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OPINION

This case relates to the sexual abuse of a minor victim, who was the daughter of the
Defendant’s then-girlfriend. Tina Reynolds testified that she thought she met the Defendant
in December 2007. She recalled a telephone call in which the Defendant called Ms.
Reynolds by the victim’s name, who the Defendant claimed was her ex-girlfriend. She said
the Defendant stated that the victim was pregnant. She said she and the Defendant went to
Gatlinburg for New Year’s Eve 2007. She said that she and the Defendant had a friendship
and that they were sexually intimate once. She said their friendship lasted until May 2008.
She said that she stayed at the Defendant’s house frequently during this time and that the
Defendant lived alone. She said that the Defendant used the names “Gwen” and “Cohen”’
and that she referred to the Defendant as her “sugar momma” because the Defendant bought
her gifts. She said the Defendant told her that Cohen was the name the victim called the
Defendant. She said the Defendant dressed like a man in jeans, boots, and button-up shirts
and drove a red Mustang. She said the Defendant had a tattoo on her leg and thought the
Defendant had a tattoo on her arm. She said one tattoo depicted a broken heart and the other
depicted a flower. One of the tattoos had two initials, representing the Defendant’s and the
victim’s initials. She said the victim’s initial was the victim’s middle name in order to keep
anyone from discovering the relationship. She thought the tattoo on the Defendant’s leg had
the initials. She said the Defendant told her the broken heart symbolized that the victim
broke the Defendant’s heart. She did not know if the victim had a tattoo. She said that the
Defendant referred to the victim as “Baby Girl” and that the victim was younger. She said
the Defendant claimed the relationship with the victim lasted two years.

Ms. Reynolds testified that the Defendant claimed to have taken the victim’s virginity
using a dildo. She said the Defendant stated that she used the smallest size dildo and that the
victim bled. She said the Defendant referred to the victim as the “love of her life.” She said
the Defendant told her that the Defendant used a “strap-on” dildo to penetrate the victim’s
vagina in their sexual relationship. She said that she saw dildos at the Defendant’s house,
that the Defendant wore a strap-on dildo under her clothing sometimes, and that the
Defendant penetrated her vagina with the device during their sexual encounter.

Ms. Reynolds testified that she was with the Defendant when the Defendant left gifts
for the victim at the victim’s father’s house in Abingdon, Virginia. She said this was shortly
after she met the Defendant. She said the Defendant told her that the Defendant bought the
victim gifts such as cell phones, clothes, and drugs during the relationship and that the
Defendant gave the gifts to the victim when the victim’s mother was at work. She said that
the victim and the victim’s mother had lived with the Defendant and that the Defendant and

! Cohen is also spelled Cowan and Cowen in the transcript. We have used Cohen for uniformity.
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the victim’s mother had been romantically involved. She stated that the Defendant had
photographs of the victim throughout the Defendant’s house, that the Defendant had letters
and mementos from the victim in a box labeled “Baby Girl’s Things,” and that the Defendant
referred to her home’s second bedroom as the victim’s room. She said that she never
examined the love letters but that she saw the Defendant’s handwriting. She said that the
Defendant claimed to have kept the victim’s underwear from a sexual encounter but that she
never saw it. She said the Defendant played the guitar and wrote songs for the victim.

Ms. Reynolds testified that the Defendant wanted the victim to live with them. She
said she received information from a neighbor about the victim’s age and confronted the
Defendant, who initially denied that the victim was a minor. She said that after she
confronted the Defendant forcefully and pushed her into a wall, the Defendant admitted the
victim was eleven when the relationship started. She said she reported the information to
Shanta Stinson, a social worker, but not to the police and thought Ms. Stinson would report
it to the police. She said that her relationship with the Defendant ended with the
confrontation over the victim’s age and that about twenty minutes later, she received a long
voice mail message from the Defendant asking her to convince Ms. Stinson and Stephanie,
Ms. Stinson’s girlfriend, not to report her to the police. Ms. Reynolds said the Defendant
stated she would give Ms. Stinson and Stephanie any of her belongings or money if they
would not report her. She said that she, Ms. Stinson, and Stephanie recorded the voice mail
message and that Stephanie kept the recording. She said she never met the victim or the
victim’s mother.

