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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

OTIS LEE RODGERS, 

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 

I No. 17-71777 

FILED 
MAR 21 2018 

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

Applicant, 

V. 

LASHANN EPPINGER, Warden, 

Respondent. 

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

The application for authorization to file a second or successive 28 U.S.C. 

§ 2254 habeas corpus petition in the district court, as supplemented by Docket 

Entry Nos. 2 and 5, is denied. The applicant has not made 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. 

DENIED. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

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 challenges 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. 

(C 

OTIS LEE RODGERS, NO. EDCV 17-1233-yAP (AGR) 

Petitioner, 

V. OPINION AND ORDER ON 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, HABEAS CORPUS 

Respondent. 
(SUCCESSIVE 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 RlF098234. 

On August 18, 2005, the California Court of Appeal affirmed the judgment 

in case number E034205. Id. The California Supreme Court initially granted 

review on November30, 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 

iW'I'I3 
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 Court2  challenging his prosecution and eventual conviction in 

case number R1F098234. 

1  The California Court of Areal cases referencing trial court case number 
R1F098234 are: E032718, E034205, E034617, E036588, E038126, E040498, 
E043592, E049011, E051809, E054995, E055506, E055522, E055984, 
E056749, E057021, E059078, E059986, E060817, E061338, E061338, 
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 R1F098234 are: S128449, S134923, S137422 and S144268. 



1 On July 24, 2008, Petitioner filed a habeas petition in this court, where it 

2 was assigned case number EDCV 08-1003-yAP (MLG) ("Rodgers 1'). On July 

3 19, 2013, after lengthy proceedings, the Court entered Judgment dismissing 

4 Rodgers /with prejudice. (Dkt. Nos. 118, 119 in Rodgers I.) 

5 Petitioner has repeatedly applied for leave from the Ninth Circuit to file a 

6 second or successive petition, thus far without success. He first did so on July 

7 15, 2013. The appellate court denied the application on October 21, 2013 in case 

8 number 13-72523. He filed his second application on October 28, 2014. The 

9 appellate court denied it on February 27, 2015 in case number 14-73332. On 

10 June 19, 2017, Petitioner filed a third application. That application, in case 

11 number 17-71777, remains pending. 

f 12 The current Petition contains one ground for relief, namely that Petitioner, 

13 who is black, was the victim of a "RICO conspiracy" involving a "Grand Dragon 

14 KKK" judge and "a sexually confused homosexual prosecutor." (Petition at 4 

15 (page citations are to page numbers assigned by CM/ECF in the header).) 

16 II. 

17 DISCUSSION 

18 The Petition was filed after enactment of the Antiterrorism and Effective 

19 Death Penalty Act of 1996 ("AEDPA"). Therefore, the Court applies the AEDPA 

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

21 The AEDPA provides, in pertinent part: "Before a second or successive 

22 application permitted by this section is filed in the district court, the applicant shall 

23 move in the appropriate court of appeals for an order authorizing the district court 

24 to consider the application." 28 U.S.C. § 2244(b)(3)(A). A district court does not 

25 have jurisdiction to consider a "second or successive" petition absent 

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

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

28 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 o( 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. 

III. 

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 

2 
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EWARRTQRFIHTS BA ftOM1e*d aneni 
GOD DAMN.CALIFORNIA 

Working to 3ing Justice to the ?Jnjust(y Imprioneé . 
Imagine if you will the most 'cruel, corrupt, godless state with the richest slave thpire the world has ever known by ripping'-off the stupid taxpayers to. provide deadend parasitic "do nothing ass jobs" at obscene exorLitant salaries for the dredge of criminals, those with hidden agendas hiding behind badges, black robes, authority and thats: Cod Damr California. 

