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PRETRIAL CONFERENCE

3:04 p.m.

State's Attorney: Rachel Phipps-Yonas, Suzanne Cohen
Defendant's Attorney: Steve Koestner (advisory counsel)
Defendant: Present
Court Reporter: Marmie Guimont

Court and counsel discuss pretrial matters.

Upon written motion by counsel for the State, and good cause appearing based on the 
following grounds:

For reasons stated on the record,
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IT IS ORDERED vacating the current trial setting of September 18, 2007 and resetting 
same to September 25, 2007 at 10:30 a.m. in this division.

Defendant’s Motion in Limine is argued to the Court.

IT IS ORDERED denying the motion as to the referral of the victims as “victims” and to 
the use of “props” i.e. security items (blankets, dolls, etc) on the witness stand.

Defendant’s Motion to Preclude Testimony of Wendy Dutton is argued to the Court.

IT IS ORDERED denying the motion, providing the Defendant is able to interview Ms. 
Dutton by September 15, 2007.

The Defendant’s Motion to Preclude the Wearing of Leg Brace Restraint During Trial is 
argued to the Court.

The Court takes this motion under advisement.

The Defendant’s Motion for An In-Camera Review is argued to the Court.

IT IS ORDERED denying the motion.

The Defendant’s Motion for Reconsideration of the Court’s Prior Ruling (precluding 
evidence of Jasmin Karban’s behavioral evidence) is argued to the Court.

IT IS ORDERED denying the motion.

The Defendant’s Request for a Court Ruling Regarding Written Juror Questions is argued 
to the Court.

THE COURT RULES as to each question discussed as stated on the record.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED affirming prior custody orders.

4:20 p.m. Matter concludes.
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