Ms. Reynolds testified that a photograph exhibit depicted a tattoo of a broken heart
below the word “broken.” She identified the tattoo as the Defendant’s. She identified a
second tattoo in a photograph exhibit that included the letters “G” and “D” representing the
Defendant and the victim’s initials. She identified photograph exhibits that she said had been
displayed in the Defendant’s home and were photographs of the Defendant and the person
the Defendant identified as “Baby Girl.” One photograph depicted the Defendant with her
hand on the victim’s shoulder. A second photograph depicted the Defendant’s and the
victim’s hands clasped on the victim’s shoulder. When shown a handwritten letter, she
identified the Defendant’s handwriting but said she never read the letter. She said she was
familiar with the Defendant’s handwriting from seeing the songs the Defendant wrote and
envelopes the Defendant addressed.

On cross-examination, Ms. Reynolds testified that although her relationship with the
Defendant ended in May 2008, she did not give a statement to the police until September 16,
2009, when they contacted her. She said she was friends with Ms. Stinson but did not know
Meredith Cordovan. She said she stayed overnight at the Defendant’s home but denied living
there. She said that although she never read the letters, the Defendant told her they were love
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letters. She denied taking anything from the Defendant’s home when the relationship ended.
She acknowledged she was untruthful with the police about not having a sexual relationship
with the Defendant but said she told the officer that she and the Defendant kissed. She said
she did not want to remember the sexual encounter. She said she and the Defendant worked
different shifts for the same employer. She agreed that employees had to disrobe at work but
did not know whether the Defendant wore a strap-on dildo at work. She said the
confrontation that ended the relationship occurred at the Defendant’s home, not work. She
said she became angry at the Defendant’s denial and “put her through the wall.” She said
Ms. Stinson was present and denied that they threatened the Defendant. She said the
Defendant told her that she was calling the police and that Ms. Reynolds must leave. She
said the police came to Ms. Stinson’s house, told her nothing was wrong, and left. She said
the Defendant left an apology message that was about forty minutes long. She gave the
recording to Ms. Stinson and Stephanie but did not know what they did with it. She was
unaware if Ms. Stinson and Stephanie were friends with the victim’s mother. Regarding the
photograph of the tattoo with the Defendant’s and the victim’s initials, Ms. Reynolds said the
tattoo appears to have the letters “N,” “E,” “Y,” “D,” and “A.” Ms. Reynolds said that
“Stephanie” was her current girlfriend. She denied that the Defendant bought the clothes Ms.
Reynolds wore in court. On redirect examination, Ms. Reynolds testified that the State
showed her the handwritten letter before the trial.

Stephanie Stinson testified that the Defendant had been her neighbor when Ms.
Stinson lived with Shanta Stinson, her former girlfriend. She said the Defendant lived alone.
She acknowledged her Virginia conviction for concealing merchandise under $200. She
thought she met the Defendant at a birthday party in 2007. She stated that she did not see the
Defendant again for a while but that they eventually became friends and saw each other about
once a week. She said Shanta Stinson was also present when they were together weekly.
She said that the Defendant spoke of her ex-girlfriend, Michelle, who lived in the
Defendant’s home but that the Defendant spoke more of Michelle’s daughter, the victim.
She said the Defendant stated that the relationship with Michelle had been a “cover” and that
the real relationship was with the victim. She said the Defendant stated that she let the victim
drive her car, that the Defendant provided the victim’s transportation to and from school, and
that the relationship was like any other relationship when Michelle was not present. She said
the Defendant stated that she took the victim’s virginity but that she did not reveal the
victim’s age initially. She said the Defendant called the victim her “baby girl.” She said she
had seen photographs in the Defendant’s home of the Defendant and a girl posed as a couple.
She said the Defendant identified the person in the photographs by the victim’s name and as
her “baby girl.” She identified a photograph exhibit of the Defendant and the person the
Defendant identified as the victim, which she said she had seen in the Defendant’s bedroom.



