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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Mississippi reversed the Court of Appeals and reinstated Terry Dora's
conviction and sentence for possessing more than thirty grams of cocaine. The court held that the
prosecutor's rebuttal argument concerning the lack of contradictory evidence did not improperly
comment on Dora's failure to testify and did not warrant a mistrial. The court also declined to remand
for a constitutional speedy-trial hearing because Dora raised the issue for the first time on appeal and
failed to establish plain error or a miscarriage of justice.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the prosecutor's rebuttal statement that the evidence was undisputed and that nobody had
denied Dora offered Rebecca $5,000 to take the rap improperly commented on Dora's failure to testify
and required a mistrial.

2. Whether the Court of Appeals properly remanded for a constitutional speedy-trial hearing when Dora
raised the issue for the first time on appeal.

3. Whether any error in the jury instruction omitting the character-of-the-substance element required
reversal.

HOLDINGS

1. The prosecutor's rebuttal argument was a permissible comment on the absence of evidence supporting
Dora's defense, not an impermissible comment on Dora's failure to testify or an implication that his
silence proved guilt. The circuit court therefore did not abuse its discretion by denying the motion for
mistrial.

2. The Court of Appeals erred by treating remand for a constitutional speedy-trial hearing as mandatory
whenever the claim is first raised on appeal. The appellate court must first determine whether plain-error
review is justified, and Dora's assertions did not establish plain error or a miscarriage of justice.

3. The omission of the character-of-the-substance element from the possession instruction was error, but it
was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt because the evidence clearly established every element of the
offense.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“What is prohibited is any reference to the defendant's failure to testify implying that such failure is improper,
or that it indicates the defendant's guilt.” (923)

“Absent the plain-error criteria being satisfied unequivocally, appellate courts are loath to address issues not
presented to the trial court.” (925)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police executed a search warrant at a house where suspected drug sales had occurred and saw Dora exiting a
bathroom. They found 35.63 grams of crack cocaine in a garbage can beneath tissue paper in the bathroom, cash
and digital scales nearby, and additional drugs and cash in Dora's aunt's bedroom. Dora's aunt testified that Dora
offered her $5,000 to take responsibility for the bathroom drugs, and her daughter corroborated the account.
After conviction, Dora received a sixty-year habitual-offender sentence and a $2,000,000 fine.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury convicted Dora of possessing more than thirty grams of cocaine, and the Circuit Court of Lowndes
County sentenced him to sixty years as a habitual offender and prior violator of the Mississippi Uniform
Controlled Substances Act, plus a $2,000,000 fine. The Mississippi Court of Appeals reversed and remanded for
a new trial based on the prosecutor's rebuttal argument and ordered a speedy-trial hearing. The Supreme Court of
Mississippi granted certiorari, reversed the Court of Appeals, and reinstated and affirmed the circuit court's
judgment.

DISPOSITION

reversed
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