrectly and
improperly told the jury that Cash Zad the duty to retreat, telling the jury that "He
could have retreated" (AA1296) and "He could have ran inside. He could have
yelled for help." (AA1281). Not only were these arguments incorrect and
prosecutorial misconduct, they show that the prosecutor was well aware that they
had failed to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that Cash did not act in self-defense,
and only by improperly convincing the jury that Cash should have retreated did they
have a chance of convicting him.

/1

/1

/1

/1]
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I1. The District Court Judge abused his discretion in adjudicating Cash a

Habitual Criminal and imposing a sentence of Life Without the Possibility of

Parole

As stated above, the State sought to enhance any penalty imposed against
Cash due to priors that were 29, 27 and 21 years old respectively.! In Sessions v.
State, 106 Nev. 186, 789 P.2d 1242 (1990), the State sought to adjudicate the
defendant a habitual criminal due to convictions from that were 23 to 30 years old
(very similar to the age of Cash's convictions), and the Supreme Court of Nevada
ruled this was an abuse of discretion because the statute was only to be used on
"career criminals" and not on a defendant with such old convictions. /d. at 1245.
Subsequent cases discussing Sessions further show that the habitual enhancement is

only to be used individuals who have lived a life of crime. See, e.g., Tillma v State,

! The State tried to use both the "violent" habitual NRS 207.012 (for 2 enumerated
priors), which they argued was mandatory, and the "large" habitual NRS 207.010
(for 3 priors) which they conceded was discretionary. AA1351-1352. However, the
District Court specifically rejected the mandatory violent habitual as an option
(AA1377-1389), as was proper considering the State never made a required showing
that the California Second Degree Robbery convictions would qualify as Robbery
convictions under NRS 207.012 (they likely would not qualify - see, e.g.

United States v. Dixon, 805 F.3d 1193, 1197 (9th Cir 2015)). The Judgement of
Conviction confusingly states it is under the "Large Habitual Criminal Statute"
which would be NRS 207.010 but then says "NRS 207.012"- however the
sentencing transcript clears up the discrepancy by making it crystal clear the judge
said he was adjudicating under the discretionary Large Habitual NRS 207.010 and
not the mandatory Violent Habitual NRS 207.012 (AA1348,1378-1379)( "I am
using my discretion in finding you a habitual criminal... THE COURT CLERK: Is
that the large habitual? THE COURT: That’s the large habitual.")

AA1395




O o0 9 O W bk~ WD =

N NN N NN N NN e e e e e e e e
o I N »n kA WD = O VO 0NN N R WD = O

112 Nev 266, 914 P.2d 605 (1996) (citing "a career of criminal activity, including
sixty-five arrests, nine felony convictions, and eighteen misdemeanor convictions").
This simply does not apply to Thomas Cash. The priors used by the State at
sentencing were for a 29 year old possession of cocaine conviction, a 27 year old
robbery second degree conviction, and a 21 year old robbery second degree
conviction. There is no evidence Cash had any problems in prison and on the
contrary, he earned a certificate in HVAC repair. When Thomas was released from
prison, he honorably completed parole as well as additional I-1VAC training at
Antelope Valley Community College. Upon moving to Las Vegas so his wife could
study criminal justice, Thomas found employment at Sears. Thomas was such a
good employee that Sears stated it would re-hire him if he was released on bail even
when the case was pending in District Court. Furthermore, there is nothing about
this case that relates in any way to the crimes Cash committed in his youth 21 to 29
year previously - it is undisputed that the incident involved Cash rushing to the
defense of his pregnant stepdaughter after being told by her sister that she was being
battered by her boyfriend. Even if the State was correct and his use of deadly force
in the ensuing fight was excessive, that does not change the fact that the incident at
its core was the attempt of a father to protect his daughter, and could not be
considered in any way related to the drug and robbery cases of his younger years.
For Judge Smith to determine these wholly unrelated cases from 20 years prior

somehow justified sentencing as a habitual criminal and giving a sentence of life
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without the possibility of parole is clearly an abuse of discretion and this case should
be remanded to a different District Court judge for a fair re-sentencing.

CONCLUSION

Although there were differences in how the various eyewitnesses testified about the
incident in issue, it is clear that the State did not meet their burden of proving that
Thomas Cash did not act in self-defense when he stabbed his second attacker a
single time to permit his escape from a serious beating. The verdict should be
overturned. Furthermore, sentencing Cash to spend his entire life in prison under
the Large Habitual enhancement was clearly an abuse of discretion when the prior
convictions were all over 20 years old and none were related to the instant offense,
and if the verdict is not overturned by this court it should overturn the sentence and
send the case back to a new District Court Judge for re-sentencing.

DATED this 14th day of March, 2019.
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/s/__ /Brian Rutledge/

Brian Rutledge, Esq.

Nevada State Bar No. 4739
Brian@BrianRutledgelLaw.com
10170 W. Tropicana #156-431

Las Vegas, Nevada 89147-2602
Telephone: (702) 297-7200
Attorney for Appellant Thomas Cash
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

THOMAS CASH,
Appellant,

V.

THE STATE OF NEVADA, Case No. 77018
Respondent.

RESPONDENT’S ANSWERING BRIEF

Appeal from Judgment of Conviction
Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County

STATEMENT OF THE ISSUE(S)

I. WHETHER THE STATE INTRODUCED SUFFICIENT

EVIDENCE TO CONVICT APPELLANT

II. WHETHER DISTRICT COURT DID NOT ABUSE

DISCRETION IN SENTENCING APPELLANT

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On April 19, 2018, the State filed an amended information charging Appellant

with MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (Category A Felony - NRS

200.010, 200.030, 193.165 - NOC 50001) and BATTERY WITH INTENT TO

KILL (Category B Felony - NRS 200.400.3 - NOC 50153). 6 Appellant’s Appendix

(“AA™) 1342.
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Thereafter, Appellant pleaded not guilty and went to trial. Appellant’s trial
started on June 18, 2018, 1AA001. The jury trial lasted eight days and concluded on
June 28, 2018. 6AA1339. On that date, the jury found Appellant guilty of Second
Degree Murder with Use of a Deadly Weapon and not guilty of Battery with Intent
to Kill. 6AA1339. On August 20, 2018, District Court sentenced Appellant to life
without the possibility of parole under the large habitual criminal statute. 6AA1347-
1348.

STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

On December 11, 2017, a verbal argument led to Appellant, a fifty-two-year-
old man, stabbing and killing Ezekiel Devine, thirty-one years his junior, in the
middle of the street. 4AA983.

The events of this day started when Kyriell Davis, twenty-eight years
Appellant’s junior, and his girlfriend Brittney had a heated verbal argument while
exchanging their children. 4AA878-879, 886-887, 983. Eventually, Kyriell pushed
Brittney away from him with his hands. 4AA887-888. Upon hearing this verbal
argument, Appellant came down to intervene. 4AA889-890. Appellant asked
whether Kyriell hit Brittney—Brittney answered no and told Appellant to mind his
own business. 4AA889.

Thereafter, Appellant and Kyriell tussled. Appellant started this fight with

Kyriell: multiple witnesses observed Appellant punch towards Kyriell when Kyriell
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had his back turned to Appellant, without provocation by Kyriell. 4AA889-892, 910-
911, 967. Appellant later admitted that he threw the first punch. 6AA1242. Ezekiel,
who had been sitting in the car having a video chat and who only came to help with
the child exchange, was alerted to the fight and attempted to break it up. 4AA878-
879, 885, 895, 937. At about that time, two cars drove up the road and separated
Ezekiel and Appellant from Kyriell. 4AA896. Kyriell saw a flash in Appellant’s
hand as the cars came by and tried to warn Ezekiel. 4AA896. While Appellant and
Kyriell were separated, Appellant stabbed Ezekiel straight through the heart.
3AA698; 4AA896. Ezekiel collapsed in the middle of the street and quickly died.
3AA702-703, 730.

Kyriell testified about his recollection of the fight and the events leading up
to it. Kyriell remembered the verbal argument between Britany and himself starting
when Brittany began ranting and calling Kyriell names. 4AA889. He then observed
Brittany yelling at Appellant. 4AA890. Appellant took a swing at Kyriell as he
attempted to put his baby in his car seat, when his back was towards Appellant.
4AA890, 892. After Appellant tried to punch Kyriell, Kyriell and Appellant
interlocked and Appellant tried to slam him to the ground. 4AA891. Kyriell never
swung his fist at Appellant. 4AA892-893. Appellant and Kyriell wrestled for a while
until they ended up in the street and Ezekiel intervened to break up the fight by

pushing his hand through the middle of the two. 4AA893-4AA895. Kyriell saw a
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flash from Appellant’s hand as a car came drove in between the group, leaving
Appellant and Ezekiel on one side of the street and Kyriell on the other side of the
street—far apart. 4AA895-897. Soon after, Ezekiel fell to the ground after being
stabbed by Appellant. See 4AA896.

Appellant’s actions after the victim died demonstrated his consciousness of
guilt. Appellant did not call 911—even though he later told police that Kyriell said
that he would shoot up the house after Kyriell and Brittany verbally fought.
5AA1001; 6AA1248. Despite these alleged threats and after he killed Ezekiel,
Appellant locked the door, left his home, and ran from the scene. 4AA900. In his
haste to leave, Appellant left an older crippled woman, a three-year-old, a seventeen-
year-old, and his niece in the home. 4AA822-823, 829, 954. Appellant escaped the
scene by climbing over two walls and jumping down from a high point of one of the
walls. 5SAA1032-1035. Appellant also destroyed and hid the murder weapon, a knife.
6AA1244. Appellant did not go back to his home until just after the police left and
did not account for where he went between 7:00pm and 2:00am the night of the
crime, when he finally turned himself in to police. SAA1041; 6AA1245.

Appellant initially denied killing the victim, but then later argued that he killed
the victim in self-defense, despite multiple witnesses seeing Appellant throw the first
punch. 4AA889-892, 910-911, 967; 5SAA1094-1095, 1166. Brittney told police that

Appellant, Brittney’s stepdad, threw the first punch. 4AA967. Brittney also stated
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that she never felt in danger and that Kyriell did not hit her. 4AA976, 979. Moreover,
multiple witnesses stated, including Appellant, that no one but Appellant had a
weapon. 4AA921-922, 5AA1148-1149, see 6AA1242. Appellant told police that he
stabbed Ezekiel because he did not want to get hit again. 6AA1243.

Brittany also testified about her recollection of the fight. After she argued with
Kyriell, Appellant came out of the house and tried to punch Kyriell. 4AA962. After
Appellant started this fight with Kyriell, both Appellant and Kyriell locked together
in a bear hug and after Appellant’s first punch, no one threw punches. 4AA962-963.
Both men were “equally locked up.” 4AA963. Brittany also testified that she held
Kyriell after Ezekiel attempted to break up the fight. 4AA966-967. Brittany told
police that she did not feel scared or threatened during her verbal argument with
Kyriell. 4AA976. She also said that during the argument, Kyriell did not hit her or
slam her into a car. 4AA979.

Through their actions, Appellant’s family telegraphed that Appellant did not
act in self-defense. Appellant’s family did not call the police; instead, they went back
into the house and shut the door. 5AA1148, 1151. Furthermore, Appellant’s family
did not bring out towels or water or ask if the victim needed any help. 4AA925;
5AA1148. Ultimately, Appellant’s family did not come out of the house until police
made them, through use of a bullhorn, about forty minutes later. 4AA820-821, 925;

5AA1148. After Appellant left the scene, Appellant spoke with family members
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while police were outside his home. SAA1228. Appellant told his family that he did
not kill Ezekiel and did not even touch him—and his family informed him that
Ezekiel was dead. SAA1228.

SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT

Appellant cannot entice this Court into invading the province of the jury by
mislabeling a credibility argument as a sufficiency of the evidence claim. Appellant
fails to demonstrate that no rational jury could have convicted him on the evidence
presented. Instead, Appellant invites this Court to discredit the testimony of
witnesses in favor of his self-serving version of the events. Such an invitation to
error is beyond the scope of a sufficiency review since this Court does not sit as a
thirteenth juror, with veto power over the other twelve.

This Court should also find that District Court did not abuse its discretion by
sentencing Appellant, a four-time violent felon who has spent the vast majority of
the last thirty-to-forty years in prison, to large habitual criminal treatment. Appellant
stands convicted of Second-Degree Murder with Use of a Deadly Weapon and has
four prior felonies: one count of Possession of Cocaine, and three counts of Robbery
with Use of a Firearm. Large habitual treatment fits Appellant. To the extent that
this Court disagrees, any error was harmless because Appellant also is a habitual

felon as a matter of law.
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ARGUMENT

I. THE STATE INTRODUCED SUFFICIENT EVIDENCE TO
SUPPORT APPELLANT’S CONVICTION

Appellant alleges that the State produced insufficient evidence to prove that
he did not act in self-defense. AOB at 6.
When reviewing a sufficiency of the evidence claim, the relevant inquiry is

not whether the court is convinced of the defendant’s guilt beyond a reasonable

doubt. Wilkins v. State, 96 Nev. 367, 374, 609 P.2d 309, 313 (1980). Rather, when

the jury has already found the defendant guilty, the limited inquiry is “whether, after
viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the prosecution, any rational trier

of fact could have found the essential elements of the crime beyond a reasonable

! Appellant also briefly argues that the State incorrectly and improperly told the jury
that Appellant had the duty to retreat and thereby committed prosecutorial
misconduct. AOB at 10. Appellant does not seriously present this issue for this
Court’s consideration because he does not cite any authority for prosecutorial
misconduct. It is Appellant's responsibility to present relevant authority and cogent
argument; issues not so presented need not be addressed by this Court. Maresca v.
State, 103 Nev. 669, 673, 748 P.2d 3, 6 (1987) (refusing to consider prosecutorial
misconduct argument where no authority is presented). Moreover, the record belies
this argument. The State argued that he could have retreated, in the context of
explaining that self-defense claims are not available to the original aggressor unless
the original aggressor attempts to retreat. Culverson v. State, 106 Nev. 484, 481, 797
P.2d 238, 241 (1990) (“a person who as a reasonable person believes that he 1s about
to be killed or seriously injured by his assailant does not have a duty to retreat unless
he 1s the original aggressor.”). This statement of law directly applies to the facts of
the case; multiple witnesses stated that Appellant threw the first punch during the
fight and Appellant claimed that he killed Ezekiel, the victim, in self-defense.
4AA889-892,910-911, 967; SAA1094-1095, 1166.
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doubt.” Milton v. State, 111 Nev. 1487, 1491, 908 P.2d 684, 686-87 (1995) (internal

quotation and citation omitted).
Thus, the evidence is only insufficient when “the prosecution has not

produced a minimum threshold of evidence upon which a conviction may be based,

even if such evidence were believed by the jury.” Evans v. State, 112 Nev. 1172,

1193, 926 P.2d 265, 279 (1996) (quoting State v. Purcell, 110 Nev. 1389, 1394, 887

P.2d 276, 279 (1994)) (emphasis removed) (overruled on other grounds). “[I]t is the
jury’s function, not that of the court, to assess the weight of the evidence and

determine the credibility of the witnesses.” Origel-Candido v. State, 114 Nev. 378,

381, 956 P.2d 1378, 1380 (1998) (quoting McNair v. State, 108 Nev. 53, 56, 825

P.2d 571, 573 (1992)). It is further the jury’s role “[to fairly] resolve conflicts in the
testimony, to weigh the evidence, and to draw reasonable inferences from basic facts

to ultimate facts.” Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307, 319, 99 S. Ct. 2781, 2789

(1979). Moreover, in rendering its verdict, a jury is free to rely on circumstantial
evidence. Wilkins, 96 Nev. at 374, 609 P.2d at 313. Indeed, “circumstantial evidence

alone may support a conviction.” Hernandez v. State, 118 Nev. 513, 531, 50 P.3d

1100, 1112 (2002).
In order to claim self-defense, [a] person who does the killing [must] actually
and reasonably believe: [t]hat there is imminent danger that the assailant will either

kill him or cause him great bodily injury; and [t]hat it is absolutely necessary under

8

INAPPELLATE\WPDOCS\SECRETARY\BRIEFS\ANSWER & FASTRACK\2019 ANSWER\CASH, THOMAS, 77018, RESP'S ANS.