Stephanie Stinson testified that the Defendant revealed to Shanta Stinson and her that
the victim was eleven years old when the relationship began. She said that she and Tina
Reynolds, who was her girlfriend at the time of the trial, went to the Defendant’s house to
confront the Defendant about the victim’s age. She said there was a physical altercation and
that afterwards, the Defendant left voice mail messages for Ms. Reynolds begging her to
convince Stephanie Stinson and Shanta Stinson not to tell anyone. She stated that they
recorded the voice mail messages, that someone contacted the victim’s mother, and that she
met the victim’s mother and gave her the recording a couple of weeks later. She said that the
Defendant told several people about the victim’s age and that one of the neighbors was going
to notify the police and another was going to try to contact the victim’s mother. She did not
contact the police but thought Shanta Stinson would.

On cross-examination, Stephanie Stinson testified that she was not friends with the
victim’s mother and had only met her once. She denied that she was upset with the
Defendant because the Defendant would not allow Ms. Stinson’s sister Brittany to live with
her. She said she was not employed and denied having any mental health issues that might
affect her memory or ability to testify.

Stephanie Stinson testified that she met the Defendant shortly before the Defendant
and Ms. Reynolds’s relationship ended. She said the Defendant drank alcohol. She said the
Defendant displayed photographs of the Defendant’s family, the victim’s mother’s family,
and the Defendant’s friends in her house. She said she never signed any statement she gave
to the police. When asked if she had discussed her testimony with any other witnesses, she
said she lived with Ms. Reynolds.

Shanta Stinson testified that she lived in the Defendant’s neighborhood. Shanta
Stinson said she lived with Stephanie Stinson in 2008 and recalled meeting the Defendant
at a party at their house that year. She said they became friends and talked about the
Defendant’s former girlfriends, including the victim. She said the Defendant was in love
with the victim, could not be in a relationship with the victim “for certain circumstances and
... reasons,” and was depressed about it. She said the Defendant referred to the victim by
name and as “Baby Girl.” She said the Defendant thought of taking her own life because she
could not be with the victim. She said the Defendant claimed to have been in a loving,
romantic relationship with the victim. She said the Defendant told her intimate details of a
sexual encounter with the victim, which the Defendant said was the victim’s first. The
Defendant said she carried the victim to the bathtub, bathed her, shaved her, and “popped her
cherry” while wearing a dildo. Ms. Stinson said the Defendant claimed to have discussed the
sexual device with the victim beforehand.



Shanta Stinson testified that the Defendant stated she felt like a man trapped in a
woman’s body. She said the Defendant sometimes used the name “Cohen.” She said the
Defendant talked about “Michelle” as a former girlfriend, but Ms. Stinson later learned that
Michelle was the victim’s mother. She said the Defendant stated that Michelle was not the
type of person with whom she wanted to be involved and that the relationship was “more of
a financial situation.” She identified the photograph exhibit of the broken heart tattoo, which
she said symbolized the Defendant’s broken heart over the end of the relationship with the
victim. She estimated she was inside the Defendant’s house “no more than two” times. She
said photographs on the Defendant’s walls were “loving, romantic photos” that were
professionally made for the holidays. She said the Defendant identified the other person in
the photographs by the victim’s name, as “Baby Girl,” and as the love of her life.