I was captured by my enemies, kidnapped from my family and loved one, unjustly tried under California's infamous Three-Stike.s Law of being (I.) Poor, (II.) Black, and (III.) Targeted, charged with a fictitious crime, suiirnarily 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 tborah Ann' thky' s vicious lies of her ' victimization, denying that she had been abused or threatened by me. In protest to Z Calif ornia'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 Bbwen testified at my trial that Joyce had told him that she had not been threatened nor assa- 0. 

(D 

,! ulted with a firearm by me. 
 

Unperturbed Riverside County Deputy District Attorney Brian D. King in conspiracy rt produced a simpleminded illegal Mexican alien, Sandra Rodriguez, suborn by extortive threats of deportation (having to leave her many anchor children), to cotrmit pejury, to . ch her story arid to testify falsely that she, a percipient witness had observed me commit a firearm assault upon a black Jane Doe of which; in undisted 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 no visual and she saw no weapons; 'i as is confirmed by Bodriez' s voice on the 9-1-1 tape of which my attorney, John Wand ? (415) 255-4996 has a copy in repository. Trial Judge J. Thompson Hacks in collusion re-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 no weapons. 
}4ira1-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 after the fact that she now lodked baQlc ,in- -. to her past and observed a firearm assault and; it is rape of the intelligence  cs'( her first-time, ui-court, cross-racial "remembering" identification of. 

me 

 a perpetrator,, the only male black referred to as defendant questioning and standing bt fore her. Lastly, the prosecutor stooped to molesting,  a1used nine-year old Nlita Sanchez, Rodriguez's daughter under terrorist threats of eithr seeing her mother depor-ted or save her by committing  perjury,, testify  falsely and corroborate her mother's  lies 
l, Tearful 'little Nelita testified that she couldn't identify her mother's inal • 

. 
perpetrator nor her female black victim and that she had observed a gun in the shadow.  same 3-4 hours prior to her mother's tale. DE?LIrY Pi$TftCT A-7TOP./'JEY- DDA King declarec • that he wasn't gonna call. Francisco Sanchez, a material witness, todrLguez' s husban (who refused to lie) who according to her had tc].d her to take her (lying busybody) self to sleep,  WIiii NO /111/i rIL1/JiilC Of4 F/gEARJ?  ,4ç5AuLT IE!M O9SCI U)? - W,Jfl4OICTLU'1 ROD,1k2 

J .  My freedom was wrongfully stolen thbut probabIyaause, 'my fai1flbea-fil black wife and my (5) beautiful little black 'children) I ast, 22nedestroyed and my life senselessly murdered by savages. avagas L.yj.v6 F1L7/D' 13M$1 S~.vJ OF TH $A-2rH - No sane individual ants" to be a slave and I wanted to be free 'and live like  everyone else, "My life ain't no joke", a tragic comedy for pleasure of 'ochers. Yet my yel-low neo-stripped enemies whom I have nothing but pure hate, utter visceral contempt and disdaIn, 'neo-fascist enemies' of humanity F-----my hfe off like it was nothing and I didn't-,  matter. RACIST MURDERIS.' And to you cowardly murderous uonsterrwho lied and cheated to martyrized and tak€ life, I curse you a thousand time over ii lifind for all eternity, I lay my curse allcurses upon you. 
' PRIS(flER -- 

LAND OF 
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couiin 
r ?o C)1 . :. eJ)jstrjctAttornçyoftheCoUntv of Riverside  hereby accuses OTfS LEE  RODGt 

&f a io1ationØEena1 Code section 245, subdivision (a), subsection (2) a Felony, an that oz 

aboi July I$OO1,4n the County Qf Riverside State of California h did wi1ful1 and 

I AM 
: Jni!l commit an assault pjOYCEIt. a

- The District Attorney's Office of thetounty of Riverside further charges that in thn 

AMA A MAI  commission and ttempted commission of the above offense hereinabove set forth in count 

Ma 
the on, the said defendant, OTIS LEE RODGERS, personally used a firearm, =#i

TAURUS,.357 MAGNUMREVOLVbi ?i?ihig1tPena1-Codesecti(nS-1 

.3"00 subdivision (a), subsection (1) and 1192.7, subdivision (c),  sq 

- 

COUNT2 
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- Q 

, fif il  

S 

II4d 
N , 

h. 