AAt442



the circumstances for him to use in self-defense force or means that might cause the
death of the other person, for the purpose of avoiding death or great bodily injury to

himself. Runion v. State, 116 Nev. 1041, 1051, 13 P.3d 52, 59 (2000). Moreover,

the right of self-defense is not available to an original aggressor, Id. Whether a
defendant reasonably believed he was in fear of death or great bodily harm is a

question of fact for the jury. Davis v. State, 130 Nev. 136, 143, 321 P.3d 867, 872

(2014).

The State introduced credible and sufficient evidence proving that Appellant
did not act in self-defense. Multiple witnesses stated that Appellant threw the first
punch during the fight. 4AA889-892, 910-911, 967; SAA1094-1095, 1166. Runion,
116 at 1051, 13 P.3d at 59 (2000) (“[t]he right of self-defense is not available to an
original aggressor.”). Moreover, multiple witnesses testified, including Appellant,
that no one but Appellant had a weapon. 4AA921-922, 5AA1148-1149, see
6AA1242. Appellant stated that he stabbed the victim, Ezekiel, because he did not
want to get hit again. 6AA1243. Appellant’s reason for stabbing the victim does not
seriously demonstrate that he was afraid for his life—in his own words he just
wanted to not get hit again. Id. A “reasonable” person would not find it necessary to
resort to deadly force in this situation—particularly where a car came by and split

up the fight.
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The State introduced credible and sufficient evidence of Appellant’s actions
after the crime, which demonstrated that Appellant did not have a reasonable fear of
death. Appellant did not call 91 1—even though he later told police that Kyriell said
that he would shoot up the house after Kyriell and Brittany verbally fought.
SAA1001; 6AA1248. Despite these alleged threats and after he killed Ezekiel,
Appellant locked the door, left his home, and ran from the scene. 4AA900. In his
haste to leave, Appellant left an older crippled woman, a three-year-old, a seventeen-
year-old, and his niece in the home while claiming that Kyriell would should up his
home. 4AA822-823, 829, 954. Appellant fled the scene by jumping two walls and
jumping down from a high point of one of the walls. 5SAA1032-1035. Appellant also
destroyed and hid the murder weapon, a knife. 6AA1244. Appellant did not go back
to his home until just after the police left and did not account for where he went
between 7:00pm and 2:00am the night of the crime, when he turned himself in to
police. SAA1041; 6AA1245. The State submits that these actions, after the fact, are
not those of a person who feared for his life or the safety of others.

Appellant’s arguments to the contrary only extensively relitigate the trial and
the jury determination that Appellant did not act in reasonable fear. AOB at 6-10.
For example, Appellant discusses the circumstances of the verbal argument between
Kyriell and Brittney, the fight between Appellant started with Kyriell, the victim

Ezekiel attempting to break up the fight, and the aftermath. Id. Even if Appellant
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believed that Ezekiel was the initial aggressor and had a “bar,” and therefore had a
reasonable fear of death or great bodily harm, Appellant’s arguments fail: “it is the
jury’s function, not that of the court, to assess the weight of the evidence and

determine the credibility of the witnesses.” Origel-Candido, 114 Nev. at 381, 956

P.2d at 1380 (quoting McNair, 108 Nev. at 56, 825 P.2d at 573); 6AA1032. Whether
a defendant reasonably believed he was in fear of death or great bodily harm is a

question of fact for the jury. Davis v. State, 130 Nev. 136, 143, 321 P.3d 867, 872

(2014). Indeed, Appellant made these same types of arguments to the jury during his
closing argument. 6AA1030-1032. The jury rejected these arguments—this Court
should too.

II. DISTRICT COURT DID NOT ABUSE ITS DISCRETION IN
SENTENCING APPELLANT

Next, Appellant complains that District Court abused its discretion by
adjudicating him as a habitual criminal and imposing a sentence of life without the
possibility of parole. AOB at 11.

A. Standard of Review
This Court has granted district courts “wide discretion” in sentencing
decisions, which are not to be disturbed “[s]o long as the record does not demonstrate
prejudice resulting from consideration of information or accusations founded on

facts supported only by impalpable or highly suspect evidence.” Allred v. State, 120

Nev. 410, 413, 92 P.3d 1246, 1248 (2004) (quoting Silks v. State, 92 Nev. 91, 94,
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545 P.2d 1159, 1161 (1976)). A sentencing judge is permitted broad discretion in
imposing a sentence, and absent an abuse of discretion, the district court's

determination will not be disturbed on appeal. Randell v. State, 109 Nev. 5, 8, 846

P.2d 278, 280 (1993) (citing Deveroux v. State, 96 Nev. 388, 610 P.2d 722 (1980)).

B. The Court Properly Adjudicated Appellant as a Habitual Criminal
Pursuant to NRS 207.010:

[A] person convicted in this state of:

(b) Any felony, who has previously been three times
convicted, whether in this state or elsewhere, of any crime
which under the laws of the situs of the crime or of this
state would amount to a felony, or who has previously
been five times convicted, whether in this state or
elsewhere, of petit larceny, or of any misdemeanor or
gross misdemeanor of which fraud or the intent to defraud
is an element, is a habitual criminal and shall be punished
for a category A felony by imprisonment in the state
prison:

(1) For life without the possibility of parole;

(2) For life with the possibility of parole, with eligibility
for parole beginning when a minimum of 10 years has
been served; or

(3) For a definite term of 25 years, with eligibility for
parole beginning when a minimum of 10 years has been
served.

Adjudication of a defendant as a habitual criminal is “subject to the broadest

kind of judicial discretion.” LaChance v. State, 130 Nev.  , | 321 P.3d 919,

929 (2014) (quoting Tanksley v. State, 113 Nev. 997, 1004, 946 P.2d 148, 152

(1997)) (emphasis in original). NRS 207.010 makes no special allowance for non-
violent crimes or for the remoteness of convictions; instead, these are considerations
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within the discretion of the district court. Arajakis v. State, 108 Nev. 976, 983, 843

P.2d 800, 805, (1992); French v. State, 98 Nev. 235, 645 P.2d 440 (1982). Further,

the district court has the discretion to adjudge a defendant as a habitual criminal
when the defendant has been convicted of a felony and has at least three prior
felonies. NRS 207.010(1)(a).

For purposes of NRS 207.010 the State need only provide proof of three prior
felony convictions. The felony convictions utilized to adjudicate a defendant as a

habitual criminal need not follow any particular sequence. Carr v. State, 96 Nev.

936, 939, 620 P.2d 869, 871 (1980). They must merely precede the date of the

underlying offense. Brown v. State, 97 Nev. 101, 102, 624 P.2d 1005, 1006 (1981).

“Exemplified copies of the prior felony convictions and certified fingerprint cards
from the penal institutions where the defendant had been incarcerated both have been

approved in habitual criminal proceedings.” Curry v. Slansky, 637 F. Supp. 947, 952

(D. Nev. 1986) (citing Plunkett v. State, 84 Nev. 145, 437 P.2d 92, 94 (1968));

Atteberry v. State, 84 Nev. 213, 438 P.2d 789, 791 (1968). “If a defendant charged

pursuant to NRS 207.010, 207.012 or 207.014 pleads guilty to or is found guilty of
the primary offense but denies any previous conviction charged, the court shall
determine the issue of the previous conviction after hearing all relevant evidence
presented on the issue by the prosecution and the defendant.” NRS 207.016.

Although the district court has the discretion to look at the staleness and seriousness

13

INAPPELLATE\WPDOCS\SECRETARY\BRIEFS\ANSWER & FASTRACK\2019 ANSWER\CASH, THOMAS, 77018, RESP'S ANS.

AALALT



of the prior felonies, it is not required to make special allowances for these types of
crimes. Arajakis 108 Nev. at 983, 843 P.2d at 805.

District Court did not abuse its discretion by adjudicating Appellant as
habitual criminal. In the instant matter, Appellant stood convicted of Second Degree
Murder with Use of a Deadly Weapon. This Court has affirmed district courts
adjudicating and sentencing defendants as habitual criminals as a punishment for far

less serious felonies. E.g. LaChance, 130 Nev. at 263, 279, 321 P.3d at 919, 930

(domestic battery by strangulation, domestic battery causing substantial bodily

harm, possession of a controlled substance for the purpose of sale); Yarell v. State,
No. 66649, 2016 WL 830847 (Nev. Mar. 1, 2016) (two counts of possession of a
controlled substance) (unpublished).

Moreover, Appellant has spent the greater part of his life in custody. Appellant
committed his first felony, drug possession, in 1988. PSI at 3.> Appellant received
probation for that offense but then committed new crimes while on probation and
was convicted of one count of Robbery with Use of a Firearm in 1991. PSI at 3-4.
The State of California paroled Appellant in 1995. But then in 1996, Appellant
committed two new Robberies with Use of a Firearm—the same charge he got parole

on—and spent from 1997 until 2013 in California prison. PSI at 4. California

> The State has submitted a contemporaneous Motion to Transmit Pre-Sentence
Investigation Report (“PSI”) so that this Court may verify references to the PSI.
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discharged Appellant from parole in 2016—Appellant murdered Ezekiel one year
later in Las Vegas in the instant case. The State introduced, and District Court
admitted, certified copies of Appellant’s prior Judgments of Convictions for these
crimes along with a sentencing memorandum. 6AA1350-1351; Respondent’s
Appendix (“RA”) at 001-055.

Appellant tries to characterize his life of crime as ancient history—but he has
spent nearly his entire adult life in prison. AOB at 11. Appellant’s argument masks
his true record. At first blush, Appellant’s record seems ancient but this first
impression misleads: Appellant appears to have only spent three-to-six years out of
custody since 1988. PSI at 3-4. In that light, Appellant’s argument that his prior
felonies “were 29, 27 and 21 years old” rings hollow. AOB at 11. Appellant appears
to have only spent a year or two not under sentence of prison, parole, or probation
since 1989. Moreover, as a juvenile, Appellant was convicted of second degree
murder and assault with a deadly weapon—in 1982 and 1980 respectively. RA007-
008. Although the State referenced these convictions at sentencing to inform District
Court’s sentencing discretion, it did not rely on these juvenile convictions to support
habitual treatment. 6AA1350-1351.

District Court correctly decided to adjudicate Appellant as a habitual criminal.
Although Appellant “earned a certificate in HVAC repair,” AOB at 12, his true

career is violent crime—three convictions for Robbery with Use of a Firearm and
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one adult conviction for Second Degree Murder with Use of a Deadly Weapon. PSI

at 4; 6AA1350-1351. In this light, Appellant’s citation to Sessions v. State is

particularly unavailing. 106 Nev. 186, 187-88, 191, 789 P.2d 1242, 1243, 1234
(1990) (overruling habitual sentence supported by convictions for possession of
marijuana, theft of property valued at over fifty dollars, grand theft, and escape
without the use of force); AOB at 11. Moreover, the Sessions Court did not
meaningfully discuss how many years in custody that defendant served, where here,
Appellant has spent the vast majority of the last thirty-to-forty years in prison. Id.
Appellant is not a reformed criminal—he is a habitual criminal who has spent most
of his life in prison. To the extent that this Court disagrees with this characterization,
nonetheless, District Court did not abuse its discretion.

Despite Sessions, this Court has affirmed large habitual treatment when
supported by far less serious felonies than found in Appellant’s record. E.g.
LaChance, 130 Nev. at 279, 321 P.3d at 930 (battery causing substantial bodily
harm, possession of controlled substance, possession of a stolen motor vehicle,

trafficking in a controlled substance, possession of a controlled substance);

McGervey v. State, 114 Nev. 460, 467, 958 P.2d 1203, 1208 (1998) (possession of

cocaine for sale, kidnapping, and robbery); Brisbane v. State, 385 P.3d 55 (Nev.

2016) (possession of a controlled substance, aggravated assault with a deadly
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weapon, possession of a firearm by an ex-felon, and larceny) (unpublished
disposition).
This Court should find that District Court did not abuse its discretion.
C. If District Court Abused Its Discretion by Sentencing Appellant as
a Habitual Criminal, this Error is Harmless: Appellant is a
Habitual Felon as a Matter of Law
According to NRS 178.598, any error, defect, irregularity or variance

which does not affect substantial rights shall be disregarded. An error is harmless if

the error did not have substantial and injurious effect or influence in determining the

jury's verdict. Knipes v. State, 124 Nev. 927, 935, 192 P.3d 1178, 1183 (2008).
NRS 207.012 requires that district courts to sentence a defendant convicted of

certain offenses as a habitual felon if two qualifying prior convictions are found.

Nelson v. State, 123 Nev. 534, 551, 170 P.3d 517, 528 (2007). District courts must

sentence defendants to habitual felon treatment, a Category A felony, when a person
is convicted of murder or other enumerated felonies, and has been previously twice
convicted of any crime which under the laws of the situs of the crime or of this State
that would constitute a robbery, murder, or other enumerated felony, whether the
prior convictions occurred in this State or elsewhere. NRS 207.012. This statute and
this Court’s case law stands for the proposition that the district court has no
discretion and must sentence defendants to habitual felon treatment if the statute

applies and the state makes an offer of proof. Nelson, 123 Nev. at 551, 170 P.3d at
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528. Moreover, Nevada law requires that a habitual felon sentence only operates to
increase, not to reduce, the sentence otherwise provided by law. NRS 207.016(1).

Appellant qualifies as a habitual felon and District Court should have
adjudicated Appellant as a habitual felon. Appellant has two prior qualifying
robberies. Appellant stood convicted of one count of Robbery with Use of a Firearm
in 1991. PSI at 3-4. The State of California paroled Appellant in 1995. But then in
1996, Appellant committed two new Robberies with Use of a Firearm—the same
charge he received parole on—and spent from 1997 until 2013 in California prison.
PSI at 4. California discharged Appellant from parole in 2016. One year later,
Appellant murdered Ezekiel with use of a deadly weapon and the jury ultimately
convicted him for the crime in the instant case. The State introduced, and the Court
admitted, certified copies of Appellant’s Judgments of Convictions for these crimes.
6AA1350-1351.

Appellant’s convictions for Robbery with Use of a Firearm would qualify as
a felony under Nevada law; the elements are the same. California defines robbery as
the felonious taking of personal property in the possession of another, from his
person or immediate presence, and against his will, accomplished by means of force
or fear. Cal. Penal Code § 211 (West). Nevada similarly defines robbery, in pertinent
part, as the unlawful taking of personal property from the person of another, or in

the person’s presence, against his or her will, by means of force or violence or fear
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of injury. NRS 200.380. Appellant’s robbery convictions, based upon two separate
transactions and occurrences, would qualify as prior convictions sufficient to support
and require District Court to sentence Appellant to mandatory habitual felon
treatment.’

Nevada law required District Court to sentence Appellant to life without
parole because—mandatory—habitual felon treatment must operate to increase a
sentence otherwise faced by Appellant as a matter of law. Appellant stood convicted
of Second-Degree Murder with Use of a Deadly Weapon. A person standing in
Appellant’s shoes shall be punished by imprisonment in the state prison: for life with
the possibility of parole, with eligibility for parole beginning when a minimum of
10 years has been served; or for a definite term of 25 years, with eligibility for parole
beginning when a minimum of 10 years has been served. NRS 200.030(5). For use
of a deadly weapon, Appellant must be sentenced to a consecutive minimum term
of not less than 1 year and a maximum term of not more than 20 years. NRS 193.165.