Shanta Stinson testified that on one occasion, the Defendant came to her house and
said she had left baby clothes on the porch of a house in Abingdon, Virginia, where the
pregnant victim lived. She said the Defendant was upset about the victim’s pregnancy. She
also said the Defendant was concerned the victim was going to be in trouble because the
victim’s mother found a love letter from the Defendant to the victim. She said that when she
asked the Defendant why she was so upset, the Defendant responded, “Well, there’s just
reasons.” She said the Defendant also stated, “Well, she’s younger.” Ms. Stinson said the
Defendant initially would not tell her the victim’s age but eventually said the victim was
fifteen or sixteen. She said she calculated that the victim must have been eleven or twelve
during the relationship with the Defendant. She said that she asked the Defendant if the
reason she was upset was due to the victim’s having been eleven or twelve when they were
involved and that the Defendant said yes. Ms. Stinson said she discussed the matter with
Stephanie Stinson and a neighbor, Gregory Poe. She said that the victim’s mother called her
and that they met a few days later to discuss what the Defendant told Ms. Stinson. She said
she had never met the victim’s mother until that day.

Shanta Stinson testified that she, Tina Reynolds, and Stephanie Stinson were at her
house when she heard a voice mail message the Defendant left Ms. Reynolds. She said the
Defendant stated, “Tina, this is Gwen. I love you. I’m in a lot of trouble. Please talk to
Shanta and Stephanie and ask them not to call Michelle or to report me for what I’ve done.”
She said the recording also mentioned the victim by name.

On cross-examination, Shanta Stinson testified that Stephanie Stinson was her former
partner and had taken her last name. She thought Tina Reynolds and Stephanie Stinson were
a couple but said she had not talked to either of them in over a year. She agreed she was with
Ms. Reynolds and Stephanie Stinson at the Defendant’s house in April or May 2008 when
a fight occurred. She said there were threats made to the Defendant about Stephanie
Stinson’s sister, but she did not know if the fight was related to the Defendant and Ms.
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Reynolds’s breakup. She said she heard the voice mail message over a speaker but did not
know if a recording was made and given to the victim’s mother. She agreed that parents
sometimes referred to their children as “Baby Girl.” She said she saw family photographs
in albums at the Defendant’s house but not on the walls. She did not know whether the
Defendant drank alcohol or used drugs. She did not think that Tina “T.K.” Kesterson, a
Bristol police officer, lived in her neighborhood at the time.

The eighteen-year-old victim testified that the Defendant was her mother’s ex-
girlfriend. She said her birthdate was August 18, 1992. She said she met the Defendant on
Mother’s Day 2004. She said that when she was eleven years old, she and her mother moved
into the Defendant’s two-bedroom home. She said that her mother and the Defendant had
a romantic relationship and shared a bedroom and that she had her own bedroom. She stated
that her mother and the Defendant worked different hours and that the Defendant took her
to school and picked her up after school. She said that at first, the Defendant was like a
parent who took her to eat, shopping, to school, and helped her with homework. She said the
relationship changed one or two months later, when she was still eleven years old. She said
that on her twelfth birthday, she and her mother returned home from a laundromat and found
the house decorated with balloons. She said that the Defendant had written “[pJarty in your
birthday suit” on one of the balloons and that she understood this to refer to something that
happened previously with the Defendant.

The victim testified that about one and one-half months before her twelfth birthday,
she and her mother came home from Walmart. She said that her mother went to get ready
for bed and that the Defendant came to the living room chair where the victim was sitting,
ran her hands up the victim’s leg, and touched her outside her clothing. The victim said she
was wearing pink stretchy pants and a t-shirt.

The victim testified that the next incident she remembered involved the Defendant
putting her hands down the victim’s pants one night and inserting her finger into the victim’s
vagina, while her mother was in bed. She said that she was standing by the door, which was
closed, and that someone outside could not have seen the incident. She said this was about
“a month or so before” her twelfth birthday. She said that within the week following this
incident, the Defendant asked her what she thought about it and that she responded that she
did not know. She said she did not know what to say. She said the Defendant talked about
“going all the way” and stated that the victim was old and mature enough.