I 

: T 
k 



POLICE CAD REPORT 7-15—b4 911 POLICE R!EPORT 

ilAILY OIEPATCE 052:STRR 0? 9.073060 - 
- 

- EVIIIEOOCE TAP 

L-0Jl94-A 
- 

- People a. Otis Lee RogerS People Y. Oils Lee Rogers 

NCIt.W" )FJM.2P E-011  . 5,60LO "RI 90.! 2. 0i 6 II?. 770 t-sc:p o ol,,/2.6, Interview Date: 07115/01 Cast Number l4.11098134 

7iV SOUR . Page 5 . sandraRudrtudz 

ENTERED: 07-10-2002 03:41:16 BY: 91743 AT: 048 . - English:Yes it oared 05r,be'&hitthg  a woman  a  lot.  

DISPATCHED- 07-10-5t0T03 :41:5
1 tm 953329 ' oi 

AJOPOIVED: 07-10-2003 03:45:35 BY: 953329 AT: 622 IP4TERPREThR: Yes, It'aa red  cat. 

CLOSED 07-55-2002 06 2617 BY: 63242 AT: 032 ilLOSE0. ED?: 24P36 

WA 14Ai4E: CE? ODOR: GARDSN ESTATES I . . 

ER p010145: 308 0000 931 ME: 077152001 03: 42 :16 / DISPATCHER: Didvdaineaavw'da ann? 

CLOSE AGCY: S REF-09,TIIIG DISTRICT: 0070 0?: 8-2196030 / 

/ INTERPRETER: Ustedvioalguoma? ar  

TIME AI 
• Eng1isIrDid.oasee.a wea on?. 

8715-2001 
'1-6 93743 BOUTS 2ND 915145 TO RP FEll SPAR/,9N SPUIfl4G 95950 . RODIOJGIjEZ: 1 Na noirras gritsct act  q a vs meter quo Ic vs dispar&.- 

LB ATA_06254/386' 

03:41:16 041741 ROUTE A MALE AND FEMALE 190 REF dE00±4 VERB AN . . 

EoghSh sot ntIs that he is going to kill her and he is to going 

a3 3 11 7 3 ¶557" GOING To FILL ORB/MEG IYIS P5k? ATT N" B 
S LL TO OR! P.PR-TYSLATOR .1 

INTERPRETER: . 4o.buthe keeps saying thatheisgoiogtokuhe(mathejsgoj5g, 
- 

C 43:O5 2749 1tDT3cCS 18035
L  

8035

1./44:30 - Z44 : 152060 MDTACK 18032 . 
DA . Okay,  1 a.,1 already have officers Oa the way nn we're talking, wl/aci'the 

0344 :44 041743 CBGIIOC SOP ADDS WAS ; 

53:44:44 61743 050I1OC 011. REV LL P.? ODVVEB WAS AT BIOTRAIOCE OF A 
name su the apartment complex? . 

?TS/ . . . . . 

03:45:11 041743 TEXT? ADV tOES_RING MALE SUBI SAY TEAT HEWAS GO _.,f ETER. Okay, Wan InsSD aic)jflc qua) ndrnbrede) Co r7ilCjO ale 

hOG TO SHOOT SIRE/NEC 931545 SEEN . 
. apartmentos 

03:45:35 63329 ARRIVE 1812 iBiS 
.03 :49 : 37 61743 TSIiTF SOP ADV DEPS JUST PASSED LOC  -ffi..ci English. Okay. the  oals on are the way, what is the narne.fthe 

31.46:34 63329 BCEIIR !:E12 5160 apartment complex? 

03:47: 62 103743 TEXT? P.? No LONGER 004 1,0 ROY DEPS 97 . 

