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IN THE IIFTH DISTRICT COI'RT FOR
WASHINGTON COtJNIY, STATE OF UT

ORDER IJOR

SIJPPLEMENTAL MEMOR,{NDA

CriminalNo.0?1501596
JudAe G Rand Beacham

Defendant.

Hayirrg studied 1lle memoranda suPponing ard oppositg DefeDdant's "Motion to Dismiss

for Statute ofl,imilations,"'the Court frDds it necessa) to requirelhe parties to submit suppl€ reDlal

roemoranda rc c)ario ihe facls before lhe Coufl for the following re^sonsl

Delendanl's ori8ioal memorandlD)] conlains facl stat€mcnl3 in 2l paragraphs rtn<l

subparagraphs, nl.ny ofwhichcotlaidmuldple senLences. Many ofthose sralcmenls

are mode withoul r€ference 10 any evideutiary soutce

Plainlifls opposing mcmorandunr contains statemeuts offacl il) five Paragraphand

AltacllmentA, lor lvhich some soutces are cilcd butnot provided (c lhe Cow For

exanrple, Plairlti ff rel'ers repcaiedly lo , lrial ttatscripl as "9/i9 Tr.," 1ollowed by

numbers, but the lranscnpt pages have not been provjded to the Coul ln addhior'

Attachmenl A 4onlains references to unexPlained "facts," such as "1hc incidentat th€

park" which is Dot olherwise elplalned

Bolh panies havc also retclTed 10 addilional f"cts wilhin their lDgal argumcnts, solne

otwhjch are nol supponed by any evidenliary sourcc before th. Coufl.
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Altlroug\ rhe Court has allempred to analyzc tle sLalure oflimitatjons jssue on ihc basrs of

lhe facls as they have bccn presented: fic Courl's analysis hrs been hampored by jnsullicjent clariry

in the fach as prcsentcd. for example, fhe memoranda disaFee as lo when the alleged rape rool(

place, a l'{ctcriticalto the slalute oflimhations issr.te. Defendarn assErrs $ar.,Mr Sked is accused

ofonly one counl of rape whi.h js alleg€d lo }ave been commiticd more ibao 4 years before the

legisiative exterLsion tool( effect on May 2, 2 00 5 t' fDeienda:rr,s Memorardum, p. ] 0, emplas is in

orjginal. I PlaiDli ff states lhat it inlend s ro Dr oceed on '\he firsl limc Mr. Steed had sex ual inrer course

with Eljssa Wall" and assDrls lhat "lhe first acl ofscxua) inrercourse occ!rred belore May 12, ?001

bul no carlier than May 4, 2001."r [Plainriifs memor rdum, p 2.J

Thc CoLlr( is reqLrired to der€rmine by apreponderance ofevidence wheiber this prosoculjon

isbatrcd. UkhCodeAhn {76 l-306. (onsequerrly, rhe Couimusrbeabt€ 10 w€iBh rhc evrdcnce,

and rhar.oquire:r gr€rter clarity than what has been prcvided io this poinl i jiDre l

ldeally, the penies would presert a stjpulated sel offacls. sel ibih iD chroDologicdl order.

ifth ot is Bol pos:ible jn this caso, the Court wjll requ ire lha I cach parLy submii hjs/iis con:Frehen s ive

stalen1ent offacls, 
'r 

chronologjcal order and wjlb cjtations to evidentiary sourcos.

,4ccordl)gly, it is hereby ORDERIDr

A. lach pany shall submit a supplcmenlal memorandum collairing onLy hjs/i1s

lomplehensive slatenenl oI iads reLated 10 fie stalute oi limilarions jssue. in

11 h9 lnformalion alleges rh a( the crirne was commjtteal ',between April I 4, 200 I and
Seplembr i0, ?004 "

2I suspec! lbal one reason forlhis is ihe parties'famr)iarity with tle hisrory ofand lhe
restimony grven i1 Stcte r. J-ffs. of which fiis Loun h.s !jn'rdlly no khoq,eote



al/2q/ZAIA 15:45 FaX 4158345?20 I1ASI{INGToN C0 ATTY @ooj

(,brouological order and with cjtations to evidentlary so rces

B. liach party shdll also submil documentation ofthc evidentiary source cited for each

Slalement offacl.

C. lvhen each palty has subnitted the requirad smlenrenr offacts ard documentalion

cne ofthem shall ile a request to submit lbr decisiot

D. I)otendanls Motion will no longer be under advisement unril the Courtrecejves lhc

supplemehtal mclnoranda, documenatjon drd requestto subftjl il) compljancc $/itb

lhis Ordc}-

DATED rhisag day ofMarch. 20t0.

6.5\-rkr,e"-^'=-
JUDCD O, RAND BEAC{jAM