Habitual criminal and felon treatment both allow District Court three choices when

3 Appellant cites federal law interpreting whether robbery in California qualifies as
a violent felony under a federal statutory scheme, to argue that Appellant’s Robbery
with Use of a Firearm convictions do not qualify under Nevada’s habitual felon
statute as prior felonies. AOB at 11 n.1. This law does not apply here for obvious
reasons. And this federal law is not persuasive here as the elements of both state
robbery statutes are the same—and robbery qualifies as a felony sufficient to support
a mandatory habitual felon sentence. NRS 207.012(2). There is no material
difference between robbery in Nevada and robbery in California.
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sentencing to habitual treatment, two of which are the minimum Appellant already
faced for his second-degree murder conviction:

(1) For life without the possibility of parole;

(2) For life with the possibility of parole, with eligibility for parole beginning

when a minimum of 10 years has been served; or

(3) For a definite term of 25 years, with eligibility for parole beginning when

a minimum of 10 years has been served.
NRS 207.010(1)(b); NRS 207.012(1)(b). Thus, based upon Appellant’s conviction,
District Court—as a matter of law—must sentence to habitual felon treatment and
must sentence Appellant to life without the possibility of parole. Appellant already
faced a life with parole and a ten-years to twenty-five years sentencing range for his
second-degree murder conviction, plus a consecutive minimum of one year: District
Court could only increase his Appellant’s sentencing exposure, as required by NRS
207.016(1), by sentencing him to life without parole. In this light, even if this Court
believes that District Court abused its discretion by adjudicating Appellant as a
habitual criminal, this error was harmless because it did not have a substantial and
injurious effect or influence on Appellant’s sentence as a matter of law. Knipes, 124
Nev. at 935, 192 P.3d at 1183. Appellant would have received the same sentence
under either the permissive habitual criminal adjudication or the mandatory habitual

felon adjudication.
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CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, this Court should affirm Appellant’s Judgment of

Conviction.

Dated this 15" day of April, 2019.
Respectfully submitted,

STEVEN B. WOLFSON

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

BY /s/Jonathan E. VanBoskerck

JONATHAN E. VANBOSKERCK

Chief Deputy District Attorney

Nevada Bar #006528 o

Office of the Clark County District Attorney
Regional Justice Center

200 Lewis Avenue

Post Office Box 552212

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212

(702) 671-2500
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The undersigned counsel of record certifies that the following are persons and entities as
described in NRAP 26.1(a) and must be disclosed pursuant to that rule. These
representations are made so that the justices of this Court may evaluate any potential
conflicts warranting disqualification or recusal.
1. Attorney of Record for Appellant: Brian Rutledge
2. Publicly held Companies Associated: a. N/A
3. Law Firm(s) Appearing in the Court(s) Below:

Clark County District Attorney

Kenneth Long, Esq.

DATED this 22th day of April, 2019.
/s/__ /Brian Rutledge/

Brian Rutledge, Esq.

Nevada State Bar No. 4739
Brian@BrianRutledgeL.aw.com
10170 W. Tropicana #156-431

Las Vegas, Nevada 89147-2602
Telephone: (702) 297-7200
Attorney for Appellant Thomas Cash
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Argument

A. Respondent's claim that Appellant mischaracterized his 29, 27, and 21 vear

old prior convictions is belied by the record

The State tries to claim that the convictions that were 29, 27, and 21 years old
are somehow "not old" because Mr. Cash spent a long time in prison and parole -
however the very PSI cited by the State shows no disciplinary history for Mr. Cash
in prison, and "no violations" on parole - parole that he successfully completed and
was discharged from. PSI at 3-4. Thus the PSI also shows that the last crime
committed by Mr. Cash was indeed twenty-one (21) years before the instant offense.
PSI at 4. It is certainly not uncommon for criminals to commit infractions in prison
or parole violations, yet Mr. Cash's record was completely clean after the 1996
offense. PSI 4-5. The fact that Mr. Cash was never observed breaking the law in that
21-year period even though he was closely watched by law enforcement in prison
and while on parole during a large portion of it certainly does not support the State's
claim that Mr. Cash is a habitual criminal that must be locked away forever, or their
claim that the convictions are somehow not all over 20 years old. The State also
cannot rebut the obvious fact that the instant offense (a stabbing that occurred while
he believed he was defending his daughter) has no factual connection with the
robbery crimes he committed in his youth, making the judge's finding that Mr. Cash

must be given Life Without an obvious abuse of discretion.
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B. The abuse of discretion in sentencing Mr. Cash as a habitual criminal cannot

be considered '"harmless error"

The State claims that Judge Smith's abuse of discretion in finding Mr. Cash a
Habitual Criminal and sentencing him to Life Without is somehow "harmless error"
because the State wanted him sentenced under a different habitual statute, NRS
207.012, even though they failed to prove to Judge Smith that Mr. Cash qualified
under that statute and even though Judge Smith specifically ruled that he did NOT
find that Mr. Cash qualified under the mandatory provisions of NRS 207.012.
AA1377-1389. Unlike the other habitual criminal statutes which allow the use of
any felony conviction, NRS 207.012 is very limited, listing only 39 specific statutes
that qualify for this enhancement, and the State has the burden of proving the
convictions qualify. Having failed to prove to Judge Smith that Mr. Cash had the
requisite priors for NRS 207.012, the State then takes the novel position that it can
prove up the convictions in this appeal - and once again fails to do so. The State
claims that Mr. Cash was convicted twice of "Robbery with Use of a Firearm" in
California, and cites to the PSI at page 4 to support the claim (Answering Brief page
18, lines 5-9). Looking at page 4 of the PSI shows something very different - it
shows that although the initial charges in both cases included at least one count of
"Robbery", it also shows that he pled down both cases to the lesser charge of
"Robbery-Second Degree" - a lesser offense that does not exist in Nevada law, and

1s not one of the 39 statutes listed in NRS 207.012. PSI at 4, NRS 207.012. The
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State never made a showing to Judge Smith that a California conviction to the lesser
charge of "Second Degree Robbery" qualifies as one of the 39 crimes listed in NRS
207.016 (it obviously is not in the statute as Nevada does not even have a "Second
Degree" robbery), and his refusal to consider NRS 207.012 was proper given this
showing was not made by the State at the sentencing hearing. The State cannot
rescue the Judge Smith's improper habitual adjudication which was clearly an abuse
of discretion by claiming it was "harmless error" under a theory that Judge Smith
should have instead have applied NRS 207.012 when even Judge Smith recognized
the State had utterly failed to prove the two qualifying priors required to impose the
NRS 207.012 enhancement. This court it should overturn the sentence and send the

case back to a new District Court Judge for re-sentencing.

DATED this 22th day of April, 2019.

Respectfully Submitted by:

/s/ _ /Brian Rutledge/

Brian Rutledge, Esq.

Nevada State Bar No. 4739
Brian@BrianRutledgelLaw.com
10170 W. Tropicana #156-431

Las Vegas, Nevada 89147-2602
Telephone: (702) 297-7200
Attorney for Appellant Thomas Cash
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2. 1 further certify that this brief complies with the page- or type-volume
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Nevada Rules of Appellate Procedure, in particular NRAP 28(e)(1), which requires
every assertion in the brief regarding matters in the record to be supported by a
reference to the page and volume number, if any, of the transcript or appendix where
the matter relied on is to be found. I understand that I may be subject to sanctions in
the event that the accompanying brief is not in conformity with the requirements of
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DATED this 22nd day of April, 2019.

/s/__ /Brian Rutledge/

Brian Rutledge, Esq.

Nevada State Bar No. 4739

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on this 22nd day of April, 2019, the foregoing
APPELLANT’S REPLY BRIEF was served upon the appropriate parties hereto via the

Supreme Court’s notification system in accordance to the Master Service List as follows:

STEVEN S. OWENS, ESQ. Chief Deputy District Attorney
AARON FORD, ESQ. Nevada Attorney General

Attorneys for Respondent

DATED this 22nd day of April, 2019.

/s/__ /Brian Rutledge/

Brian Rutledge, Esq.

Nevada State Bar No. 4739
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THOMAS CASH, Supreme Court No. 77018
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STATE OF NEVADA, ss. c%o@%‘é“uﬁ?

|, Elizabeth A. Brown, the duly appointed and qualified Clerk of the Supreme Court of
the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the following is a full, true and correct copy
of the Judgment in this matter.

JUDGMENT

The court being fully advised in the premises and the law, it is now ordered, adjudged
and decreed, as follows:

“ORDER the judgment of conviction AFFIRMED AND REMAND this matter to the
district court to correct clerical error.”

Judgment, as quoted above, entered this 12th day of September, 2018.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have subscribed
my name and affixed the seal of the Supreme
Court at my Office in Carson City, Nevada this
October 08, 2019.

Elizabeth A. Brown, Supreme Court Clerk

By: Rory Wunsch
Deputy Clerk
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

THOMAS CASH, No. 77018
Appellant,
vs. ,
THE STATE OF NEVADA, FI L E D
Respondent.
SEP 12 2019
CLERK OF SUPRENE COURT
w .
ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE

AND REMAND TO CORRECT CLERICAL ERROR

This is an appeal from a judgment of conviction, pursuant to a
jury verdict, of second-degree murder with use of a deadly weapon. Eighth
Judicial District Court, Clark County; Douglas Smith, Judge.

Appellant Thomas Cash argues the State failed to present
sufficient evidence to support the guilty verdict, and the district court
abused its discretion in adjudicating him as a habitual criminal.l We
disagree.

First, Cash argues that the State failed to prove beyond a
reasonable doubt that Cash did not act in self-defense. This court will
uphold a conviction if a rational trier of fact could have found the essential

elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt, when viewing the

1To the extent Cash argues that the prosecutor made incorrect
statements of the law during closing argument, he does not support this
contention with any cogent argument or citation to relevant authority, and
therefore, we decline to address this issue. See Maresca v. State, 103 Nev.
669, 673, 748 P.2d 3, 6 (1987); see also NRAP 28(a)(10}(A).




evidence in a light most favorable to the prosecution. Jackson v. Virginia,
443 U.S. 807, 319 (1979); see also Origel-Candido v. State, 114 Nev. 378,
381, 956 P.2d 1378, 1380 (1998). A jury’s verdict will not be disturbed on
appeal where, as in this case, sufficient evidence supports its verdict. See
Bolden v. State, 97 Nev. 71, 73, 624 P.2d 20, 20 (1981). -

Here, Cash intervened during an argument between his
stepdaughter and the father of her children K. Davis outside of Cash’s home.
The incident escalated to a physical fight involving Cash, Davis, and Davis’s
friend E. Devine. Cash produced a knife and stabbed Devine in the chest.
Cash fled the scene and disposed of the murder weapon. Cash told law
enforcement he killed Devine in self-defense. The jury heard testimony
from several witnesses to the incident. Though Cash did not testify, a
homicide detective provided testimony regarding the voluntary statements
Cash made to law enforcement. The witnesses offered differing versions of
the incident. This court has repeatedly held that “whenever conflicting
testimony is presented, it is for the jury to determine what weight and
credibility to give to that testimony.” Allen v. State, 99 Nev. 485, 487, 665
P.2d 238, 240 (1983). The record shows that a rational fact-finder could
have determined that Cash did not act in self-defénse; specifically, there
was evidence and testimony that Cash initiated the conflict, only he had a
weapon, he fled from the scene, and he disposed of the murder weapon. See
Runion v. State, 116 Nev. 1041, 1051, 13 P.3d 52, 59 (2000) (“The right of
self-defense is not available to an original aggressor.”). Therefore, we

conclude that a rational fact-finder could have found the essential elements

of second-degree murder with use of a deadly weapon beyond a reasonable

doubt. See NRS 200.010; NRS 200.030; NRS 193.165.




Second, Cash argues the district court erred in adjudicating him
as a habitual criminal under NRS 207.010(1)(b) and sentencing him to life
without the-possibility of parole. This court reviews a district court’s
adjudication of a defendant as a habitual criminal for an abuse of discretion.
Clark v. State, 109 Nev. 426, 428, 851 P.2d 426, 427 (1993). “The fhabitual
criminal] statute contains no express limitation on the judge’s discretion.”
Tanksley v. State, 113 Nev. 997, 1004, 946 P.2d 148, 152 (1997).

Here, the State presented evidence of Cash’s prior convictions
for (1) possession/purchase of cocaine base for sale in 1989, (2) second-
degree robbery with use of a firearm in 1991, and (3) two counts of second-
degree robbery with use of a firearm in 1997. Cash relies on Sessions v.
State to argue his prior felony convictions are stale, unrelated, and do not
warrant his habitual criminal classification. 106 Nev. 186, 789 P.2d 1242
(1990). NRS 207.010 does not make an exception for stale or unrelated
felonies; instead, the district court considers such factors within its broad
discretion. See Arajakis v. State, 108 Nev. 976, 983, 843 P.2d 800, 805
(1992). The district court considered argument from the State and Cash
and recognized the discretionary nature of adjudicating Cash as a habitual
criminal. And Cash’s history and instant conviction show repeated violent

conduct involving use of a deadly weapon. Therefore, we conclude the

district court did not abuse its discretion in adjudicating Cash as a habitual




criminal and imposing a sentence within the statutory limits.2 Accordingly,

we

ORDER the judgment of conviction AFFIRMED AND
REMAND this matter to the district court to correct clerical error.?

o C.J.
ALa G J. 2/74 ,Sr.J.

Stiglich - Douglas

cc:  Chief Judge, The Eighth Judicial District Court
Eighth Judicial District Court, Dept. 8
Brian S. Rutledge
Attorney General/Carson City
Clark County District Attorney
Eighth District Court Clerk

?We note the judgment of conviction contains a clerical error; it
incorrectly references NRS 207.012, the habitual felon statute. The record
clearly shows that the district court sentenced Cash as a habitual criminal
under NRS 207.010(1)(b). Following this court’s issuance of its remittitur,
the district court shall enter a corrected judgment of conviction. See NRS
176.565 (providing that clerical errors in judgments may be corrected at any
time); Buffington v. State, 110 Nev. 124, 126, 868 P.2d 643, 644 (1994)
(explaining that the district court does not regain jurisdiction following an
appeal until this court issues its remittitur).

. The Honorable Michael Douglas, Senior Justice, participated in the
. decision of this matter under a general order of assignment.

o
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

THOMAS CASH, Supreme Court No. 77018
Appellant, District Court Case No. C329699
Vs,
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Respondent.

REMITTITUR

TO: Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk

Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.
Receipt for Remittitur.

DATE: October 08, 2019
Elizabeth A. Brown, Clerk of Court

By: Rory Wunsch
Deputy Clerk

cc (without enclosures):
Hon. Douglas Smith, District Court Judge
Brian S. Rutledge
Clark County District Attorney

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Elizabeth A. Brown, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, the
REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitled cause, on OCT 1172019
HEATHER UNGERMANN

Deputy District Court Clerk
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‘ COURT CLEAK, COURTES
Inmate Name o P\\/ PLE ASE .
Prison No. \bU3SbL)

PO B0k 1987 F”-ED

Ef, N V. $1%01

Q. 152,
In Propria Persona CLERK OF COURT
IN THE E\ CTHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE

STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF _Cj ARK

TrHoMAs CASH ) CaseNo. Ci®-%2UH9 -\
Petitioner, )
) Dept. No. \/ \ \\
v, )
)
. . - A-20-818971.w
i ) Date of Hearing:
\ T | Dept. 9
Respondent. ) * Time of Hearing;
) (Not a Death Penalty Casty — - -
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
(POST-CONVICTION)(NON DEATH)
INSTRUCTIONS:
) This petition must be legibly handwritten or typewritten, signed by the petitioner and
verified.

2 Additional pages are not permitted except where noted or with respect to the facts
which you rely upon to support your grounds for relief. No citation of authorities need be furnished.
If briefs or arguments are submitted, they should be submitted in the form of a separate
memorandum.