03:46:24 63329 COWTCT E160 iBiS 1512; TIMER OFF UNKNOWN: 

04:23:48 62964 TRANS 1512; AT 91 STE 0423 tIES . 
 _________in etalkingist background)  

04:27:10 2627 ENSIAISO SlOG . 

30:28:29 62964 TRANSC 1832' . 
RODR1GUEZ Oh se llama Ga I ... Como aistanlOsapartamentusFlaco! 

34:29:20 92960 RELOCE iRi5 TO 10-10 tOl 3085 CEDAR CITY RIO 04

29 

. . . 

. 
HRS . English. tilt, they're called... What's the name of the apartments' 

)4 :34 28  92964 CONTCT 1812; TIMER OFF . Skinny? 

4:34:46 92964. ARRIVE 1.E15 
4:35:12 62964 ARRIVE 1E15; 035 54RS UNKIOOVO,3' Nose. 
.0:3611 2749 NSOSOANO 15035 

. 
. 

4:47755 2749 E1H?J48 1E015 
. 

5:54:08 142964 TRANS 1512; AT 92 RPOC assa . - . English:'  
Don't know. 

60044 62964 ARRIVE 1812 •- 
: 

. 

4:06:46 012962 COSTCT ISIS; TIMER OF? . 
. 

. 
'lDRIGUEz: Garden, Garden State.  

"24:10 63242 C'dCIOiC CALL TYPE WAS UTROUB; 991 WAS 3 

26:17 93242 an 1812; CLOSING PRIMARY UNIT - 1512; OFFIC . 0 

-. ER -2G60 REPORT ?Y?E - P ?PRETER: Garden Siate . 

24.37 93242 90 : CLOSURE CODES - 249311 . . . . . 

7-15-01 RT ARREST 
- 
- CONTINUATION SHZEI 

OPUTYPMONY 6-26-03 

NU.'afOERER0?19603O ' . PAGE NUMREIL.lç)F-4 
I coclple times. What doho that mean? 

II 
- 

2 A. crying, upset, disheveled, 

-2 LIEU OTY DESCRIPTION 
. 3 0 Did you ask her if She was upset? 

3 ot . 01 Taos-tin .357 Magnum revolver, stainless with black grips, serial 874927. 

4 . - . 

- 4 A. Yes. 

- 

5 02 07 .357 Magnum ammunition. (3) Nonssa rounds, (2) Winchester rounds, (I) Speer round and (I) Q. - Did you personally ask her?  

- . WW - Superraund. 

7 

A. Yea. 

g The shove items of evidence were collected as 021501, about 0355 hours, and placed into evidence at 7 Q. What was her response? 
- 

9 the  Jur5cPaV5flY  Sheriffs Station on 071501, about 0815 hours, by me, . - 

' 
 

. 
. - 

8 A. That she was upset. She had been arguing with you. 

' 9 - Q. Did you ask her if she had been assa
ulted by 

12 
- On Sunday, Z)0t.1waswo,biSRi  uniformed s5l.r5s  marked Sheriffs uOttitstheunincorporated 10 Mr. Rodgers? 

- 

I area of Rubidoux, Riverside County. - 11. 
- - 

---------------------
- - 

T - - /• - : - -- -- - 
- 

A. - Yes, - 

- About 0341- hours,-) alas dtsa,atcbed to the Garden Estates Apartments, at 5618 Tcltan, Rubideux, 12 Q. - - - And what was her response? 

17 refqreoce an unknown trouble call. The  snosvolccccs r5005jj5841uz1y'told  dispatch thtt I fcigxcr - 
- 

t 

13 A. She 

i 
taldthcfensalchewasgirsJ tashoother Thecatler 14 

- 
• . • 

THE COURT; .  Are -= is this hearsay? Is this an 

informed dispatch that the real sedan was in the-driveway to the apartments. - - 

• 
• • - •. -- 15 agreeable situation? - 

23 About 0345 hours, 1 arrived and saw areS sedan, occupied by a mute and female, driving northbound 
• 

16 - 

2 
- 

MR. KING: It is, Your Honor. Out s not objecting 

• . - - - 

- 
17 for a reason, 

- 

V/ben I approached itsh zeal Ford sodas I sew that the Sensate passenger, (0)-,sOE,EDd era, wus'cs'is. 

