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THE COURT

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is DENIED.
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FI L E D

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT MAR 21 2018

MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK
U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

OTIS LEE RODGERS, - No. .17-71777
| Applicant,
V. ORDER
LASHANN EPPINGER, Warden,
Respondent.

Before: LEAVY, M. SMITH, and CHRISTEN, Circuit Judges.

The application for authorization to file a second or successivé 28 U.S.C.
§ 2254 habeas corbus petitidn in the district court, as supplemented by Docket
Entry Nos. 2 and 5, is denied. The applicént has not rﬁade a prima facie showing
under 28 U.S.C. § 2244(b)(2) that: |

(A) the claim relies on a new rule of constitutional law, made retroactive to
cases on collateral review by the Supreme Court, that was previously
unavailable; or '

(B)(i) the factual predicate for the claim could not have been discovered
previously through the exercise of due diligence; and (ii) the facts
underlying the claim, if proven and viewed in light of the evidence as a
whole, would be sufficient to establish by clear and convincing evidence
that, but for constitutional error, no reasonable factfinder would have found
the applicant guilty of the underlying offense. -

Any pending motions are denied as moot.

>

No further filings will be entertained in this case.

. ~ b c
DENIED. | | j AHAIT G
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

OTIS LEE RODGERS, 'NO. EDCV 17-1233-VAP (AGR):
| Petitioner,
V. OPINION AND ORDER ON
’ PETITION FOR WRIT OF
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, HABEAS CORPUS

(SUCCESSIVE PETITION)
Respondent. ' _

On June 13, 2017, Petitioner filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2254 in the Southern District of California, which
transferred the action here on June 20, 2017. He challehges his 2003 Riverside
County conviction for assault with a firearm and other crimes, which resulted in a
prison sentence of 16 years. '(Petition at 1.) Because he previously challenged
the same underlying state-court judgment here in a habeas action that the Court
dismissed with prejudice, and because he lacks Ninth Circuit authorization to file

a successive petition, the Court lacks jurisdiction over the new petition.
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PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Pursuant to Fed. R. Evid. 201, the Court takes judicial notice of the records

in Petitioner’s prior federal habeas corpus action in the Central District, as well as
the records of the state trial and appellate courts and the United States Supreme
Court.

In 2003, a Riverside County Superior Court jury convicted Petitioner of
assault with a firearm; possession of a firearm and ammunition by a felon, and
making criminal threats. He was sentenced to prison for 16 years. (Petition at 1;
see People v. Rodgers, 33 Cal. Rptr. 3d 163, 164-65 (Cal. Ct. App. 4th Dist.
2005).) The trial court case number was RIF098234.

On August 18, 2005, the California Court of Appeal affirmed the judgment
in case number E034205. /d. The California Supreme Court initially granted
review on November 30, 2005 in case number S137422, and then dismissed
review on July 11, 2007 in light of its decision in another case.

On October 5, 2007, Petitioner filed a petition for certiorari in the United '
States Supreme Court, which denied the writ in case number 07-7456 on January
14, 2008.

Starting in 2002, before he was convicted, and continuing through 2017,
Petitioner has filed many cases in the California Court of Appeal’ and the
California Supreme Court? challenging his prosecution and eventual conviction in
case number RIF098234.

' The California Court of Aé)opeal cases referencing trial court case number
RIF098234 are: E032718, E034205, E034617, E036588, E038126, E040498,
E043592, E049011, E051809, E054995, E055506, E055522, E055984,
E056749, E057021, E059078, E059986, E060817, E061338, E061338, o
E061519, E061897, and, most recently, E068301, in which the court denied relief
on May 15, 2017. :

2 The state Supreme Court cases that cross-reference trial court case
number RIF098234 are: S128449, S134923, S137422 and S144268.
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On July 24, 2008, Petitioner filed a habeas petition in this court, where it
was assigned case number EDCV 08-1003-VAP (MLG) (“Rodgers I'). On July

19, 2013, after lengthy proceedings, the Court entered Judgment dismissing

Rodgers | with prejudice. (Dkt. Nos. 118, 119 in Rodgers )

Petitioner has repeatedly applied for leave from the Ninth Circuit to file a
second or successive petiﬁon, thus far without success. He first did so on July
15, 2013. The appellate court denied the application on October 21, 2013 in case
number 13-72523. He filed his second application on October 28, 2014. The
appellate court denied it on February 27, 2015 in case number 14-73332. On
June 19, 2017, Petitioner filed a third application. That application, in case
number 17-71777, remains pending.