3 If you want an attorney appointed, you must complete the Affidavit in Support of
Request to Proceed in Forma Pauperis. You must have an authorized officer at the prison complete
the certificate as to the amount of money and securities on deposit to your credit in any account in the
institution.

# You must name as respondent the person by whom you are confined or restrained. If

you are in a specific institution of the department of corrections, name the warden or head of the
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institution. If you are not in a specific institution of the department but within its custody, name the
director of the department of corrections.

%) You must include all grounds or claims for relief which you may have regarding your
conviction or sentence. Failure to raise all grounds in this petition may preclude you from filing
future petitions challenging your conviction and sentence.

6) You must allege specific facts supporting the claims in the petition you file seeking
relief from any conviction or sentence. Failure to allege specific facts rather than just conclusions
may cause your petition to be dismissed. If your petition contains a claim of ineffective assistance of
counsel, that claim will operate to waive the attorney-client privilege for the proceeding in which you
claim your counsel was ineffective.

@) When the petition is fully completed, the original and copy must be filed with the
clerk of the state district court for the county in which you were convicted. One copy must be mailed
to the respondent, one copy to the attorney general’s office, and one copy to the district attorney of
the county in which you were convicted or to the original prosecutor if you are challenging your
original conviction or sentence. Copies must conform in all particulars to the original submitted for
filing.

PETITION
1. Name of institution and county in which you are presently imprisoned or where and

how you are presently restrained of you liberty:  EIY STAIE PK(SOM; WHITE PINE COUNTY

2. Name and location of court which entered the judgment of conviction under attack:

EAGHTH Suiicial MSTRICT CoukT

3. Date of judgment of conviction: §~20 2018

4. Case Number: (- { §~ 3290 -\
5. (2)  Lengthofsentence: _L1fe 1iithou the. Poseibi L TY of

PQTMP
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6. Are you presently serving a sentence for a conviction other than the conviction under

attack in this motion? Yes No _ WX

If “yes”, list crime, case number and sentence being served at this time:

7. Nature of offense involved in conviction being challenged: _Setsnd deJrea

WAL AV on e adN Lealen

8. What was your plea? (check one)
(a) Not guilty ~ (©) Guilty but mentally ill
) Guilty (d) Nolo contender
9. If you entered a plea of guilty to one count of an indictment or information, and a
plea of not guilty to another count of an indictment of information, or if a plea of guilty was

negotiated, give details: no

10. If you were found guilty after a plea of not guilty, was the finding made by: (check one)
@ oty
(b) Judge without a jury

11. Did you testify at the trial? Yes No \/

12. Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction?

Yes / No

13. If you did appeal, answer the following:

(a) Nameofcourt:“é\lél\ SU‘QQEMC CO\)‘Q‘\'

® Case number or citation: )" O\

(c) Result: D(l N A\
(d) Date of result: O(‘:\' ), L0)Y4

(Attach copy of order or decision, if available)
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14. If you did not appeal, explain briefly why you did not:

M/A

15. Other than a direct appeal from the judgment of conviction and sentence, have you

previously filed any petitions, applications or motions with respect to this judgment in any court,

state or federal? Yes No %

16. If you answer to No. 15 was “yes,” give the following information:

(2) (N Name of court:

(2) Name of proceeding:

3) Grounds raised:

4) Did you receive an evidentiary hearing on your petition, application
or motion? Yes No _ X\
(5)  Result: B

(6) Date of result:

) If known, citations of any written opinion or date of orders entered
pursuant to such result:
(b) As to any second petition, application or motion, give the same information:
() Name of court: )

) Nature of proceeding:

3) Grounds raised:

4 Did you receive an evidentiary hearing on your petition, application
or motion? Yes No b
(5 Result:

(6) Date of result:

4 AA1446
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(7N If known, citations of any written opinion or date of orders entered

pursuant to such result:

() As to any third or subsequent additional applications or motions, give the
same information as above, list them on a separate sheet and attach.

(d) Did you appeal to the highest state or federal court having jurisdiction, the

result or action taken on any petition, application or motion?

q)) First petition, application or motion?
Yes ~/ No

) Second petition, application or motion?
Yes No v

3) Third or subsequent petitions, applications or motions?
Yes No v

Citation or date of decision.
(e) If you did not appeal from the adverse action on any petition, application or
motion, explain briefly why you did not. (You must relate specific facts in response to this question.
Your response may be included on paper which is 8 /2 by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your

response may not exceed five handwritten or typewritten pages in length)

TimelY AQPoaiind.

17. Has any ground being raised in this petition been previously presented to this or any
other court by way of petition for habeas corpus, motion, application or any other post-conviction
proceeding? If so, identify:

(a) Which of the grounds is the same:

® The proceedings in which these grounds were raised:
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(c) Briefly explain why you are again raising these grounds. (You must relate
specific facts in response to this question. Your response may be included on paper which is 8 ¥ by

11 inches attached to the petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or typewritten

pages in length.)

18. If any of the grounds listed in Nos. 23(a, (b), (¢) and (d), or listed on any additional
pages you have attached, were not previously presented in any ‘other court, state or federal, list
briefly what grounds were not so presented, and give your reasons for not presenting them. (You
must relate specific facts in response to this question. Your response may be included on paper
which is 8 2 by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or

typewritten pages in length.)

19. Are you filing this petition more than 1 year following the filing of the judgment of
conviction or the filing of a decision on direct appeal? If so, state briefly the reasons for the delay.
(You must relate specific facts in response to this question. Your response may be included on paper
which is 8 /2 by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or

typewritten pages in length.) N 6

20. Do you have any petition or appeal now pending in any court, either state or federal,

as to the judgment under attack? Yes No _X
If ves, state what court and the case number:
21. Give the name of each attorney who represented you in the proceeding resulting in

your conviction and on direct appeal:
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14

15

16

17

18

19

20
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22

23

24

25

26

27

28

22. Do you have any future sentences to serve after you complete the sentence imposed

by the judgment under attack:
Yes No *

23. State concisely every ground on which you claim that you are being held unlawfully.

Summarize briefly the facts supporting each ground. If necessary you may attach pages stating
additional grounds and facts supporting same.
(a) Ground One:

. .
PedXiover ja bk 5“‘1‘ lo hl, and " amendments wias viclated when
1t used Petitinnecs’ Post Atrest Siulence ki 4he State

Supporting Facts:

ate i NSS - \ > ' '
I8 i5-39) Petitinmer hid ns \ Cnd- flal. However, Petitioned paag et
Peoctected From self incrivminatind Evidence thet atfacked Post arvest Silence. The.

Rredudicial tnadmiss: ble., Post arrest silence (PAS) was exteemiy harmbul o febikioness

SubStantial Constitutional F15kts and effected the putcome, of the Proceedinds. The

Uote Precced the inference of Sult theoudh rebuttol withess callind and closing

ar3uments, maKind the closure. of drial PreSudicial,Such ervor and inclusion of other

errors Persuaded the Surf to o et veedic, The Hate, celled Cill as o rendtal

witne ss without bend re @uared to Stake, who the witkness was ebuttal, wihat the
rebubtal wias o akack, and o hearing was Set o establish limite ons , The State.
moY rebuthol defense witness wrkh the witness stetements and teshmonies buk
Cetihioner PAS. 18 error thats harwéul, The, PAS was OrossiY used ag evidence. of Quilt
Yoard Pethioner, The error seriously effecked the farrness, interity, on Bubic fePutation

of Sudicial Proceedmis .M%h}e,s case wias net stord as a Sole witness inCriminated

il | ‘ol C ¢ foc hduOH | ('_
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(b) Ground Two:

T“\e Etmr'\' \/\D\G\'e(}\ (Pek'\J(;mer; (&7“\). r\“) 8)ﬂ) and \;\H\

amendments *Hnrouﬂh an \\lefh\ Sentence - s

Supporting Facts:

Qcﬁjf‘\bmr wos acclommed as e bibortual Ciimal under the Nevads Qe vice

3tatute 201.010. (see Subreme Court A irmchion arder Now 11018, Seplmer

\‘L;?J)l"\3 Pe, "’Li). The Lower Court Cound Petdioner m\rxkb;*ug\ CLunng

W recodnzing two allede. Prior Selont Convictions. One beind

Se_,e_ JudJment of Ccns/\'c{"\oh that validates Teoo allede. Priom CelanY

of Peﬁf, \C«r(‘enY, oY OG an( Qdor\Y; who hos PrevioustY been fiae '\"Jme,ﬁ

(jg'mz‘)cj_eé, wihether in :ﬂg;S S{’c_ﬁg' _or el sewhere ,o@ anl Crime. wohidh

{

n W X oY o of this Lo
Qmm‘mk !o Q,Eg\oh! N l.§ (VS AhA\\o‘i‘\'MQ! Q!.)w\‘;ng\ glv\é S&)Q\& LL E;.;D'.sheA

Lor o CoatednrY B Felond BY 1imPriSonment in the State Poisen Sor

a_minimum term of ot 1ess the Sive, {ears amd on maXs mum

term of net more thon tuientY Yeacs . Nince The Statute

e C{u‘\res Prior Q&lor\\( Coh\/l(:hong ﬂgﬁa’re Can not Couhj(
the Present C.oh\/l'(l‘h‘oh as o ‘h‘n\r‘d Prior »-pf/\on\(_ Thus, Pc‘k’t\"\one(‘
wWoS Sentence. to \lgﬁ b\;\'\'\'\ou'\' the PQSS.lgl\;‘h/ ol Parple.

pe%chrmer 1S CucrentlY Suffering an evvor ¢enfence .
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(c) Ground Three:

. : ‘».Q +h W , .
Peh)ﬂoneb‘ ‘{%, E): L, QH‘) ond \"\! amendments wias viclated

7

‘ermﬂ\\ e Prose.c.r\'or\q\ Yf\.\sumo\uc:h

Supporting Facts:
Dur ual Proceediods the St misstated evidence n o,
Yowurds Petitioners §ubs’fanﬁa! riaite The Stafe exPressed Pecsonal 0finionthok
Davis Punched Petitiner in the nose. Yo fake. Devine. awal Srom et act to
dilute. Petidioners self MMMMLLS&M_\HEQ_
Yestified that witnes Flores, could see the incident st Gune. 1T
Thowdh she. Yestifred Fec visual was 3ol intid She. ppenned the. Sront doof and
Yhe. ocdeal Wos basicalll concluded . (AA ?)‘ﬂ)'éﬁ).ﬂ;c Sate srdued wtness
Flores heard the. z;gﬁms imPact and Can eudside.This s comlete Sabagtin,
to Create Calse \nflammatort aMleSe testimenY, (A4 (219 and Contrar? §47). 861
also cLarmed that 1iitness Floces dave testmonY fo Sceind Petitionec
deliver the Cirst Punch ,which 15 afou) Wiew. (a8 1321-28). Mo evidence.

exist of the victim tecelving twio ShavP focce inSuries thoulh the
Stote arqued that Petitioner Piunied the Xnife into the viedii twice.
This 1nfla mmeter? araument was alowl misleading and Preludice,
1o Petitinners SubStantial C19hts. The Stode alse violated Eei’d;meﬁ
Post Arrest lence. that made 1+ im Possible Lo a Laiv tric|

(see 3round 4) Prosecutorial Misconduck shall not ¢ flrd the. Sete 4o

hove ansther shot at Petidioner once. such misConduck 15 conc luded

as harmGi 2vvor, as it Pleces Petitioner at risk of Double Yesbacdy,

_”16 Sfa‘h araued Petitioners Juvemle coiminal histact od He

sentencing hearing that was Yaintind ond PreSudice.( A A 1350-78)

The Hate Tailed 4 ProPecty Dile Yhe \ubitual criming statute.

9 AA1451




o The, State Cailed *o Profeciy F'Aile, the hibitual Criminal SYatus . Thel

Slate never added the Mibitual Crimimal Statute as o charsed
Court. The Strate. Cailed to Shew Yhe Court “nat PeXiTioner was

TePresented b Counmael ot Yhe Mement The alleSe Prior Convitions

was alfivned as o Conviction. Petitionec aPPeal Counse Farled

to add 4his Arcund touwaards Petitioners direct aPpecl cven the Gh

Petitioner Pleaded For Such. The State %;mp\b Cile o 'Seh‘\'enc'wg

MeEmoeranduna Gnd ASsSuwmed the hilsitual Ceimonal Statute way

o ProPertY Ciled. ( AAIR4S) The Court Sailed +o combirmm (£ +he shte

10 Prbp’ef‘l\( CI[QC\ "H\e, <L)+O\‘\'\A‘\-e, ProfPer)¥. Such revieos wowld have

i. "jkowh ’H\e, (:)A('C\'\'Qz ?’Qn lt’,cx +0 'C()l\ow 'H’\k, f‘e&wrte,\ P\"OC.Q.J(\M"Q, Tke,

12. Cailure of Yhe Statule PN CharSed as anm official Charged

Count makKes the Strnfence under the Statude invalid. T4 shell

H s net ow Peditiomers
never Provided “the - Please e, Yines V-8

Miscenduct 19 valid Srounds Soc reversal .

be nuted that Petiticners An 12uc-
Possessiom . Frive Counsel
ik . “The Pro’x_cm*or}cg\
i1. The A

ale never £iled o Profec notice of

intent Yo Seek dnve
i 9. \'\-\'\j\'\'\,\(\\ COirmnal

S‘\‘O\‘\'U\'\'Q_. Axn ora\ oc Mermotonmd v Mot Yhe. State
(9. mAY allede 'S not e€neudn .

20. The State Produce. ne Judgment of Conviction oudt of Califernia to

21, €Stab\iSh Prior Convictions bud 3uth Lok WE e T could onW  be.
2L established as ot oniY 1n Fhe. Stote. of e Convichon after convichion

23, of Prirmary offense . NAKING he States exhibits .‘T\VC«,\}C\ and Sentence. o

14 eC o

2. |

26 © Petitioner allede Priocs wias verY Stale. ana oc SCial. AA1452
7. W
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(d) Ground Four:

Petitioners (™ and \4 antadeents was violated thcodh Yhe Courts

P\'€%€n+<?1‘\"nw\ of SurX insdruckiods.

Supporting Facts:

Y instruchon numbers 1,17,20, and %1 8a1ls Yo e neutral and uabies .

W informs the JurY thet YheX Can convict on gect an Yerms hut Si‘s auweX

from belm‘i unb;os bY alse men‘\’l‘uh;nci Hred the. contrarl she\l Produce a

Jerdict of st 4. Jue! instruchion numbers 21,29, and AT exPresses the

P05l+lhh of the mﬁmc‘nm bt Canls Yo instract Yae dSurt 1€ Such mg{még: Lo

S helieved el moX find the defendant not SuitY. Then dueY instachon

Nupnber A2 and 23 Contlids Lot JucY instructions 21,25 and 27 Thas,

\
attemets do confuse the Jurl and do awua wath of watecdocun

Vol instruchion numiecs 31,25, and 7. Lnstruckion No.23, fals to

e xXPress wnat ‘nedate” means and Faills Yo exPress the contract

o become. ‘imParTial.T\w, \\hS‘\TuC‘\;\Dn &.\S Putes Year as Ams\&gcier\f
1y fushfY o K. This s denidined Yo Yoke cwnX the welie§ of

Lmm . nent dander of el and or others boeind Subficrent, and attacks

Fhe Post acrest slence of Yhe. States intraduce te S‘\’nﬂm\\( and

»

Statements of , “Nelendant ot wantin% Yo Qe \m‘\’ a%ano

. a sy, g o
Jurl insheuction No. 20 exXPress e b/ding Coniichon, the Sufreme

Court alceadY ruled nut 7 use . jUFY )I?S?qubf]bh number 31 1nStruck

the Prnalty Phase not b be Consdered in deliherstron bud Hon /yag/q

exbress first dedree murder fenal?f. The Livit o €3ree imurder /’/m,//}’

/ n)’frz/c//m Should have been 8 1% sted 1n5shuction and #et 1n chocded w.th o

IMPﬂ//M/ /)757%@%/@1 J/uce Such faé’u/nvmen/’// fe’m//)’ CHfress [’wm'(//on. /!ce x/ur,‘/

instruchiuns So's 1,17, 20,2/,25,22 27,23, 30,3} and 37)

ine AA1453
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(e) Ground Five:

Q(\ur \,\o c«}(ej PJ( %\bners (_Q“\ anl \4'“\ amene\mfnﬁ wiasS
D\Q)ﬂ’.cl 'Hu roudh ’H\e €L ufn»o\ Nucl insdn ugimn‘gazgggl)rﬁS 2

Supporting Facts:

Tl'\e A \mhr u(-j(;m\ Prcc,efo\: w3 wias tonducked W o Manne

wiheve Ret Mipner was st infocmed the true Sull context of ant

of the. durY ‘\hﬁ‘\'(‘uc‘\’;nh‘i . [ AA \\0B — \\\"Q' \hS‘\'ecw\ of the

ihﬁ‘frucbon‘s being read wicvrd Cor Moro\ poch one. nias diven

oL Nuwiber and Yitle,. The e Comsisted of e Sicch

Lews wuords of the insYcucton or wnet the instrocTion

LA M Cem@a551n3. Deind Hhis 1efd Petitiiner unaware. of

the true. content of each SucY 1nstruction . Thus, enagbling

Pettioners’ ohdectinn's cnd challendes when necessacY.