The victim testified that about a week after the incident at the door, the Defendant
attempted to take her virginity in her bedroom. She said that her mother was at work and that
it was evening. She said the Defendant took her to the victim’s room, sat her on her bed, and
told her she would be back. She said the Defendant returned wearing a strap-on dildo under
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her clothes. She said the apparatus was “a harness type thing with a fake penis attached.”
She said that the Defendant got on top of her and tried to penetrate her vagina with the dildo
but that she told the Defendant it hurt. She said that the Defendant penetrated her vagina,
“but not all the way,” and that the Defendant stopped. She said that before this incident, the
Defendant talked about using a dildo to have sexual intercourse with the victim.

The victim testified that one or two days after this incident, the Defendant said they
should try again. She said this was before her twelfth birthday. She said her mother was at
work, and she thought it was daytime and sunny outside. She said that they were in the
Defendant’s bedroom and that the Defendant penetrated her with the dildo. She said that she
did not ask the Defendant to stop and that she bled. She said she had been wearing panties
but did not put them on afterwards.

The victim testified that sexual intercourse became routine and happened weekly
when her mother was at work. She said that because of the regularity, she knew that within
one week of her twelfth birthday, the Defendant penetrated her vagina with a dildo. She said
that her birthday was in August and that the incidents continued until December 2004. She
said that she remembered trying on a pair of jeans before Christmas and that they fit, but that
when she received the jeans for Christmas, they were too big.

The victim testified that she remembered having Christmas dinner with her mother
at the Defendant’s mother’s house. She said her mother returned to work the following day.
She said that within a week after Christmas, the Defendant penetrated her vagina with a dildo
while they were in the Defendant’s bedroom.

The victim testified that a photograph exhibit depicted her weight around the time she
moved into the Defendant’s home. She said that after she met the Defendant, she developed
anorexia and bulimia and that she cut herself. She said that she felt guilty because the
Defendant was her mother’s girlfriend and that she felt like she betrayed her mother.

The victim testified that in addition to “Gwen” and “Gwendolyn,” the Defendant used
the names “Michael” and “Cohen.” She stated that the Defendant said she felt like a man
trapped in a woman’s body and that the Defendant dressed like a man. She said the
Defendant called her “Baby Girl,” her “wife,” and “the love of her life.” She said the
Defendant called her “Baby Girl” in front of others. She said she continued to see the
Defendant after the relationship between the Defendant and the victim’s mother ended. She
said that she and her mother moved from the Defendant’s house but that she kept some of
her things there and stayed there on occasion. She said she had problems with her mother
after the Defendant convinced her that the victim’s mother was keeping the victim from



being an adult and that she would have “an amazing life” without her mother. She said the
Defendant bought her everything she wanted.

The victim testified that photograph exhibits were Christmas pictures of the Defendant
made at Walmart after the Defendant and the victim’s mother’s relationship ended. She said
her mother was not present when the photograph was taken. She said the Defendant told the
photographer that they had just been married. She said she wore a dress the Defendant
bought and said would look nice in the photographs. She said she and her mother discussed
having photographs made together for Christmas, but her mother did not go. She said she
did not tell her mother about her and the Defendant’s having the photographs made because
she did not want her mother to know about the “posing” in the pictures.

The victim testified that she and the Defendant went to Dollywood and Gatlinburg
frequently. She estimated they went to Dollywood one to three times per week, both in the
summer and during the school year. She said her mother only went with them occasionally,
when she did not have to work. The victim said she sometimes missed school for these trips.

The victim testified that she ended the relationship with the Defendant because she
met a boy and was not interested in women. She said that before she ended the relationship,
the Defendant was angry and controlling if the Defendant thought the victim talked to boys.
She stated that she tried to get away from the Defendant by staying with her aunt but that the
Defendant came to her aunt’s house frequently. She said her aunt thought the Defendant was
trying to maintain contact with the victim’s mother. She said the Defendant sent letters,
pictures, and CDs to her through the victim’s classmates. She said the Defendant left letters
inside gifts of clothing on the victim’s porch in the middle of the night.