The current Petition contains one ground for reAIief, namely that Petitioner,
who is black, was the victim of a “RICO conspiracy” involving a “Grand Dragon
KKK” judge and “a sexually confused homosexual prosecutor.” (Petition at 4
(page citations are to page numbers assigned by CM/ECF in the header).)

.
DISCUSSION

The Petition was filed after enactment of the Antiterrorism and Effective

Death Penalty Act of 1996 (“AEDPA”). Therefore, the Court applies the AEDPA

in reviewing the Petition. Lindh v. Murphy, 521 U.S. 320, 336 (1997).

The AEDPA provides, in pertinent part: “Before a second or successive
application permitted by this section is filed in the district court, the applicant shall
move in the appropriate court of appeals for an order authorizing the district court
to consider the application.” 28 U.S.C. § 2244(b)(3)(A). A district court does not

have jurisdiction to consider a “second or successive” petition absent

-authorization from the Ninth Circuit. Burton v. Stewart, 549 U.S. 147, 152 (2007);

Cooper v. Calderon, 274 F.3d 1270, 1274 (9th Cir. 2001) (“When the AEDPA is in

play, the district court may not, in the absence of proper authorization from the

3
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court of appeals, consider a second or successive habeas application.”) (citation
and quotation marks omitted). |

Here, the Petition is a second or successive petition challenging the same
conviction and sentence imposed by the same judgment of the state court as in
Rodgers I.

Rule 4 of the Rules Governing Section 2254 Cases in the United States
Courts provides that “[i]f it plainly appears from the face of the petition and any
attached exhibits that the petitioner is not entitled to relief'in the district court, the
judge must dismiss the petition and direct the clerk to notify the petitioner.” Here,

summary dismissal is warranted.

_ ORDER
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Judgment be entered summarily dismissing

- the Petition and action for lack of jurisdiction.

DATED: July 6, 2017

VIRGINIA A. PHILLIPS *
Chief United States District Judge




RIOR FIGHTS

‘ Imagine if you will the most cruel, corrupt, godless state with the richest
Bslave efipire the world has ever known by ripping’-off the stupid taxpayers to.
provide deadend parasitic "do nothing ass’ jobs" at obscene exortitant salaries
for the dredge of criminals, those with hidden agendas hiding behind badges,
. .black robes, authority and thats: God Damn California. —

-1 was captured by my enemies, kidnapped from my family and loved one, imjustly tried &
under California's infamous Three-Stikes Law of being (I.) Poor, (II.) Black, and (I11.) &
Targeted, charged with a fictitious crime, summarily convicted and mercilessly condemned
to prison all in the face of the drafted "named-victim" Joyce R., pretrial in open court
. sworn repudiation. of Deputy District Attorney Deborah Amm Lucky's vicious lies of her

victimization, denying that she had been abused or threatered by me. In protest to
California’s inquitous defacto "racehate" black code lynch (slave) law, Joyce refused
to participate, boycotted the kangaroo trial, abandoning me, fleeing the state in fear
of retaliation. And on behalf of the “unavailable" Joyce, arresting deputy Gary Bowen
testified at my trial that Joyce had told him that she had not been thréatened nior assa-
ulted with a firearm by me. ' " .

