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SUMMARY

The Utah Supreme Court affirmed Tyrone T. Boyd’s rape conviction arising from an incident at an

underage party. The court rejected challenges concerning sufficiency of the evidence, the absence of a

court reporter, admission of nickname and conduct evidence, a motion for a new trial, sentencing to a

lower degree of offense, and exclusion of evidence concerning the victim’s sexual conduct. The court

held that although evidence of another potential source of physical evidence could fall within Utah

Rule of Evidence 412(b)(1), its exclusion was not reversible error under Rule 403.
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Boyd appealed his jury conviction for rape, challenging the sufficiency
of the evidence, trial-record procedures, evidentiary rulings, denial of

a new trial, sentencing, and jury deliberations.

Sufficiency of the evidence is reviewed by viewing the evidence and
reasonable inferences in the light most favorable to the verdict; a
conviction is overturned only when competent evidence is insufficient
as to an element of the crime. Unpreserved claims are reviewed for
plain error, requiring an obvious error and harmfulness. Evidentiary
rulings under Utah Rules of Evidence 401, 403, and 412 are reviewed
under deferential standards, including abuse of discretion. A motion
for a new trial based on newly discovered evidence is reviewed for
abuse of discretion. Sentencing decisions are reviewed for abuse of

discretion.
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UESTIONS PRESENTED
Whether the evidence was sufficient to support Boyd's rape conviction.
Whether the absence of a court reporter during the first-degree-felony trial required reversal.

. Whether evidence concerning Boyd's and his companions' nicknames, dancing, and chanting was

improperly admitted under the relevance and unfair-prejudice rules.

. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by denying Boyd's motion for a new trial based on newly

discovered evidence.

. Whether the trial court erred in denying Boyd's motion for conviction of a lower degree of offense under
Utah Code section 76-3-402(1).

. Whether the trial court erred by refusing to permit a testimonial proffer of evidence concerning S.B.'s

past sexual conduct.

. Whether evidence that S.B. had sexual intercourse with another person earlier that evening was

admissible under Utah Rule of Evidence 412 or whether the State waived the rule's protection.

. Whether the trial court plainly erred by failing to advise the jury that it could adjourn deliberations for
the evening.

OLDINGS

The evidence was sufficient to support the rape conviction because competent evidence, including S.B.'s
testimony and corroborating physical and emotional evidence, supported each element of the offense
beyond a reasonable doubt.

. The trial court erred by failing to provide an official court reporter for a first-degree-felony trial in a

computer-integrated courtroom, but the error was harmless and did not require reversal.

. The trial court did not abuse its discretion in admitting evidence concerning Boyd's and his companions'
nicknames, dancing, and chanting because the evidence was relevant background to the charged rape

and its probative value was not substantially outweighed by unfair prejudice.

. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by denying a new trial based on alleged posttrial statements
that S.B. said the intercourse was consensual.

. The trial court did not abuse its discretion in refusing to enter a judgment of conviction for a lower
degree of offense under Utah Code section 76-3-402(1).



6. Evidence that S.B. had intercourse with another person earlier that evening fit the specific-source
exception in Utah Rule of Evidence 412(b)(1), but the trial court properly excluded it under Rule 403
because its probative value was substantially outweighed by its prejudicial and confusing effects.

7. Neither S.B.'s statement about Boyd taking something from her nor Dr. Larsen's testimony that he

believed S.B. was a virgin waived S.B.'s protection under Rule 412.

8. The trial court did not plainly err by failing to advise the jury that it could adjourn deliberations for the
evening.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“It is the exclusive function of the jury to weigh the evidence and to determine the credibility of the
witnesses.” (25 P.3d at 991)

“Thus, the safeguards of rule 412 are for the benefit of the victim herself, in this case, S.B., and only she could
have waived them.” (25 P.3d at 996)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

At a large, alcohol-fueled party near Baker's Dam, Boyd dragged fifteen-year-old S.B. into a wooded area after
police presence caused many attendees to flee. When S.B. resisted and told Boyd no, he held her down and
engaged in sexual intercourse with her; she later reported the assault and was examined at a hospital. Medical
evidence included debris, bruising, and injuries consistent with a struggle and forceful attempted penetration. At
trial, Boyd sought to introduce evidence of S.B.'s other sexual conduct that evening, but the trial court excluded
it under Utah Rule of Evidence 412 and Rule 403.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The State charged Boyd with rape and possession or consumption of an alcoholic beverage by a minor. Boyd
pleaded guilty to the misdemeanor charge, and a jury convicted him of rape. The trial court denied his posttrial
motions, including motions for a new trial, judgment notwithstanding the verdict, and conviction of a lower

degree of offense, and sentenced him. The Utah Supreme Court affirmed.
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