The victim testified that around the time she was trying to end the relationship, she
had a confrontation with her mother when her mother found her with the Defendant at
Walmart. She said her mother discovered they were at Walmart together and came to take
her home. The victim identified a photograph of a tattoo that she obtained to cover another
tattoo the Defendant took her to get at the Defendant’s friend’s house. She said the
Defendant pushed her to get a tattoo of “a cherry with the side busted out.” That tattoo was
covered by the subsequent tattoo that depicted stars. She said the blood droplets from the
original tattoo were still visible.

The victim testified that a few months after she found outin August 2007 that she was
pregnant, she received a letter from the Defendant that frightened her. She said that the letter
contained initials for a child and that she worried about what might happen to her child once
the child was born. She said that her mother questioned her about things in the letter but that



she denied what her mother asked her. She identified the letter and the Defendant’s
handwriting in it.

The letter was read for the jury. The letter was addressed to the victim by her full
name and “My Baby Girl.” The Defendant professed her love for the victim, her sadness that
they were apart and that the victim was in another relationship, and her hope that they would
reunite. The letter stated, “Our girl, SHH. . .. I love you. I’'m waiting. Remember baby’s
name we gave her. Her — here is middle name (Hope).” The Defendant stated that the
tattoos on her arm and leg were for the victim and that she wrote songs for the victim that the
victim would never hear. The letter stated that the Defendant promised the victim lifelong
commitment “that day on the mountain” and referred to the victim as the Defendant’s wife.

The victim testified that she gave birth on May 11, 2008, and that she was pregnant
again. She said she did not tell anyone about what happened with the Defendant for a long
time because she was “scared of the world’s reaction” and her mother’s reaction. She said
she eventually tired of keeping it inside and could no longer hide it. She said that after her
child was born, her mother called and asked her if anything happened between the Defendant
and her. She said that she denied it and hung up but that later that day, she told her mother
she had been raped, had dealt with it, and did not want to deal with it again. She said that
around this time, law enforcement became involved. She said she gave a videotaped
interview in Charlottesville, Virginia.

On cross-examination, the victim testified that the Defendant gave her drugs, although
she acknowledged telling a social worker that the Defendant did not. She said she was
scared when she talked to the social worker.

The victim testified that although her father never legitimated her, he was “an amazing
father.” She said her mother’s former girlfriend, Lori Salazar, moved in with her father
because she had nowhere to go after the relationship with the victim’s mother ended. She
said she knew her father and Ms. Salazar were never romantically involved. She said her
mother had been in a relationship with “Bonnie” before they moved in with the Defendant.
She said they lived with the Defendant because her mother could not afford a house.

The victim testified that before the photographs were made at Walmart, the Defendant
wanted to reunite with the victim’s mother and spoke of having a family portrait of the three
of them. She said the Defendant took her shopping, bought her a dress, and encouraged her
to wear it in the photographs.

The victim testified that she stayed with her father sometimes and her mother
sometimes. She said the Defendant worked overnight shifts and returned home early in the

-10-



morning before she had to be at school. She said her school was thirty to forty-five minutes
from the Defendant’s house. She said the Defendant’s workplace was five minutes from the
Defendant’s house.

The victim testified that she smoked and that her mother sometimes caught her and
told her not to smoke. She denied that the Defendant told her the Defendant wanted children
or that the Defendant was unable to have children. She said her mother did not see the
“[p]larty in your birthday suit” balloon. She acknowledged that she spent time at fast food
restaurants, that she met a boyfriend at a restaurant, and that she became sexually active with
boys. She said she and her mother never discussed sexual aids. She said that although she
and the Defendant did not have sex every day, it happened often whenever the Defendant had
the opportunity. She said her mother worked many overtime hours when they first moved
in with the Defendant. She said the Defendant worked some overtime hours but did not
recall the Defendant’s working a lot of overtime around Christmas.