Unperturbed Riverside County Deputy District Attorney Brian D. King in conspiracy
i% produced a simpleminded illegal Mexican alien, Sandra Rodrignuez, suborn by extortive
threats of deportation (having to leave her mamy anchor children), to commit petiury, to
change her story and to testify falsely that she, a percipient witness had observed me
commt a firearm assault upon a black Jame Doe of which; in undisputed rebuttal 9-1—1
sheriff's dispatcher Barbara Lang testified that Rodriguez was (a perjurious-liar) be-
cause she had initially reported to her that she had mo visual and she saw no weapons;
as is confirmed by Rodriguez's voice on the 9-1-1 tape of which my attorney, John Ward
~ (415) 255-4996 has a copy in repository. Trial Judge J. Thompson Hanks in collUsion Te-
+ fused to expose this lying prosecutor by not allowing the jury to hear the dispositive

9-1-1 tape indicating Rodriguez had reported she saw mo weapons.

Moral-decency and civilized-intelligence dictates that if the Mexican had no visual
and she saw no weapons than it would be logically impossible and defy the laws of phys-
ics for her to truthfully testify two-years aftéer the fact that she now locked .back in-
to her past and observed a firearm assault and; it is rape of the intelligence toriize™
AUETher first-time, in-court, cross-racial "remenbering” identification of. me a
perpetrator, the only male black referred to as defendant questioning and standing bd
fore her. Llastly, the Prosecytor stooped to molesting, abused nine-year old Nelitall
Sanchez, Rodriguez's daughtér under terrorist threats of either seeing her mother depor- §
ted or save her by committing perjury, testify falsely and corroborate her mother's lies§

Tearful - little Nelita testified that she couldn't identify her mother's male
- ¥ perpetrator nor her female black victim and that she had observed a gun in the shadows
.‘ m some 3-4 hours prior to her mother's tale. DEPUTY DISTRICT A‘TTUR/UE{(; DDA King declaredil
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~that he wasn't gorma call TFrancisco Sanchez, a material witness, - driguez's husbandiié
? (who refused to lie) who aceording to her had tdld her to take her (lying busybody) sel
;

to sleep,WITH NO MSNTIONING OF A FIREARM ASSAULT BEING OBSERYSD . CONTRADIC Tyu, RODI6 182 ARWT sk 74

\ m - My freedom was wrongfully stolen without probably cause, my family (my beautiful]
N %blaCk wife and my (5) beautiful little black children) }ost, gone destroyed and my life
gyt senselessly murdered by savages; LY/#6 FilTHY BEAST, SCUM OF THE EARTH- -

; No same individual Wants to be a slave and I wanted to Be froe and live
1 [like everyone else, "My life ain't no joke", a tragic comedy for pleasure of
W Fothers. Yet my yeldow neo-stripped enemies whom I have nothing but pure hate,
Py

putter visceral contempt and disdain, - neo-fascist enemies of humanity F----- my
~ 4life off like it was pothing and 1 didn'& matter. RACIST MURDER]S ’
N | And to you cowardly mirderous monsterfwho lied and cheated to martyrized and takefl
fy 1ife, I curse vou a thousand time over in life and for all eternity, 1 lay my cutse
11

| of all curses upon you, . T} VT POLITICAL PRISCRER

m MEUﬁHE—mE;L‘ EW REE Otis Lee Rodgers W .-

? , \Wrongfully Convicted. .+ -
- LAND OF THE SLAVE(T YTt g’ gt
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COUNT 1

-

. Qf B wolanongf Penal Code secti
' about Jaly: 15"2001 ,in th the- Cou'n. of Rlversxd& Sta of ¢ Cahforma,

unjawfully commit an 2ssault upon JOYCE R.. with a {izearm.
The Dlstnct Attorney’s Offfice of the ‘County of Riverside further charges that ip the

comrmssxon and attemptzd commission of the above offense hereinabove set forth in cobs

the information, the said defendant, OTIS LEE RODGERS, personally used & firearm, to Wi