The Cow\’ errorfed an thic Conduck was extrem haewmbd

%'\hcﬁ ‘\-\ ™S mformeel Yhe JucY 'foiOS \aw< Lng C,m«fuslldh .

TNS eryor also Qa“’S unde '\hﬁ‘?-gec%\u\lﬁ Counsel 0(:

Petitioners Congele

14, AA1454




(C) Ground Six J( - + e —
l_ o Pt‘h‘ﬂomﬁm Co““ X k, cm\ L\ ~ amendments was

| Z.Mafgg,j’ﬁfou%l Counsels neffective assistance of Counsel.
21 ,T . Lounsel Qm led. ‘\’0 INVES '\\%a‘\g, Pe’h‘k\aner_s case. To Yoo adaGuend(

-

o Prepoared Sor trial. This Sailume influence the outcome of

) 5,.* Petitioners trial. Petidioner 1nGuired 4o Counsel of whok did he

6 octual Y do on The case_omd Counsel resPonded thal '\\f.,“(,‘ rev .\ew‘tA
. 5-?\519;_53{9&3 ofen Lile.” Counsed did absolutell nothing on an
L 8;._:__,;,m_,\[_ﬁ3‘)ﬂ3_0*“\5/ ¢ Stand Point beside the above mentioned. Counsel
1. farded o have The Investidator or humself fo interviewt ant of the. widnesses
10 foward the ase . n Sact, Lounsel manieulative. Betidioner Yo assume. that
. investidatve, wark was Soredoid., Counsel claimed he hod o ki3 biker looKind
12 . dude as an inveshiotor Qngl would tommed on how Petitioners daudhter
13, _looKed, onlY o tnfluence Pettioner to assume that he $eeke o o wkwess .
M e actual Y Gounsel interviewed ng widmesses ot all. Counsel did net
5. _ even SubPoena an witnesses for Yrial, Thas, Counsel dud net Ganduct
b _Profer Preperation Sor ol Petihioners defense. uitnesses was onl(
T able Yo YestifY 16 because ‘?d"\Jf woner informed them fo shew uf o
N ,«ﬂ\i‘, \Qoudhou&’_ﬂnci, wart cuts de Yhe courtroona. Since. ﬂé{iﬁﬁ\ Q\ ed
19 L ok the PrelimmarY hearing thel was allowed to testi§Y even
20, 'Jr‘houa'h Counsel did not have them SubPoenaed, o o the watness
2L l\ST Mt Counsel did. was nvestdate the Cose A\mnﬁ el (B, Nﬂ.?')\)
27, Counsel forledbo ncauire o Potheladist exPert wirhuess o view the evidence,
23“0? bhe case fo conclude in referrence ts the evidence the mogk Probeble.
M. Posrhon Pehihioner and +i vichim wos in ot the fime. of the stals , the
/9. _humber eoncluded on the stab, and the CrobabidtY or lack 6F 1 ¢ elations
. Towards the States Hweoﬂ of o Standing uf ¢l unde, and two. Sharf Socce SYabs.
27 WHS meﬁfed Veness Lot bufeol WLO\/\. avds Pei' 'Y Woners Conviction. (sm

_ Z_& 9mv\r\cx3>)k\/\‘?ﬂ State, araut. Two Anace \Y\B\m 25 AN CIAATEDS ol Tist
\’l



%r Ml Cant Tl fne Pomition of fre bed¥ wihen Stadbed)l
e Coun el Fetel Y failed To exflore all avenues of the case
B Fhat Cou \d \(\UN& Chende. The stratedY Pleo bardanmd 3tade.
H_and or the outcome of the Trial, ond or PenalfY stade . This wias
5. done when Counsel tailed to canvas fetitioners’ netSnoers Yo
See 16 ey th relevant. m‘mrmmrx\ To the cace omd other
Lrelevant witnesses Yo wwicoduee EzeXiel wne,.,__?v;m
Jood ot of sexval \oers. (See Efmbit No. ﬁ)
. Counsels farlufe 1o \oterview Sandi Coshn inder
L., \%’(\T\oner o Qu\\f 055 eXamine, Nevine. about \mm
1. beind of et VIS Hhe. Ploce of fesidence of Fekitivners
1L Yok, e TeCent nceods Dev e modt Towlad. Fha
B \(\bm‘%. Lo iones Cmd e \Y\*{‘(*\N\‘(\QLQ__ of
1 the, P00 0cks 1 ¢ eletions o Tne. tase . Thie Sadure,
5.t convas WM Cosn Pretudice. Perinoner, (B Ned 0.0

C‘—’ :)\—" -

; %‘

O t—sl_, <
,’,
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, T SUPPOTFIRG Facks:

\,-. e Fa\ lue ﬁ,‘b Qd&&uan*Y Qsjm\ohs\m Pahhuners ﬂaorY OQ
. *» #d\ﬁpﬁr\%t. cause. Qowﬁc\ o ?f‘ogs:nrm well \:&\Q\A the (e QU\\( aé\
% e?Cecth standard., QO\«\Y‘\%C\ QOJ e,o\ ‘\' P\’oé.v&t dueY \h"b‘h‘ ud'mns
- %_,-mﬁf‘rhaf\/\;.ou\cl.hcu/ehSKO\\{d_Jt\f\h Suc( esfablished lad Thak felitionec
5 Jno\ol The r19ht of Befense of Others and Lontinue ‘o The nStruction
Cowowt Self Defense.. Counsel lack of such a§forded Pekiioner 1o be
o Painted as the bad U Gor not Just talling the Police or verballY
| 8Hrt GuLsTing b,@..\/_.l.S._,Jl'o leave. . \‘\ao\ Counsel Vﬁ\”fﬁﬁeﬂtﬁa&“ ?e,f_\%[,\‘gno“s
q !;Ee%j \n*emﬁ ﬂ\e, Ju\r\( Nou\& have been Q\AON_AY\\CA Pejr' Jv‘umefs
0. M,Q\C’hom of defendnd his Daudhter wos com?letel within fhe law.
, \\% - CUW\S{ %q\ e& ’\'o €S‘hx\o\\3\f\ Qow\o\(ﬁwha\ C\/\o\enﬁal evidence. og
\2.. . \Mh\’ FchJr Loner hod e ymall worX Kaiek on fet Jﬂcmﬁcs fecsen, So when
13,0 Counse attemPhed 1o exPlain such 1t wos dismiss Fheoudh the
4. mth | o
5.0 Qo\mx\s Qo\\\u(‘e) \elt &rsxAmenJ( Qor ﬂ\e SAYO\J@, o\ml Qour‘\' ond
- l(o Suv\( o view PehJﬂoY\er as an weafon torriec ot all Times pror The
A Wresd reasons .

)% \'H(WU\JV QDW\S‘LL Qrﬂo\‘h)’ﬁ O (\jouho\ajﬂonal dQ/QCY\SQ_, ond ?rogger }

lci 0@ m%‘b”ud’lons +0 er,jur‘( Coun%e\ ar 3 ument ‘o&mrﬂﬁs weall

,, ZO s urY mstruchion No. Hl exPlonns attornies ardumendt
2, J\S ot evidence . This lacQCech/& Counsel nedativelY effected
27\ PCJ( Jﬁ% ﬂg%_ﬁ_ubﬁmﬁ\a[r Ahts, o
Z?) mh ,qc*,% QOur\SQ,\ Solace. Yo o\oStLJY JYQ \A\*\\t%\,. ‘Q\ \t\\Bm\s .
o 2,4 ‘hﬁ\moﬁ( Contind_£s¥aldSa Couese) Yo fcoforen viell below the.
25, ‘t? fective Tandard reauremenst.

| Z(D Counsel was v SCeclive \A\\mn Qg\,\x\se,\ Q&\owa& *\wt, \)TQJVQ.,
2. jo C.C\\\ Davis To e Stond aad Yust cant The 1ndent Yncowdh

e *t%\\\”Y\w\Y wWwinowl The Stale bein® cetuwed Yo bre AATE e mon(
5 IS




it Procedura as¥ mnd anmwer Sueshioned, (aafl-900).
Lounsel ineffechiveness of s eroet allows te Stae
ATness, e u@@oﬁ\m\ﬁ o vant Vee Wia foct ok bt
.,;AYQ%T\W\DH( ‘Q\ minattnd coom For eoror. Arrer Sudh canind
e Stale wWos s\ewed Ko S{eNermac G % vocK onf
Then o CR0un The SSTert e ou™n a9ked aed ansuesig
Procedule . Wever did Counsel oeiert Yo The, Saestioas
heind GAreadl tntwered Taeu®n Yheo 00108 Cont(andon-40)
L T\ms ENDCR0S 10T e Sue bak ) tramaot( e limen(. Such eceer
Violoted ?C \T\ovcr% QubsTantiol Yty

N = K\)OL\Y\%f:\ Conled o Pretecy Qtf&\\\cmm’,) ?o ’Y aerest

L slence s s Soduce Lhected Qelifioner SwostanTiol 1%ty
15 ?ﬂﬁ\onu defer Su@fortin Sadks on Seound e\ (ij\l?m e \c\\,
H [J(Jumof_ L Snowld et ladected o e Shaies ¢elouwtol
5. \M\\\\QC‘?C? Mocnen Wis L Hee Court Seled Yo e ooinize, ﬂr\e,

16 - _9\’ eSudiCial effects of The felauthol wtness Counsel Snauwd
| H.,...;f.\’\wf"_fﬂ\c,\ LOnesktd Telauthal wiiress et Tesh Y ouuide
0. e Presence of Bhe Just o € onea e ondecion o Yo
17 : Predudice vwas “rown. Vel horer ooy realll wos yaconT of
ZL —,C*w‘“ 20T e woment 6§ s \neSCect LWL TS .

)| PR 909 Saiurt e hrnfench siess, Ktriell
10 Davis Created ineffechiveness . Winess Davis wes the sde
Z_ﬁ A o P STode Faat Testihied To Seare® o med and
v LL{ il «\\\Q.Cﬁ W Lo \ONRT W0S SIS NoAnied She \&\Q,\\m,\\\\%\\ T

25 Xolfe . Ve FesTiment J(\SY oF onl Person seaind PeliTiones
2_(0,5*@\\%1. ond $Tab Tee vizTim, Bein® Yaak The, e 1 deferdind
2700 Davis Testimon Primany, an 6riack on Wi e dio sy

; Z(CHQD\A\A Nave Chan%ed the outCome of the verdic.  AA1458
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} . ,DO\\; > QL\Y\M\T\U& W\aW L\m\b\ﬁ QQ\_\)L\(\( \A\m\t_ n\lmcl\
?_ Feahimon for Hae Stete e ne Salee FearSied ook
3 wreess Bt ied! Tunee o6t e seeen oot ne § \E’sbxwﬁ A
4, imeelf and Pedificner ottucted, ond ?ﬁf\f\f\cm\‘.,\m&&p_ ol e
DL etk e The Stesn Tu 26X e \ocm\®( AR AL L N
G This Saloe, Pociust Could aove_ 2as besn \mvm@hu& ’(\w I
7 ,,*\«\LJYE iment of Turer (N\\\\‘\JO; Toceudhn Kindncen, (Ar110- \WETHE
8 \N\m*\, AR OB \%,m\c\ Rozmva Tlores, (AN B»A- ko%} T\\m Yo\
T, e ienezacdh A ast SOk o e ol yaadeny
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WHEREFORE, petitioner ~prays that the court grant petitioner

Relief to which he may be entitled in this proceeding.

EXECUTED at E‘,\Y S\'A\-e PQ'ISDN _ Nevadaonthe ‘\¢
Day of _\T\)\\/ ,2020.

Heman la)

IN \:éo‘roéf{ P&K Sond
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VERIFICATION
Under penalty of perjury, the undersigned declares that he is the petitioner named in the
foregoing petition and knows the contents thereof; that the pleading is true of his own knowledge,

except as to those matters stated on information and belief, and as to such matters he believes them to

Hhoman Goo)

be true.

Petitioner

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL

Ido certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing PETITION FOR WRIT OF

HABEAS CORPUS to the below addresses on this _\\& __day of_ S\WO\Y 2025,

by placing the same into the hands or prison law library staff for posting in the U.S. Mail, pursuant to

N.R.CP.5:

Sreveny D). Ge 1684 on
Cleed o8 DN Cooed
200%ewT1e A 260 Dose

\J\S \/6%’\% ,Nevada 89 153~ WV SN \\\00

Hheman ook

Signature of Petitioner In Pro Se

10 AA1462
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AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document.

Pedition for vt ofF Hobeas Cotug (fost ~ConviCtion) (Mow Degth)

(Title of Document)

filed in case number: C’ \%’ /62(1 (QCM -\

e

\L Document does not contain the social security number of any person

-OR-

Document contains the social security number of a person as required by:

D A specific state or federal law, to wit:

(State specific state or federal law)

-or-

D For the administration of a public program
-or-

D For an application for a federal or state grant
-or-

I:l Confidential Family Court Information Sheet
(NRS 125.130, NRS 125.230 and NRS125B.055)

Date SUNY M 2020 ,/AMA.Q_&.QL—

(Signature)
e
W\ araAA CA "a\r\
(Print Name)
RALY
(Attorney for)

AL AA1463




09T1-GST68 AN ‘sedaAse]
100|4 PJ€ ‘@NUdAY SIM3T 00T

1N0D 3Y} JO Y| ‘UOSIBUD "Q UIAAS

o ¥ L - l{‘?‘wa«a. .
o e T 07 e TMLEVETT00 TR
I cmmcocﬁ L0CE8 diZ IR AAE
AT TN, i 3 S
e frR v

SHMOB AINLITOVISOd SN Te skl A

e

. oo
. BN

6861-L0£68 AN |3
@@@—\ XOm OQ

. v . N



- #

fu=y

ey
o

11

12

13

14

16

17

18

19

20

21 .