2( asked the driver, (5)-tis Rodgers, In exit the vehicle. Rodge5i t01d13ie t15,atlpps4  his wife, )g5p, icad been, - 
18 THE COURT: -All right. 

 

27 orguisig tibout fmasccial problems. He denied threateniagOr physically abusisthis wife. }lelold me he did not 19 Q (BY lIE ROUGERSI ask her if she had been .pj4y0u 

2 have any Weapons on hssp rsen or as the eluclellOtss mfurrn d rnethat he was sac! thai 

3 he had spent I,jraminAaimona.Statnnisocss. He  was reieaced in 1997 andisnot as active parale. A-iecords' 20 assaulted by Mr. Rodgers? 

39., check of OtIs Rodgers showed a recent if (2000) In Riverside County - - - Otis total 
-' 

3 :etiaat the case was pending and that be it currently out of custody an b,gjj.Jflse.reeortls check also indicated 

- 32 tiiutbu did not have a canoeist Caiifortciattrivno'o license (12500(a)'-VC).f I detained Otis in the back Seat of nip 

21 A. 

22 Q. 

Yes, I did. - 

And her response' - 

33 unit 
- - - 

- --. 14  23 

I, - 
- - 

A She said she had not. 

35 iRPio.Hld me stst red Olisjsad bees arguing, however he was net physical with her and he did t 

threaten to  shoot her, Joyce said sIte had no knowled.g5,ppy weapans ia the veki e. She toldine that  be and 
24 Q .  - -. Did you  ask her if she had been threatened with a 

- j)Qiis s-c n/sthed and thatilse -vetlicle belongs to both of them. She gave me esinest so-search the vehicle for 25 firearm by Mr. Rodgers? 

7* t'fe9 0n5 - - - 
- 26 A. Yen. 

- 

4  -- While searchingthebinrkIfocmd'aslouopjostichaocsatsissisc--- stainless, Ta1iri4712_M4gU0W - 27 Q. What was her response'. 
- 

- reu,gi_ver with black gtps, serial  874027. The bag also contained (7) tine ammunition  rsuscds. A records check of 8 A. 

the Senator showed,7recoodnn file - - - 
- 

- She said she had not been thr45tened. 

1p1a4ed Otis under saestfor 12021(e)()) PC-Felon inpnssesst000fr firearm . 120221PC-Felony  
----------- Ilv.nsr I tranarcorted Otis to the Jup.jc Valley 

 



ILLEGAL ALIEN'S iO YEARS—IkFTER THE —'P 

• -I, Miss Deborah Lucky that you said that you saw the man strike the. .. i -what was going on, anything of that nature? 

2 woman several times? . 
. -  2 A. Yes, yes. 

A. You could hear that he was hitting her. But' that 
- 

3 Q. And what -- what did he do, if anything? 

4 saw? It was once, 0 4 A. Be would tell me to go to sleep, that -- that they w
ere 

arguing. . 5' Q. So he could have been hitting her several time? 5 

6 A. I don't know. 6 Q. Did you inform him thit you were going to call the 

7 Q. Do you recall making a statement that, "Each time I -I 7 police? 

8 looked out-the window the man was either punching the woman or -8 A. Yes. After everything had happened, I had said, "I am 

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

Q. And, do you still live with him? Does he still live 
10 A. .....don't remember. I don't remember what I told.that Cn 10 

11 iy. I'don't--remember well. But the things that I have always 11 withy.u.' that house? 