TAURUS 357 MAGNUM REVOLVER, within the meaning of Penal Gode-scctmns-lzm i

bdxvxsnon (a), subsection (1) and 1192.7, subdivision (c), :
COUNT 2

For 2 furthcr and $eparaz cause ofachon, bemg a d i
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- 511 POLICE CAD REPORT - . 7-15-01
LCHEIG ~ PEGE EJ 0U03 p2e2s  SELLEZ cu-rn mu 18 237 Sat

oAILY

NC‘ID_.N"‘ N’J‘M&a? £-01196630 ERI: 3

LOCKTTON: 3598 TILTON =V, _PUE
ENTEFED: BY: N1743
DI SPATCHED: BY: N2329
2RRIVED: BY: N3325 2
CLOSED: 07-15-2003 06: BY: N3282 AT: 012 CLUSEL. EDF: 22PiM
RP NAME: CHR ADDR: GRRDEN ESTETES
Rp PHONE: 288 £000 911 TIME: 07-15-2001 03:81:16
‘CLOSE BGCY: B rrvorrxnc DISTRICT: 007h  Dk: E-2186030
TIME oPER  ACTION  TEXT )
07-15~-2001
=T Ri743 ROUTE  2ND EAND TO RP FRM SPANISH SPERKING FEMA
: LE 2T 6606204/BER APT COMPLEX/CARN HEAR
03:41:16 N1742 ROUTE 2 MALE AND FEMALE IN 3 PEF SEDALN VERE AR i
) . D EELRD MRLE SEY T0 FEMALE. HE WES -
03:42:34 1!1743. TEXTF GOJ.NG 0 KILL HER/NEG v1S/P52P ATT!'ING R {
£ LLTO ORI RP-TREUUGH - TRANSLATOR }
.51 N3329 DISP “12 |
;33 N2229 DISP 1215 !
103 2743 FODTRCK  1E0Y5 ;
123 2660 MDTACK 1E022 . . o
2 N1743 CSCINC RP ADDR WRS ! !
2 N1763 CHGINC ON. RE LL RP ADV-VEH WS AT mrp_mcz OF 2 '
o »rS/ . o
1 N1743 TEXTP  RDV HERRING 'WALE SUBJ SAY THAT HE WAS GO -
. : ING TO SHOOT HER/NEG WENS SEEN -
03:45:35 N3328 BRRIVE 1E12 1E15 - ;
03:45:37 N17¢3 TEXTF  RP ADV DEPS JUST PASSED 1OC . i
03:46:34 N3329 BCKRR  YE12 E160. .
03:47:52 N1743 TEXTF _RP NO LONGER ON LL EDV DEPS 87
03.46.26 N3328 CONTCT E160 1E15 1E12; TIMER OFF ,
G4:23:48 N29€4 TRANS 1B12; AT W1 STR 0423 HRS )
08:27:18 2637 . ENHANE E160
34:26:29 N2964 TRENSC 1E12° . ’ 3
74:29:20 N2964 RELOCE 1E15; TO 10-14 W1l 3885 CEDAR CITY RIV 0¢
. : 29 HRS ) . . .
}4:34:28 N2962 CONTCT 1E12; TIMER OFF .
ja:3£:46 N2964. ERRIVE 1E1S
\4:35:12 N28964 ARRIVE 1E15; 0435 HRS
£:36: 2749 ENRANE 1E015
1:41 .55 2729 ENHENE 1E015
ci5a.08 N2964- TRANS  IEI2; AT W2 RPDC 055¢
§:00: N2964 LRRIVE 1E12 -
5:086 N2964 CONTCT 1Pa2; TIMER OFF . -
.24 W32z CHGING  CRLL TYPE WS UTROUR; PRI WES 2 o
26: N324z 38 1E12; CLOSING PRIMERY UNIT —_12;2; OFFIC
. - ER - 2600 ; REPORT TYFE - R
3:26.17 N3242 ’sa ' ; cm:aru CODES - 24P3M . .
- 15- W
"‘ T N CONTINUATION SHEET