22
23
24
25
26
27

28

o w ~ [2)] wn [ W \e]

(co\m CLERK co\m&\/) -
COPY PLEASE

Dxavexcy Coved
C\ ‘\QK CD\\\\\\\I \\ N f\% A F”_ED A

AUG 0 3 2020

WNaowns Gas ,
By zhzomee, Cone No (-4 530 a0y Rt

AVAY

A-20-818971.W
Dept. 9

Shade of NewadA

1 €8, Xx) ORODER DERSEN ONDES \\l\‘:&M&s \/ Kﬁﬁ\\Eﬁ

15 {

a2 S.CT bcm 540 (e (Pes Se W G X

| Q\&.k\%-:.\\\ub 59\5&\&5 \o\/ ANNeRWNEY &) R\A%

TAsoxaYance & Yo Law OeeXe)

QQ":(‘DG\\:\) eny

NMerrorhnaiona & Bk e A Aues X 16 T
%doao&% o LIREN & N\Noens C.bﬁ@\,% (G -

CQ\A\I Tc\ 10\\\\ COME NG, \\\b\J\AS Cl\s\n o&\ 1\16\~\~

oe \\&,\\ Xo \eac %\R‘I_Naem* N AnD I\R\\ A AN

Yoo U0 T edan WA R AN DO o
?b-,x_N\& A\Qé A\\\\bﬁl\ 38 e %\)0(\6&* oct

Wt & Neers (6e0¢ ~ Coran=cN = o0

%e@ AN \ove Meman  Lash

AA1465




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

_ Waele ok lonvenre Page
\A\e of Aitnoer M see pi
_S\JLBC\E':N/\(:M* (.)( (JD\\\\/“'C\V O\ XV

Pole © Qo\)r:m\sa SRAYE ALY v
S evnent of Tase 1
Shreored of Revsann L

Leqfx\ Aﬁo\\;m&m¥¢ 1p

CJ\QD\)\\\\ L 9

\R"I_P\ (,o\mu»e\ \QI\‘“ AA\X(::KQ&(_S\‘ INE TN
\._\m Ao LDMQU‘\ A }\-\éar\)i\\e ARD
5v\\\o<<c>\,a N _s_\\\\/cq*:t%:\\ TOM TIW ORER ARAN 14w

Q’O?‘ *t\‘ll\\ . 9
Deb ILIENA @6R§:C>ﬁ\\/\l\\\\cai, \O
Aras\uee Yo consoN pad covaradnss CANE 1o
ez \oe Yo maheenTaus A FAWN &
WINNESRES W
@Re-r \)ﬂ =~ A\ CS\"Q(:C)( \
GRO\)NS Ry 23
SYate Apoelake Trocenire 26
A aeSer Ymve Asorelanmce ob Appe\\rte
Coumaee\ 23
Geound' 3 A0
Q&a\ﬁes* Qoe CV:S.Q&N\:.ARV \\(:P& A_\\Xq 20
Cordc\aern 24
Exonssy A
Exzo T\ A
X

\




[Ve} o] ~J o ut > W ] [l

[\S] N \V] &) 28] [\S] o] 8] = - = L — [ = [ = (=
~ N ur [ w 3] = o o) o] ~ [} (&3] [1aN w [\ [l (]

[\S]
[oo]

Ano\e o Aoveexttes
(ases Crge No.
Meboa Vo 5Take, 21 €33 533 531 (Nev DO w4
Szt VU Vish 221, £33 2710, 275 (Aan €53, Lee,

:\)e,\\v):,eA L. i
%‘\'Q'S_C\\\I\\\\g \/ \QAS\Y\I_\\Q\'Q\Q Ml VS LLE LRS,
\ba - S.CT 2052 (A\aa) 1,2,413,23,05
Rudboe VS AT \ay £33 \22M(Ney. 2062) .

WxW\1Awms \]Ttx\a\oe WS 0 S.0T AL QADDA) 3\,
e Dz ted Siakes NV Oheonze YL U8 L4 ADY 50T
2639 \azy) )
%\A\A\/ BN QaeR, AN £25 140144 00 Gie Ao 1,

Teomey Vo 342 Fad W) 144 @) Cag) 2,

3
8
b

L V. AL Avaa RYARNS '—\"m(\‘*\ 30

Sanean WoEaYe 21 €33 \2N4 ey /a9y
Donawel \l, Cb\\'.t\\b 455 €234 ALY (53 Cae N 2,
Treesone V. Sake, 23 £33 21420 e 2t 9.

Whaeden WA Yeaas L22 ©2 564Nes, \aa4) a,
\arexe ml&\\ﬁb\m\\ Ravasevee \ %\bbqe\\ '53 w.
Y5000 234 DD LA \AGY) \\,

Uhaxbed AV \hackeg W © 210 222N\ 1\

Dansene V. s\t waaee B T2 D LR LS Ao Crenaa) \\.

£z s N weey g VS 3N 24 (14 35) P ES

Unred Shakes N, Qo son G493 T2 A0 b Cre i) W,
Qe VL eve, 2L5 £33 220 ey, 1a43) \a,
Lheenaee VENARE N9 P20 V3565030 \8,

Berev VGR AMt\w“\q\: Dupe 23 208N DT W aad)

AN

AA14?7




(o] @ ~J N w [ w [\ =

N N o N N I o N [ = [ [ [ [ - [ = =
3 o w» I w N ot o ) e N o w IS w N [ o

N
o]

Chases Case o

NaeeTe And \\\acoq\ Ravseyee N \Wesd Ly F 37 %)

=3 (G4 Cxe \995) A\,

VSN, Asmongeut b 2 @\ e asd) .

Re: \. G':.\K\D:L\\\u 4L T3 s @ (e i,
m§&Q% URaMeNe 2VE 2 Wl wg

(avy Cxe.\aau) .

%eﬁﬁ\f \. h\f\*e 5\& P 5:\ \\H%(Ne\/gb\‘o\ N,

M VS ot 355 02 3R e 1on) an,

Wy VL SEe N O3 563 502N ev. 2bb3) ,

Vahan Contd VA aedena 526 29 D il ey Aas) a0,

DD\_\_\J \)\uﬁqf\\a\. Q\\I\eé gﬂﬁ(ﬁ h\\ug \‘ ‘15 \SSL‘\

Wy Coe\A bS\ 23

B Xe N\ AR e M AL BLE AN AN D L,

\aan)

Ree\N ST \eree - Bﬁ\(:m\ 2 NSNS L [ 15 |

A5 (260N 23,25
Ardees LA cenz 321, NSN30 %‘W
2.0\ hAN 2L,
AQomaes VB agnes 4un NS AR5 NS SO
2262 01483) 2,
Puonton VST ke A WNey ADR S\ P 2 Y U
54 A.000). O,
MDAV TS VSAREN 36 Neav V3 a4y 300 ©3d 910
270 (2w, Q)

Stade V. GRivaraek). 23 Nev, S 54w a3 Nahan) 1,

Colvegson N Sipke AL VAT EREVER VR ED VR T TE TGS
~T

AA1 4%8




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
18
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

—

\ o
JuD sexaent o Cowds = on

e \gqu even o Oovvsel 20w wohe
CaN\ed on ’L\uuw%‘r AQAO\Z e Wevat,a QQ\S«\KL\\/\L
;C_(d‘?\\ ’L‘a'r;\ul\ ’1,\ S D’P\\)Ejﬁ QQ F\K(\ .»ﬁMA\A('L Oni
bc*u\au\ \D 20\ |

\\\& RE VS \ueﬁ c,\: \\f\\cef\ Oﬁ(q\bc
Pv ¥ Lu\\x\l_u.\i:o\\\ (‘\4—\1\ 20N \/\i\’st N
ACCR SAMCE LN ARE, 2121 (D) Y 1v e\ Asa
Yolage A\ o fovel el eevT e,

vV

469




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

Juftodzerzonnt Seakernend

T\\':L“i:\ 35 A \A\EQI_‘% gQ \c\'\\s CEhS CQEO\}% (Qof‘«:\“

: ) | I :
COM\I ~ X 10\3 QQOM A \IEEP;S_(:\ Q’Q\\DwIN% A
TOR Y ez A e\ ol e \ne \'\c\;_cief\\o\e.
Weud ne Swatiy T ML 3o R\

) S /\ . . ) o 5 o 5_ ’ ‘
Oxadesed Covel, e b\B\b‘{;ea,U end  dodgenent
Lﬁ— C(}M\IIQ}\ID\\,J\N“\B I\L;)ﬁ‘ﬁéi\\ vvﬁm\/\n;\-\\é (D\\,(\:R&;N\e
Cco&\ ok N e 5\?\)(&, o \\6\/}\5 A Neere, (ESh
ook \\r-\\e _ \X\Pl'i'S‘lCXY PYAY f\a \\EJ\Q -\\\:1%
VORI N N\t pe Corpua (Bsek - Comumeia o)

Y . — :
Ava [og A\L\‘,\\;QLA\ PLRGUANA Yo NPS VL LA (R)
;\p\\:\:(‘,\\ (ﬁ(,\/ ‘itﬁv&g Qwﬁ ~\\\£ Y’i‘iq}\\ X o N\’)\{\)f-’ i\\
A g»':_,m\\ “;\)\5:\:\;}6‘ RAE A an A CR3INATN F\\ CASK
_ Rule \N el s SN evacn b \
\\v g f\(;(:) AR CRESMAGY TV N ASST AN E D
_— AR \ \ 7 3
Yo Voe Soeeame Leved neranse 1\ e\fee
Yo A VTN Tows Sl A CA\aa\ca\r NI

WRAS N (1),

L 58ues Presented Cor Review
Whethee Me, Casn =o entzMed vo ee\ael
of Tx We A eenA TvE An eV et T ARY
NeaRTwa; 00 W Magane (8 snebCectave
N)

AssTshAnce of coonseluohere Covneac\ Caz\ed
Yo TnbeRview And AN Wl esses aAlss Cax\oge
Yo TavesYzanke *\\oaoog\\\w 3% EREOARAY 10N Cor Nexa)

\/

AAT

470



(el 0 -3 [o) w [ w N =

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

SxANewmen of We Caee

/\\*\\0\5 a\\ Ane eXACA 560‘\'(‘\10& QQ ‘v\\f;
T A\ AWercAY s ou oevusee CAdk rm%
DAVTS T8 T S0V 51%0\8*6 e |
ﬂ:&‘}es_\\;a VERST v AGREE YAy YNERe
VOAS \\AT_\\\IMA\ %QCC&%SQQ\\\ Q\)\)C\\INQ
}\\\\‘B PRy \Ql\c\ NAD SN \Qﬁes\\mﬁ lf\Sc *\\é\*
ooy €26Xx\ TwveRyeck st e
*\eg'\’ a\\* C_‘Tlr\\FQ O\ \\1':\ GLAMN OR AN
DP\\I :‘3 QEG\B&&* 1\\\ e TIWNAOWY 5\(\5\“65
EzeX~xe\ oy hed e CAR AND —ToTNEYN
AN\e Q—&}\\/ SYARTIMg \o\/ " \oee N \\xc\\3 I\QAQ\”
Oavze A Crdan We Siaves ohvee
wahieas (e~ Yhmey) sasd Soak £ 7eXae)
oRroXe Yo Aorek oy Own eI G
CAS s X\\é Cace. A\ }\\\mf-\ A Cnchean
Neex =836 Nopd €76 ceD) OL)NC\V\G‘ (Asn
=w Y0 Spce Cask Yo *\\e ()0\ = e YAaN
e C3eeX Ymvae e DA evee See
C,ZE:\\LQ\ L ARS \,\\\(:N Qze\é e\ O\S“C\\e\
Nrra v W Sace Wue Naeer Uaks

TRNY LAWY OWMANTIAGOS Yead Tvaony
YO €7eXae\s Cxee e pack <o
W Chel wope Yo conaen Chsn a MW
QAC& \m\\*’\e CL\C\\\ \pf\% e \\m \\6\5 \D\I
AOANTES, W Qo\ e SATD (R s W4
SacTA 1w we 165 AnD oeoy othee
Yo vandcen WR¢ Q\\\\(‘.\\ Yo e Cvﬁ\cecoe M eRMBRE

{

AA1 #171




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

*\\eﬁg LOAS Nb\'\\tz\\u Yo \SIAQQ*C CA&\\
OhaACYee T Z AN o o8 E7eV e Q\SNC\(\ ave
We YACE AS A waneeTNE Wians M) Dazed
M) Caedn AND waade b o\ seve Nany
€287\ wadeX \nad A \LEAQON T\ A,
\\\e oo\ < CE e =yaonY o@ CAS\\% SONTTIORY
Ceona ive, Sace 5onXed nxe ahel And
QP\\\*G:, \:\\Q\\(\eﬁ %ngo@v ;Nc\ \(\‘VC\ \oe\ éQ
€2eX5 6\ v TN oe u%‘:&a A \DEADOW
WERE Nt DN feeenat L oS Needs Cred
ey Neaed Day=e REGUESY E2eX=ze\ Xo
\Oﬁiwa SONAE KA\\\‘S DQ \pe/-\oo\\ cvQD\/\ 5v\\é
CAR (Aw%é\ Nered) a0 a&% AN \\\\‘S.NC\ oA OQ
We eag’ o le XS wehenn Ne ped Noerag
DA ";\\ \”\ >
\\\AVR enk < TEN P\\t 5*@0\&0\\/ 5\>0@®Q¥%
Crse 266 defense ramhe 815 N
RES RN Yo DeaN Seece vy T\ A peYed
NoN A Second wAALAWMY Ol N vial
A X s 5 Ne Shee 50 ARD Avd
CAOSED So et \ood=\ npera Napd
Lo Mo\ xenved he Liae N TN A
S8 Se1aNy (7 AS 5;5 LEASOWNANY \Qe\ié\/é e
WAL T AANaeﬁ Yoark €7eX=6\ wa\\
ex\nee Yo\ Ter v 08 CABAE \Nsan qeefér
\ooﬁl\\/ W\ \\)‘ﬁi\/ CA%\\ VONS TIW QGAK qu \\1&
\TSe, A TN Ghe NELIES SRR uner Nk
CIRCUMEN pvCE Yo e Yo wee ae\R- D ense

X

AA1 4172



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

Toece 08 wmemue M\apl wu,q\\\ CALSE Xoae
Sealn 6g QQU\\ oot TOURY Np

Taa S\ 9@1@(3 Yo N\e A_\AC,LSC—_MX Gw)
Dece\v\\oeﬁ W AN D= Npey

eAk ey NoaeeANern e Mo ey A

\c\ SAYINO e wet\S ek N N
\cxcose /\\\\ YA CAS <% weed o
I\Noe\ NeAsS DAY 1% \ve\\ CzeX=xe\ ao
ae% MY e \\\a,/\\\\‘& TnOne N NEATD
\\1\\/\ SAY \quma WA Y 5\\1\

AN e c\eAf UadeR Nest Sachg
Naek Casdn cood v have SrSely fekeealen)
Qﬁom \chv\\ w\\o VOAS S*Q‘\\(‘j_\\\ c\\\\\l\\/\ A\\,_:S-'
Oav=S woaheeok e use o vas Xaaxbe, LA
TG A\Mpoﬁ\'i\\\\’\ Yo noXe YO X o Retecal
WS 1o Reguzees oy Wevadia M oS ore
EXERCISTM G e R4 2qnY No seN-devence, VY
<o c\ear T Nnge CrOE Nk N Svale
YANED Yo week MNaetg boueden oh QRO T\
ocevond A Reasonamle ookt el (ack D1l
N o\ _Ack T\ SeN-debense,

N oeDee Yo Mamva 96 Setense AN
QERDON WG D0ES Ne K-l\\:mq han el AC ALY
AnD_ReAsoune belTeve ! tﬂ\\;\\ Yeee x &
I™amassent DAngee Hak Phe Ass AT AN W
exMnee =\ \\":.\\/\ o CAVSE XN\xvA qP\e AN \QC'\&)I_\\I
TN ANSIINAY Y T8 A Se N €\ \eCESSARY
UNOER N0E CIROBMEY A s Tae Nava Mo Seg

)

AA14

73



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

T 56\ defenae Force 68 Meane Yhak VETAN
CALSE e Deatn 6F Mne olnel person Fog
e DUEPOLE o Avo,ném\\.q deadn ok GREAY
bod=\y ‘Vk\“xoﬁ\/ Yo moase L Ronon V.Se
WL W ey \DUUADAY, VS 3 52 .59 Q000),