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

13 Q. Now many--- how-many times did you look out the window? 13 Q. And one last thing, Miss Rodriguez.' You have said 

14 A. I don't remember exactly. . .. 14 during your .-- during your -- Mr. Rodgers' questioning of you, 

15 Q. Did you say that -- did I hear you describe -- can you 0 15 that you had seen him three times in court before todaY,,,2r -- 

16 describe the woman? Is 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. not 'thin?  :58 -- Q. Okay.- And that you had seen him one time prior to 

19 A. ,p. I don't remember. - 19 that, correct? 

20 Q. Is. she tall? About your height? My height? . 20 A. Yes.  

21 - A. Shorter than bin. 
- 

21 Q. And that was the night of the incident? 

22 Q. She is shorter than I pm? - 
: 22 A. Yes.  

23 A. Oh-huh. - 23 Q. And sit€ing here now, are you 100 percent sure that 

24 0. Okay. And she is not thin and shorter than I? - 24 this is the man that you saw that, night? 

2$ A, Yes, - 
20 A. Yes. 

26 Q. Okay. Do you recall describing a woman as "puerile"? > 26 MR. KING: Okay, Thank You. Nothing further, Your 

27 Do you know what that means, "puerile"? And the woman pure--- 27 Honor. 

26 do you know what that means? ' . 26 INS COURT: Mr. Rodgers. 

• --. - cl 
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1 paper. - - -. - 

2 Q. Okay. - If I were to give you maybe the log sheet, would 

3 that help or something? Are you familiar with the catalog? 

4 A. Yes. That's what I read to make myself familiar with - 

5 the call itself.  

'6 - MR. RODGERS: Your Honor, may i approach the witness - 

7 and have her take a look at this? 

8 - THE COURT: Sure. Go right ahead. - 

9 THE WITNESS Okay. - - 

10 Q. (BY MR. RODGERS) Okay. So now having familiarized 

11 yourself with that catalog, do you now remember some of the 

12 -events in this situation? - 

13 A. I vaguely remember the call, - - 

14 0. Okay. And can you tell isa some of the vagueness that - 

15 you do remember? 

16 - A. I do remember-that the female spoke Spinish, and 'I 

17 didn't have too much information so I sent it to go through a 

18 translator like: It does aayinthe call. She did hear' that - 

19 someone was going - a male subject say to a female that he was 

- 20 going to kill her. She did not have vistis].., And then I got the 

21 description of the vehicle, which is also in the call. 

22 0. If you were to hear the actual tape of your Voice, 

23 would that further bring it to your memory? 

24 A. It may, it may. 
, 

25 MR, RODGERS: Your Honor, at this time, could I bring 

26 defendant's exhibit-- - - 

27 THE COURT: We aren't going to play the whole tape. 

28 MR. RODGERS: Well, Your Honor, wondering if I could - 

1 -foundation as to the translation. Is this agreeable with you, 
 

2 Mr. King? - 

3 SIR. KING: That's fine, Your Honor: - - 

4 THE-COURT: All right. That's fine. 

5 - 0. (BY MR. RODGERS) So she told you. there was no weapons' 

6 seen?  

7 - A. That's correct. ?he'person I spoke to did not see any 

8 weapons. - - 

9 0. And then that was the -- other than -- what else was 

.0 there? Was that the end of the ooversatiOn?' - 

1 A. I had her stay on the line until the deputies got there' 

.2 so the deputies could ascertain that they were at the right 

L3 place.  

14 015. RODGERS: Okay. '  Your Honor, I have no further 

L5 questions of this witness.. 

16 THE COURT: All right.' Mr. King. - 

17 MR. KING: Thank you, Your Honor. 

L'S--,  -, - - - 'CROSS-EXAMINATION'" - - - 
-, - 

19 BY MR. KING: ' 

0 Q. Good afternoon, Miss Lang, 

21 A. Hi.  

22 Q. How are you today? - 

23 A. Thank you, fine. 

24 Q.' How long have you worked for the 
sso dispatch? 

25 A. About three and a half years. - 

26 0. And I think you earlier stated this 
came )o you as an 

27 anonymous call? - 

28 A. Right. 
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