; QJ Pk NIMBER Enomsoao  PAGE NUMEER:2 ord
3 -
1| EVIDENCE: )
2| 1IEM QIY DESCRIPTION o ] N
3} 0 0l Taurus .357 Magnum revolvér, staintess with black grips, senal #74827.
al C : : )
5 02 07 357 Magnum ammunition. (3) Norma rounds, (2) ‘Winchester rounds, (1) Speer round, and (1)
61 - WW Super round. .
8 The above items of evidence were collected on 071501, 2bout 0355 hours, and placed into evidznce al
9| the Jurupa Valley Shenff's Station on 07]501 abou( 0815 hours, by me.
; .
4 - On Sunday, 071501, 07i50] I was working uniformed patrol in a marked Sheriff's upit, in the unincorporated
¥ ca of Rub)doux RJvcrsxd: County [ .

en Estates Apaﬁmcnls at 5618 T)lton, Rubxdo\lx

. About 0341 hours, I vlas dispatched to the Gard
rei:r:ucc an unknown trouble call. The anonymous reporting partytold dlspatch thatg malg and [W

e a W;h: paﬂunu Lo_(pfthe apartments, The re:

the m; 1y 12 was 2ping to kil the female” He then told the female be was uomg to shoot her, The caller
ml'oxmcd dxspaich that tbc red sedan was in the- dnveway to the aPzrtmerus

i1

amrived and saw a1ed sedan, occupned by a male and female, drivirig nortnbound

About 0345 hours, 1
T)' fon St. exit. I conductcd an mvcsuoauv: /e stop.

aleng the driveway of the ﬂpaﬂmcms toward the
sedan [ saw that the female passenger, (O)-Jovce Rodgers, was'crying.

When1 appmach.d the :ed Ford
deers told me that he and his wife, Jovee, had hceg_

as]\:d the driver, (8)-Otis Rodgess, to exit the vehicle. Ro

" arguing: -about financial problems. He denjed threatening or physically abusing his wife. He told me he did not
have any Weapons on his person of in the vehiclef] Otis informed me that he was

- he had spent 1 igawmssmtc_fnsom He was reicased in 1997 and is nol [

Q check of Otis Rodgers showed a recent arrest (2000} in Rivesside County B
ently out of custedy on baj ueccrds check also mdxcalcd

*me that the case was perding and that be i5 CUIT!
did oot Have a current California driver's license (1'1500(3}\’C) detmncd Otis in the back scat of my

RNI\IN..

N

n active parole. A fecords”

BrNs

that b
" unit whije 1 §20kc to Joyce Rodeers. . . - .

f,oxcc told me she apd Otg’ had becn argumg however h: was not EhXSlCil with her and he did pot’
{hreaten to shoot her. Jovce said she had no knowledge of any weapons in the vehicle. She told'me that she and
. Otis are married and that the veliicle belongs to both of them. She gave me consent to-search lhc vc}ucl: for

W @ns . )
While scnxchmg the trunk 1 found a:cleay p_;_uc heg mntamma S stamlcss Taurus ___i’LM_g'num
ds. A records check of -

“‘.":.iﬁ’ A2 L b b 3 La

e
-3 D

revalver with black giips, serial #74827. The bag g also contamcd (D live ammmmon roun

. the ﬁr:arm showed no rccord on file. -

4 3 ) i . -
i lplaczd Ous unddr arrest for 12021(&)(]) PC-Felon in posszssion of 2 firearm, 12022.12C-Felony
¢ Otis to the Jurups Valiey

4
7 Camennsar, e aritheunt a lieense | transooris

-and that

. Otis told

[

+ ! " EVIDENCE TAPE

L-01:194-A
People v. Otis Lee Rogers
Interview Date:_07/15/01

,Peopk v. Otis Lee Rog:rs
Case Number Rif098234
* Troascrptel lemview with'Sandra Rodriguéz -