W eXnee C\)é}e\\s \BAN\ REASOMANY Vo e\teved
e wns v Sen of deavh of GREAN o oD
NARM X8 A aues*:zom ot Cack Qoﬁ e \oﬁ\/
Oadxa N SV 136 Ney A2 \us, 30 D33 ’\)
271 Qo) ,

Unoeg e Yeshsvony elsexied al
*Q‘XJ\\ WO REASENAONE \\\ﬁi\f CO\B\AX Q:&NS *\\A\
Ye Svade oeo\lefs Cadn D1 wok Ack =
SER D enae Newadn case Vo Avd Shalokes
e Aos \onas NAD MeRE TS wo DR N
Redeer) beloee xR S3na YOOR RN N
K - Dk ense, DYade \l. (JQ‘L\/\\\J\Q\BY %3 Ny 53\
524 0\ £33 013 (9w (Qemmzz:mq e

c\\\¥ Xe 5\ AN Xz e o&lo\\\\\‘& NER T
Aversx ¥y ) NRS DO (R QERSON TS WoY
Qequzee Yo eedrea) \odore VSING DEAT D\
Corce) Nze conel ns Ao X\ Naak
ONE 6\005 REASEW N A\ NG\IAT&A 366% \\10*
REGVNTRE A QeRSON Yo RENREAY & Mk Y T
N en Gy Ne OSK< o\, L L No \Se\eﬁw\n«c
wneNneg p QERSET SOV REASMN RN
S\ eve Waph e vaAY ReNe Al Se A A
\/,Lb\e\\\\ P\\\ACK AN CC\\/\c\Q\E*e 5»&;\%

B

AA1474



(o] 0 ~2 [e) w > W Ny [l

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

o

Colverson V. OYAYE VDL Ney, 1gu,1za 190
23 237,210 0aa0)
_\\\\ QI\C}( e ShaNe NOY OWCE ‘0&:
Mo ee TNCoeRect . AnD SIWMORopER\Y
Yo\ Fne TORY Mapk (hsawn S e Doty
Yo ReXR AN, YN\ Ta6ONE TORY AN e
Coodd \arve RENRER e m\\s e ool
Dave RAW T a3 Ve oo\ ave Yel\ed)
Cor \\&\O ,
We. Crdn oA\ AN ceney (e et
. \—&wa L250Q) QAv;\b% Yo dovect v Mg
AQC\UMG\H WAE Caadn D5 waot SeceTve
eSect tue ASSTONAMCE OF Coomsel AN N,
CAS\\ -x.\scom\/\et\ \\15 56&6\\\56 ANYOR W EY
Ard Ao Caah €A\ WAS OREGENY AX
Yhe atenme ¢ Phe /\\\e:qeé CRIWAE. AND weold
CORR O\OOQI\‘\é \\15 *\t&* TAAONY, A\\ ‘\\‘\ IOPAN
Sanoy (a €ar) wone AAT\AL\E, Coonae )
WNEVER TIWYep\/TEeW) %t\\\\t\l CAb\(\ EAQ\ cR
AN SaaD s Caedn AR\ Ao A Lo ness, Naece
RedBEE Nne Ne=a)\ Ne A CReDTAY ALY Con ‘ves%
beruween Me, Cach A Yhe P\\\E%é‘:t\) vIchIm,

AA1 J}C?S




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

i8

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Sranores & Revzend
Me.(Ash conrents Naak e wWAs JepeIVed of
NW=xs Q‘S.C\\\\- Y0e (—RQ e =VE R%%xb\;\\gce OQ
CounsE) becAdsE hxe YRTA Conse) Sat\ed
conduek Am Adequate Deg-Yexa) 1\\\[6\3\1&!\*
Y Ion ITw Oﬁéo;{\ﬁk\‘lu\\ Cee A& A\ GCOMMOW T -
CANE Xo SECURE \11¥ AN =aSeenl 3 ou \c

INVEST T aple Ta OREOARAYTen AND Taz\ed
Yo AN Gy imesses AY Ao\, L“ NETATS TSV
£ Ane ST AvenDwment A SeueNeeny
Averadaent Yo e Bnaked Simes
ComeX 0N~ onm .

e q, UESY Tow oF wneelkes A CRIWTIWAN
Deken DA nave RECETVED TnetReck1ye
ASSTEANCE o CounSE CRESENYS A YWAIXE D
guestTon B L And Cacks And x¢
%&bﬁc\e% Xo “L\A'SGDC:N YIRS REVTEWVWMATWA
V. S0, 0 023 531 520N ey 280 S
Yied ;220 TS 2,205 (@aw Cxe \ 42N, CerY, Denzed
433 VS 22904 9.0 T, 230422)

e ST f\w\cmﬁme\\\ A T F\\\
CRIMIMA ORESECUTTons Mhe AU Ged Sl
EnTOY e Q:.q\\\ Yo ave \\\e, ASSISYANCE oY
Counse) Soe 3o Sense’ Yo LDQ(\Q(:\\/\C Cove
has Tusrocked DAk Bae ST Arne S ¥
ReECoaTTLES YNE R A Xo Coum BN et be
TN EWT AT onG (han SE\ QWA I A RO Yoaah
<o CRINT AN Yo Whe e \1hy oK Ve AWee ST

o
AA147

6



11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

S¥aXera Yo oec%\scf: -ws\ QeSuVNX &, %\@’XL\\\MS
\J. \Qr\%\\-:.\\q\m\s *—\\g\, V%S WLz Las \oH S 0N,
265 0429Y Toe Newdn Couel s RENTE
AATIAS & mnetech 1ve A TSN AW Ce of
Counm S\ undeg Y\ *\o(r@l\\@t Yeok Sek
Cogth 3 %)%R“:.C,\(/\\A\\\A VAN A%\’\‘_XN%\ o \BH
¢ CLAMAGM see R0 V. SN ANE \a1
£33 DN MNev AR Undee SrexeX\and the
;B;e_bNéR\Q\ WAL S 56,\\/\0\\\ <\em\e *\\A\ \xe
Coansels oeebor™mANCe WAS 3evscaent )\\\x:.s
A . O\QTEL\'L\IG "“\i\\\\v'\&b &
Qtl\sb\aﬁ\\:\t&t%@ AND \\\i\\ \\\e; uf\lLlh\Q‘\
Q&RQoﬁ\v\#\\\\m DRL Y \\,:5)1(.63 e Sevense, 1)
AN UL VS AN A A Y T NS
5 S 0T AN (O53) Tee Dhosted SYANes
V., Oheoss e e BWS Lug, AR S, 0Ta039
Na2u) DecTded on Dok SAWE DAY AS
Ohex ¥\ A N DuEREE Lourk CReA\c%
AN EXCEOT ToM Yo SRTCAND SiaoARS
Cor wndkleck mve ASSTEY Avace ok coorn s\
And ACKMew\eDaed MARY CeRN Atw
CLRODMENANCE AES 56 €AREATONEN

ORETUT OTCED Mok TSl e Ch Ve ActTaAwCE
& Commase) c\Qes\S\\AeS NAand\ Y\\Sc\qeﬁ AN\
T2 Wy, ‘\'-\H (e G\ (endonn e ) ((11)?1\\\@\
CRRONTC Ml L3S A% LS8Y. Cheov=C ORESVMES
ORET WTCE wneRe Yaere nas beew
ARG RN ore AL T Mae AdERLT RN

=

AA147

7



o] [es) ~1 [ o [~ w [\] =

[N) N N N N ] NN = = = = - = I = [ o
BN IS w N = o o® =~ o » IS w N =)

[\
[ee]

g&;ce&s AN YexA\ Voomey \. ‘?D\Sw\\\e\ %C\’&
Y20 N WL (@ (se)

T R\ VARG A 287 US L5 (\a30)

e )5, %ooRe\v\é Co\m\ \\(:\5 \\\v\\ Cb\\\\\%e\
ae A DUNY Yo QEeRT 6/ Adequ AN e \Y
ﬁ\)ﬂ:\m oe€¥€1f\\ L mANNERS Yo Txac\NDE
xu\/e%*-mp\\-:ow N 235 HSandoern V.S ake
22 ©ad \1’\‘\(&5\/ \‘\‘\\\ (ComANDTng Covnge)
whAs aevrechTve 3w Sia \1\«\ No Condny el
nQe’re 3A\ Tavesh py AN <ow).

A Arma o ol 1ve AoaT O\ Ance o
COONSEN ow P\DO&J\\ 1S A\bc EXA\\/\X\\\,65
wnder SYe 1A M and i S 0T AD) a2y
RIS T N TAN Q\QE \\\ S:&CC \omei oM e
ié—.\lcxe“\ oeﬁQeﬁMA\\\ce oS A(\Qe_\\ pNE
Coonse\ Me - T en DAY 1ALEY S\ ows Napd
e OMIMED THEVE Lo\ e A
REAS 0 AS\E ORVOASIXNY £ SACCESS
Aooc/\\ See DNAME N, (el 3ras AGE, © 15
A (50 Cxe 990, Fa e shone N, Shake, 83
233 304 232\ Ny, 2601,

AA1478



12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

\_ea ALARauMEN X S
G&D\)Né O\\;b

EXQ"XJ\\ (»D\SQ‘;DEZ\ WS “:\'.Ne?&'ec\— IN\NE

* 1w QA:.\;,\\% Yo ConmDUCY AeaOAYE AN
*\\oeoﬁa\\ TNVESTY T AN TENG Tw
orepARhY xon Cor YRIA,

-%1\3 \I'.I.b\ i\\ pEANY oQ\‘ \-\\e 51&\\\ AM&N‘&MEN\'
Yo Ve CV.S, ComaeX=NoX 1 onm,

e NeyAadh ueeeme bootd Revzews
AAsia K e TSN TVE ASSTEN Avce o}
Coumsel Bnader Me REASOWANNY eXNeclave
YeoX sed Seoed =v SrexeXinnd \.
LL&\%\\A.NA\DM"‘ \5%' — A0 S, Q\ A0S
\SaVEWK t\qon*eé <\ \Ql\eae\o AVARS S CE W5
P23 58 MNew a2 vadee Shexcand,
A e e T ASSTEN RwCE (& Covn 5e)
C\F\TS.\\/\ s Yons Cb\Anb\\\EN\a (\\56\1616\3\
@e&“mﬁw\xmcc N ERE \Q-S-:_Le

\o e%* AN\ _LS\(\ uéx‘ LC'le,\\\\ Qee\ 6 N AWCLE, I\

ee.nﬁeseuer\:_ow CEN\ o\ ouy an o\o"(ec¥1\1€
N Andagd & REASONBNENESS A oo\ Ser
CoOnGEVS ERRBE, Ve eSS ok N\ o@bCﬁ(:S-:.\\u S
L&mﬂi\ghﬁﬁ o e 5‘5&\\\ EREWY, f\“é o@tswoﬁme
x5 ES*A\Q\KE)\\&,% \U\(\&,\s oe*:.\-:u;meﬁ
Senonshrales A REASONA\E o@&oh\)m\l\\:

X O \)\Aéeﬁ\\/\“s_&(. e CbN“L\) em.e ~w Y\

o0X LoME (& Nae MET AV NOASED on CoonaseNs

&

AA147

9




10
11
12

13

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

‘56& = cxen D&ﬁQ sRWAANCE, \A‘L\\:{. AYAS N\
AR = - \WS- -0 5 S CT.AN (2663,
ADEF THTENT PERTDRWANCE
ANASNORE Yo consult And commanT CANe
DAR. CAS ASSERY & DAl NI A Codnse) M e \_m.\q\
WAS A._\\\ES‘&E,Q\T‘.L\I& R XY Q 1\1\1\\0\ o QQG(D eﬁ\‘f
Lb\\xbu\* AT COMMON T CATE \u"l\\f\ \\1\\/\ K\i\“\b‘é
e RENT £ eNTdENCE Am§> WINWESGES
sNARernenY & Toe Cavernole St A 1o
And TweongzeNew) § aeXe Q ATWRE \o e A
TaoNESTTqANCR o TaESY Torke Any ok e
croe A%\ ee Ae\NTng Wxwi OVER A oveR Wae
WNARES ok oo&e\\wz_r\\ WENMESSES AND
6&6‘@ (:S (SI\\\\SL CA’o\\ EAE\\ e WEVER

'X.\A*&ﬁ\/”l@_\.o AN L,QT \\\e WILTNESSES T2 Y1 g

CASE,
%\mﬁc\\/\e (ooﬁ‘\ Q\S\L (\LR \[:\U\\

Clengy SYA\e s

A\ ROYER  SaA\ Xeep A A\1ent Shalus of
ANMANNR A Oeb\\/\m\\‘l COMENT o\

QEI\%M\\A\Q\Q Rumes\ Sog s oerard= o)
“A \_A\u\/eﬁ b\m\\\ G,X(O\l\'l\) A wanNNER Yo N\e
XN WECESHAEY No erwmak A c\senk Ne

wAAR ¢ ;_\\x\mﬁw\eé) el Lsioux REq, Ni% ;..\\a \(\\a

ﬁ(.o&t‘%en\t\‘c TR A e T %\ AnN Cf\‘—ag

Me, (pas Suiof ASC s DA A\\Eae@, Naak

€ rera M NTvre o wav s codnaee\ WO

\\-—sﬁeﬁ I\NS O *\\bﬁ\)\bc‘\\ e (\Qt\'ﬁ—,s.l\\

\D

AA1480




10

11

12

13

14

15

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

OROLEEITNG Yo Ve DAY T s Oh hexal
\ D )
Commenced XRIA\ CoomBE nevee CAMME Yo Sel
WAE WMORE Nnen YT roe Xxwae Lo M XNE
M) Seven \\m,\)\\\s N WwhAS WA 1,\\‘\ Ceg
YRIAN, Ve INveskTaaRoR WevER “cAwE Yo
SEE We B8R R *A\&S *c vl Yhe m\\o\e X IWE
D s wikahmwg S MRETAL T WARRTS
Ang Yhe N Qamacyee V. %\o-éqe\\ 53 & %\SDD
V23400 DA V44 Toe Cooed 2D Naal, |
coon s D A SONY Xo \/\am Ta CONNY A AwD
eonau Wt Wr e \zeny Q(:AF\Q 51&»\»«
Toacce XA TeaNeg Aead DECTEToMA o8 e,
%e&e\s 5S¢, ’\\— A MINTRAVW 35“5 LD\QB\J\\A\‘J_D\) -
b\_mw\é\oe S8 a7 el Ne Dekeeramrae A
g—%l\ And QE,\(,\/ A ‘:.wo\c(:\\/\}\\ib\\\ \4\\5\..\\\
We DS andant, Vo AN VST aee Ala
Lmﬁm\ Sratee Mo AKer i $23 222 WAL
MeRe Frxpl Connaels oueeN\ LAk oo
wa\\\/\m\n( Axzon N1\ ke\e,m\\m\\e CAN,
\edXere) Due Ing WAL LA TaaCAR CERANTON,
CRepxed Ay ACYORSRAY Doy S AN E
A*\veﬁb,u\\ (\QBCEH%\Q*&( AYSE Mne of 0&20\1151!\3
(R A}\ ;_u\\ Q-F\c,\% A\QS XN?V bﬁ\\/\f\\ 20M *o AN 1\
ART AN Coonasel Tv e D‘RE@’\RP\\ T 0% XN
CRIAN An (RN v AN ERYLEY Y EX QWY
e e & Ava A6CANE QA\\\ee AMnAN A
MNAERE Qﬁdkb\\\r) &.Sv e Cb\,ﬁ?\\ 0 \Qtsk\\v \/
\v\L\\,mquz AT D L5 0ban (e \A2)

\\

AA1481




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

(guod xnq o €W N\ ucey Rba NS 30,

299) (1425),

Mere Yhe uﬁwMesthe% oeegéu&-fﬁ W
Yorre wndlee Senmastertes Mg Coneleuchave
ANoSence & A ANorey dedzeated Ao Ve
oRoYecyzen of Wig c\xewly zanks SWDER
ook AMVER ST SYatem & —mb\tx_ce Unshed
SN akes N, Sml\NSb\\\ 4423 %D \DNo @ (e
VA4V MereCore Xe3a) commsele Sax\uee Yo
th\\m\ms\\lm\\e 2S5 A \‘S.Rbc\ \ll@\f\\ln\\)
oS e Qo*x\(*\\ A\/\em 2wAE WY Xo 6\&(:(1\ AVE
REERESENY ANTIAW.