Pages
e ] Agency Number ER0) 196030/RSDE -
English: Yes itis a red car, he’shitting a woman a lot. - .
INTERPRETER:  Yes, it’s a red caf.
DISPATCHER: M’?
INTERPRETER:  Usted vio algon arma?
‘English: Did .z‘ ou see-a weagon?.
RODRIGUEZ: i  No, no mas grits el que |a va matar quc le va disparar..
English;No, no-he only yells that he is going to kill her and he is going to
! shoot her -
INTERPRETER: . o but he ke'ps saying that he is going to kili her. Thal he is going to
DISPATCHER: Okay, Te1 already have officers on the way as wc ‘Te talkmg, whiat i the
‘name of the apartment complex?
INTERPRETER: Okay, ya estan los offi cals =n camino, qual es &! nombre de) comp]c)o de
apartmentos
=" English. Okay, the officials on are the way, what is the name.of the
apartment complex?
UNKNOWN: (male talking i in backgmund)
RODRIGUEZ: Ab, se llama... Como se llaman los apaﬂamcmos Flaco?
English: Uh, they’ ¢ called... What's the name of the ﬂpaﬂmcms
Skinny?
UNKNOWN: No se.
. English: Don't know.
DRIGUEZ: Garden, Garden State,
?%PBETER; ~ Garden State,

. ARREST DEPUTY TESPIFONY 6-26-03

t{cotple times. What doées that mean?

2 A. Crying, upset, disHeveled.

3 Q. pid you ask her if she was upset?

4 A. Yes.

5 Q Did you personally ask her?

.6 A, Yes. :

7 Q. What was her response?

8 A. That she was upset. She had"b(;en arguing w;n-:b you.
9] Q. " pid you ask her if she had been assaulted by
10Mr. Rodgers? . ‘

i1 A. Yes. - .

i2 Q. And‘wh‘at .was her respbnse?

13] A, she --

14 . IHE COURT: Are —- le this hearsay? Is this an

15jagreeable siﬁua;ion’.’

16| - MR. KING: But I .am not objecting

It is, Your Honor.

17{for a reason.

‘18 THE COURT: -All right:
19 Q.. (BY MR, RODGERS} Did you ask her if she had been
20| assaulted by Mr. Rodgers?
21 A. Yes, X did.
22 Q. And her response?
723 A. She said she had not.
24 Q Did you ask her if she had been threatened with a

25| firearm by Mr. Rodgers?

26 A. _Yes.
27 Q. What was her response?.

(28 A. She said she had not been threatened.

She sald she nad noL Peell &l e = -
- - B
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' Miss Deborah Lucky that you said that you saw the man strike the. lwhat was going on, anything of that pature? <

A. Yes, yes. ‘ ‘
and what -- what did he do, if anything?

'

OI¥dOod VIANVS NAITIV TVDATII

'woman several times? . .
A, You could hear that he was ‘hitting ber., But that I ' - '

{|saw? It was once.

‘A.  He would tell me to go to sleep, that -- that they were

el w

A1 d°“'t know. Q. Did you inform him that you were qoing to call the

Q. Do you recall making a statement that, "Each time I

2

3

4

St ¢+ -Q. So he could have been hitting her several times?
. .

7 police?
8

looked out the window the man was elther punching the woman or A. Yes. Affer everything had happened, I had said, "I am°

l’

2

3

4

5 zust arguing : |
) .

7

8

9

S{holding a gun to her head or threatening to kill her"‘i going to call the police." And he said, "That's fine." s

0. And do you still live with him? Does he still live

T 10 A. " 'I'don't remember. [ don't remember what I told.that

11| withnyeu»at that house?
12| B No.

11|lady. I 'don't remember well, But the things that I haye always

12|said is that I saw the gun to her head.

13{ Q.  How many'=- how ‘many times did you Iook out the window?' 13 Q. And onme last thing, Miss Rodriguez.  You have said’
14 A. I don't rememher exactly . 14| during your —- during your -- M. ‘Rodgers’ questior_ling -of‘you,
15 Q. Did you say that -- did I hear you describe - can you

15| that you had séen him three times ip cou_\rt before today, or --

16|describe the woman? 18 she short? tall? skinny? heavyset° 16|or was that including today?

17 A. She is:not thin. 17 A. With today.
18 Q. she is. Aot thin? - ' R : C 18| ° " Q. - Okay. ‘And that you had seen hin. one time prier to
19 ~ a, Jo. I don't remember. E 19|that, correct?
20 Q. Is-she tall? About your height? My height? 20 A, Yes. R .
21 A. Shorter than him. % 21 Q. 'And that was the night of the incident?
22 Q She is shorter than I. am? g 22 A, Yes. .
23 A, Uh-huh. ] ! 23 Q And sitting here now, are you 100 percent sure that"
24 Q. Okay. And she is not thin and shorter than I?° E 24|this is the man that you saw that night?
25 A, Yes. ' Eg 25 A, -Yes.
26 Q. Okay. Do you recall describing a woman ag "puerilé"? o 26 MR, KING: Okay. Thank you. Nothing further, Your
) 27{Do you kmow what that n{eans, "puerile®? BAnd the woman pure.-—- g 27| Honor.
28|do you know_what that means? téﬁ 28§ THE COURT;  Mr. Rodgers. l 76 g
R
- - — : PR 0n
911 POLICE D )
1|paper. : » . N 1|foundation as to the translaé_ion‘ Is this agr_éeable_ with you, -
2 Q. Okay.- If I were to give you maybe the log sheet, would 2lMr. King?
3|that help or something? Are you familiar with the catalog? 3 MR. KING: That's fine, Your Honor,
4 A. Yes. That's what I read to make myself familiar with 4 THE- COURT: All righ_t-. That's fine.
5|the call itself. A. ’ ‘ X ' sl Q.  (BY MR. RODGERS) So she told you: thére was no weapons
‘6 MR. RODGERS:. Your Honor, may I apﬁroa‘ch the witness ' 6| seen? ’ . '
7{and have her take a look at this? 7 A. That's correct. The 'person I spoké to did not see any __
8 THE COURT. Sure. Go right ahead. 8|weapons. i
9 ' THE WITNESS: Okay. . 9 Q. And then that was the -~ other than -~ what else w'as
10 Q.- (Bf MR. RODGERS) Okay. So now having familiarized ) 1'0 there? Was that the end of the sonversation?-
11{yourselt with that catalog, do you now remember some of the 11 A. I had her stay on the line until the deputies got there-
12|events in this situation? ' ’ ’ 12ls0 the deputies could ascertain that they were at the rig'ht
13 A I vaquely ‘remémber the call. =~ o | 13|place. . - )
14 0. Okay. And can you tell s some of the vagueness that 14 ’ ¥R, RODGERS ! okay " Your Honor, I have no further
‘15 you do remember? . ' 15 questiens of this witness. ’
16} A. I do remember that the female spoke Spanish, and T . 16 - THE COURT: All right. Mr. King.
17|didn't have too muc‘h information so I sent it to go through a 17 MR. KING: Thank you, Your Hopor.
18 translator like it does say in-tbe call, -She did Hear that" o BT 1 A ©- . e “CROBS-EXAMINATION' ‘~. 0" L K
19| someone was going -~ a male subject say to a female that he was 19|BY MR. KING: '
- 20}going to kill her. She did not_have visual, And then I got the 20 Q. Good afterrioon, Miss Lang.
21{description of the veh:.cle, which is also in the call, _ X : 21 A.  Hi.
22 Q. If you were to hear the actual tape of your voice, : 22 Q. How are you today?
23]would that further bi:;.ng it to your memory? ) 23 A. Thank you, fine.
24 A, I may, it may. - ' 24 . Q.- How long have you worked for the gso dispatch?
25 MR, RODGERS: Your Honor, at this time, could I bring 25 5. About three and a half years. .
26|defendant’s exhibit -- . [ ' T 26 A Q. And I think you earlier stated this came fo you as anm
27 THE COURT: We aren't going to play the whole tape. . 27 ahox;ym;)us call? ' )
28 MR, RODGERS: Well, Your Honor, wondering if I could . ' 28 A, Right. o n ___ .
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