ND* oy D7D Kenmen XV} LONC\ RSN N
Caz\ed Yo Oefeand Me.Cach DRO(O&:R\‘Y he Caz\d

1Xe 50 A BV\\DROQQ\\ :Nv’ee*:s.ak‘\t 10M \'\e Q‘;\Xﬁi

Yo TNYERVIEw And cAN ol hses YAk
cou\d of \\e\o WAR. CAs DS emitce Ne Sax\ed
Xo waaXe Yhe AQEROORT AYE o\owéc’t Low
50@1Na Ne )\, Toe oQosew*ﬁﬁ WwiRs wie\\
Ao ARE >v‘<\1\\ A\ney Q/\‘L\H Yo QR&\(é \06\10\\5 A
REASOGWMAL\E bc\)\o\ Yaad Qlk%;\\ D1 wok
Ack T e\ ué.Q‘&\\‘aé ARD on\ oy
,L\\/\(DRODER\\I CDN\/,LNC'INC\ ¥\\L \0?\\1 -
YAY MRLCAS Aned\d e ReNRented D1
ANEY WAVE oF convyacel sAVYA AV Keane s
LW ovg -:_NA\Semn\ke 1mve%*:.q AN T O,
Combw\er‘t&iom A *QIA\ D@&(DA@}\\J.O\\\
SeNed FAR ool s1de Ne R;\wq( ot

\a

AA1 LBZ



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

ReASOMAL\E ORATELSTOWAN ASET S AMCE,
Meeetore X emmen W\ ong OEQQO\Q\\AANC&
WAS u&g‘ A.C‘S.(:\\* /\\Q%) '\515 OQ\BE' \\5 \S.L.CC MQ
(Casn Rowa Re(e \_\1 m\\q A Ql\iﬂ *&1)‘\\ A
REABONAL\E OReYy \x\Y 3o A @R@\)A\O:L\l\\f
%\JW:LC J&MX Yo ou\\eﬁ\\/\imc CDNQ-:L\S(:MC&
= e ooeame, DtexcX\and bue VL6,

AX L 44,
VaeRe X6 REAGONARNE OREDAD T Y
Yoal ool Sag coonee\s \moacﬁw% ToMma\
&RRORS, Yhe Resul} oF Ye QQOCCC '\:m\m
woolD Mave e D558egen,

Own /\\Jaos‘v 20,20\8 Me. Cash WA S
i&m&@NCES oy Aoéq& DOQQ\I\‘\ Syt Yo
\ =Ce \Q:}c\\ao\ *\\e I 1\0 s\2dy of
QAQo\E ONDER Yae \J\KC\C LV ASEATUNY
CR‘IM‘A’NA\ G,N\'\A\QCEMEN)Q Cor *\\6 %eeox\,d
Aeqﬁee MURIER CoanmvTel e,

\D

AA1 1483




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

e Samloee b e \AY Tve\y SINEXQER 1CED

‘6,\:"\1\\596 Yo ~:.\\+e,e\f::_e:§ A\).t\ CAN
wIktwe S8es )]

T OvaTe W\ ove, 26S €23 322 (Ney. \443)
We Ceoel he\d:

CounSEN Xo eAl\ peventsAl m:s}n\\g:%&et
Qb\,o\ﬁé\ Wt %\\6(24\*\\,\&6 Xo (‘Lﬁ"QO\\,/\\\“I
4..‘\:-\6&\! TEUS WIEAWEESEE 80 N= Xo Mﬂ'\Kc A
Vel aen), Nk s\ JECTETong \end s Mg
Codf No Conc\ode =a A CASE L \= M\ ¢
‘Blib(l\ EVISSL\\XCQ &) u\\ ,,\\ \\\0)\ Q\\\\f Wh&
Coum s\ TneShech Tve Yook Maak Noe £RROES
ok C,()\\NSQ\ WERE S6 ‘i)éﬁ 30US BS o &DRA.\/(-,
e DeSenDant ok S aze \ﬁ)d\\ who'e,

e \\Wa AE \mee\ TR\ A }\&xgggfmg X6

QQCT\,%‘:LLE Nz,
\\éeL $e501>\¢ N5 H\ Coom S(’:\% QE(; \)@A\ o

C@\\A\AQNILN\b Avd dzaXew e WS, CP\E;\\
A\\l-xcc OW C\Q(\-LNQ A CONSY TWOANCE ov
YR ANCee Coombe)” VAT A e woed\S S0RTwe
CooRN OQD( EE 51\\(4 \W\R ()I\S\\ ORg{\/ 1563 >
\vﬁ's.i\\ £ D\J\\&‘wc\ \;Q*x.\X\ 1\\& ORWA R\ 10w OQ
SANESHES Anhan, WAN e voanted Yo
\\P\\/b TuleeuTewed And eA\ed ak Nesp\
Yo omne CaVveRRARNE NeaNTaacwey, Wzl :mc\\,—

Ao A Shwo Caon €ae) Ednso1) \-
2, P\\\\.%(:\ \ofaeg EXN o \-D

\

AA1 4134



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

Tu LWiakwee \lL 3\»3(& M4 Lad \HANARL) Tae
CoutY wohen ARS eee}s:ma A C\AS W 8
;Ne\VQ‘bC*‘L\{c SALTANNE Couer NelD:
soo \\\e QAﬁx.\th Yo WHE *\\e DQ\Q\:LLC Sé&xt\\ 56&\
TN Xsvne 3aves) La AN ORE Ne TaweSY :.c\R*e,
e \OAC\(QP\L\A\V\ oS e VECAIVAL L AND S
COMNACY LT N nea sl s L . o Cony st uNe
\\\A:\}&u\)l\\t EEENR” TAL e S TN EEN
\,;\\- mgu -:m\ ‘v\\fc \\\\L\QVLL)T 3INVE l\ 3 SX AL
u\v CC\)\\\%L\
A Taekanad ¢ ’A%é;‘vﬁ'*:;.r\\ CBQN%&\ WS \\';\Q&%
A YD vonaegods oS dsvacs oy We, CAan
W AN LT WE RS EE ’rc, 60 TAAERNTEW e
SNANWACS, \\\\J\\/\\&\F&( f\\Qq AgéK&Q ‘QC% 0&
Waknestes An \/e\ COOMEEN AN D
TaVESY 6 !\\m\ 1D woh Nee Nk CONNRCXS,
Yo INNEAVTEWED Paay WTAWESSES o€
:LN\.c;%XR .»L\F\\C Moe Cpse Yo &6 t.\)ﬂ& (‘:,\4’1\\)#\\(:{—
RFQI\Q\J*\\\Q WAL CASN Acks e (R e \§ -
DeNenae
T\ DQQDP\‘R ,\Jx\x '\r\*?\ '\‘\vT\ r\i\ SV\(\\) 5 (D\Q‘b\:ﬁ}?\\kgk
\\wt) *\\\, N \\)a}ul-\\b CEENE TN "3;\\\\&,"\\ ul—\\ =ESN
Resw\ s = AVl N N L\\L\(\LC\ SVE NS ‘\3"16\ ANCE
b coimane\ eo o3 CrANNY ['Q\“)IALR‘S,\\\Q Qf\c,\%
MRY DR AN REviTraDed YT A\ fanse\
o~ CAVoRADNE TS oAl o Ao \aanlc
IOMNWNEL \'S;u AXeE Yo 1\\\\166*_\44 !\*6

\S
AA148

5




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

See Beery \LGeame\y m E Sae0. 2D 808
(AL DT AN AAG) (Covns 58\ =St et zve =
CasVswe Vo NES3N CRIME SIENE O EME\DY
AW A_\\\{e,%’i:m ANLE Yo \ocAYe And "
D ERYTEL LT nESSES No CpeRoboeANE
‘\'\FQ&,N Danad Yesk armanay)

VARETS Yov A\\'\ \\?\pra\\ %\\Ac,t‘ieﬁ\f \L\)QL/ J,
LR E 33 \Waz) @y Crevaas) Counse)
Tnevbeck sve T Qm\\,ec Yo QEYKIWN OR3VAYE
A,\Q\]é%\VIC\ASYOQ\ \b AS ;\\\%\)\\\u “:L\ \\,Q.V
AW TR VAN ‘QQL\I"S.D\;% AN\ CcRWEY \\M&&LS ONER
e S20\e A CRINT A\ ez denace Ne hes Al
Codmae\ Aead \ok A %,\a\qa\e Cack o8 We. Cpala
;\Q\JE,S\:AP\\‘;D,\, AR Qa\\b@&ﬁ \‘)Q o

| *Q:J\\ cm\\\%e\ 68 VWEHED uMir;\m \/\ﬁ Cl»\*?\v\

*Ql}\\ W \Q(:\(\l\\\ L\< \\"IC ué&b\\\'c'/
See VS N Avacaahe ool A TS Qak (=g,
\AANY \\\o\trx_\m DNead hewa camase\s Cax\ne
Xo Conaduek A 1&\16@:16\#\\ = OGS TN W 6T
Cbm*b\ck;\\.q Qb\'b\Q\“':J\\ \.\53)?\.)6"0%(,“\
wher e Delen AAant QRN =36 ceimane) wishh
’N&: 38 WNANES \M\\léi\ u)ﬁ\\\s\&\i\\/c %b@ﬁﬁﬁ*t%
N0 \Be\u\s%e; CoMSY 1‘\»\1\&.@ 1\@%&5(&:(/\ JINE
ASSIENANCE c& Coum SV, Qe\mo&b\/ (fme\am\\a
un © 23 \044 (Aak (22.260L) (6and),

Neee %eSQ*:L\& CoOMSA\ eI\ ¢ Okc\lléﬁ D
\.oi\\\ Lan\e\a ANQQQ\AA\ 2.0\ &N\ Qi\t O\
EASE WNTeN Condamaned CROCIA woal £58ES

\\w
Antags




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
i8
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

ACCouNY s oF Yhe maesdend and Cavoeab\e
EVIDence MWal o\ have \oeers ofSere Yo
ool\sker \/\Q CR&\\ é« EMESE COUNE ¢.e\ Qcﬁ
Aos\ ey we \ua sea\ REALOW I G SAT\ e
Yo \5‘\“;\17.(_ ol Qoﬁ\\/\l\\mw I\\\\g =6
Ac\xoms ok \AcK Yhege & cAan Daed\y \be
?:c \oel A "é(ﬁl\\equ: choexce,
%f\\\\'\(:i‘w\“%l\*\e\\& 2\ T2 WALWE @4k (16
\AA%) AN T8 ConeTs) Ant Lo A %:K)(\r\\
l\\v\eN:\n\/\b\\x\ K3 q\\* No eXveck sve MG SETIENMNCE

ol Counel Yo €EN et RepReSOYAT N A
TN\ o\ ows A o\cwec\;x_\/e SNARIARY ok
REASOMADNESS, Dernon SSYQI\A(’:LNC\
Sebxezent peelonmannace unsee Shezc¥land

nou S.CT 205D,

 ORTTIUDTRL S
W u«s\t\\\\ﬁ e Vet K NesA e gel
;mqe? H_(‘\‘i\/é I\‘L‘:'L:\‘VMACL TN Newe CASE TG
TeeepARNRNE Yo tovty W (aede e, & ,L\\k\(\ &
Teueeed Averadraen) R.\.c\\x\ N Nne \U,%
Cornmed =N 0N s om Aad LOreSAR N ee\xeﬁsp\\
o8 W\E CovaNTeN 30w AND Rena AN:S Sag A
New e,

W3 Yte, Casg \oe\@ee\\\ A C\REN of
SN - Delannee \\\me\/ OF TrxamTaewd S!\\\\u&ﬁ

AC XU AN sA\\meﬁ AND -S.\Asﬂxmu 6\
AQQAG:@M"\ OP\\\\QGQ O W eyAD A

\N)

AN

87



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

Aad oA ory RECOamTZE Mhak Se\v- ek en o
TS A T\)&*’I\ ‘.‘S..(‘_P\\‘YIO\\\ \-og \\rMmCISL f\\\b \v\\(:
aXAXe vALGY OE Ve doerenD A _SEAS G RS\ E
Soubh Nevad A ease VAue A eXatukee,
Aave A\Se \0\\(« \\\t\:\j AR E 5 W0 \\Q\Y
X Qe\ﬁtf\\ oAkl EXERCTST N o Vel K
Rlc\\\\ ot 6e\C - Dk e BE,
L\ VOAS _.\_\\AQC)Q\P\\\\\ \uQ X& g_r’\\ Cnu\\sksb\ X
ERESENA N \\ﬁm Wil eveed Seew of
\1 <AW\E €V &SGML(, X o "3\\0@ NAe. CP\G\\ AC\rQI\\
T 06 6\ T N s GOESN Tom, yexal
Cb\,\é%&\‘a Q N \\Bﬁe—, Xo Cu\\/\\\/\u\\ A(”.f\*{, \;._,“.L\r\(\
3% C\l& N\ Cﬂ\;ﬁ\\)ﬁ&_ ’\Yb ;\e\eﬁ\‘l&m P\\\\‘S
ﬁA\L\u‘J\Q\\b SGES', QF\’I_\\\)ﬁt X o TwnNesN }qi\\’(
Awd CA\\ NS LS D '5@@%11\1t ) %\(\e_
(OEy 6§ N TAAN NE ATy A ey ence
Aad CALSED N TOR Yo REACR A
owa\\,@mﬁ%cﬁ c\\sa:\x\: eRrxeh of Lot A
AGEDCE w;_x\\ Nne vae o8 A DEADY
WEAREY A D =8 wadee N \J\eq& N R AGAN
xRN CEAAENY o = Nheok Mg Qo s s Vo
ok @A@Q\L
\Q\\e\\ CoONGS _L\_)ee L\Aus\\\L ATRTAY 1\\1 0"1 \\\e
C3RLOMEAANCES X5 A\ (onrseNe A zor 62 \acX
Wegeas NAVE ceen\ed A \qur\:zﬁi QQLTX\S Nace
Avd We@E 35 vwase Mooy NSC AS W
eRoALTV Y Mok oud Coe Chinase\s, ceRee
2N CEEINE R MNE XA Lo el WAV SOLen

\%
AA14




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

exxeaiey D1% e\ ava N Tas\ o€

vao ST WL Q003),

We eretudce CREANED meee NAag

VN T \\.\&@\\/\‘1\\)6\4 Nk QL\'X-!\\Q ),\1*\1 TN '\)\(_'f‘

TORYS VERDTCY AnD EnyIRe deaa)

oaocege ~w VWA T ou of e SxA\

/‘\\\Aemg\\/\t\\ﬁ ?\IC\\\A‘ N6 év\&(‘f(l\/t |

£ 1 K . _‘_\;
NO \\\& \\) .. CcmC\L\g\s_am \Q;\\\ C\)C\(’)u

NSNS AOQU\?\‘LNQ 0NE CONN J..C\YZ-L\\)

AL CX \oe ﬁe\ﬂe\Q&e:\ At Rb\\/\%\NSG S Cel

A WNEuo \‘@«A\ .

\Q
AA14

B89



	State's Appendix.pdf
	cash, thomas, 77018, Resp's App Cover Pgs
	RA