The victim testified that the Defendant had been involved with Glenna Mae Roark
before the relationship with the victim’s mother. She said she met Ms. Roark a few times
through the Defendant. She said that her mother’s relationship with the Defendant lasted
about a year and that she was around the Defendant a year or more after the relationship
ended. She stated that her teachers suspected something was wrong, that she was confronted
by school counselors about cutting herself, but that she never told anyone about the
relationship with the Defendant. She said the Defendant was violent and fought with her
mother and her. She said her mother witnessed the Defendant fighting her. She said she was
a “rebellious kid” but denied staying out late when she lived with the Defendant. She said
that the Defendant picked her up after school around 3:15 p.m. and that they arrived home
around 4:00 p.m. She did not know the time the Defendant reported for work but said it was
in the evening. She said she rode the bus to her father’s house when the Defendant could not
pick her up at school. She said the Defendant performed oral sex on her.

The victim testified that with regard to the initials “SHH” in the love letter, the
Defendant liked the name Hope. She said that the “S” may have been for the name Serenity
and that she told the Defendant she had a friend whose daughter was named Serenity, which
she liked. She said she did not know Tina Craig. She identified her daughter by a name
other than Serenity Hope. She said the letter had been inside a gift left on her porch or sent
to her at school shortly after she found out she was pregnant in August 2007. She said
Glenna Mae Roark’s granddaughter brought her gifts from the Defendant at school. She said
that the Defendant visited Ms. Roark frequently to help her and that Ms. Roark was older,
disabled, and had recently died.
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The victim testified that she wrote a letter to the Defendant dated May 27, 2009. The
letter was received as an exhibit and stated that the victim wanted to talk to the Defendant
and asked the Defendant to call her. It was signed, “Love, [Victim].” She said a detective
told her to write the letter because the detective was attempting to record a telephone call by
the Defendant. She said the Defendant never threatened her after the relationship ended but
said the Defendant threatened her about being with other people during the relationship. She
said the Defendant kept her sexual aids in a red duffle bag under the Defendant’s bed. She
said she burned other letters and pictures the Defendant sent her inside gifts because she did
not want anyone to find them.

The victim testified that she thought the Defendant spent the Defendant’s money to
take her on trips but learned that the Defendant used the victim’s mother’s money to pay for
them. She denied that the allegations against the Defendant were made to seek revenge. She
said that her mother eventually saw her tattoo, that she told her mother who took her to get
it, and that her mother was upset and told her to have it covered.

On redirect examination, the victim said she heard the recording of the Defendant’s
voice mail messages for someone named Tina. She said the Defendant begged Tina not to
say anything and not to have “the others” say anything. She did not know to whom the
Defendant referred. She said that the Defendant stated she was referring to someone with
the victim’s first name but a different last name and that the victim thought this referred to
her. The victim said that although her mother had the recording previously, the victim’s
boyfriend destroyed it unintentionally by recording over it.

On recross-examination, the victim testified that she did not know how her mother
obtained the recording. She said they had it for a few months but was unsure whether a
detective listened to it. She said her mother and the detective met a few times without her.
She said her mother received the recording around the time they moved back to Tennessee
from Charlottesville, Virginia. She did not know anything about angry women being violent
with the Defendant. She said that the Defendant and her mother had a “bad breakup” but that
her mother reunited with a former girlfriend and moved on. She said the Defendant made
sure that the victim wore engagement rings in the Walmart photographs and that the rings
were visible. She said that shortly after the relationship with the Defendant began, the
Defendant gave her Renate’s engagement ring. She identified Renate as the Defendant’s
former girlfriend. She said the Defendant later bought her an engagementring. She said that
her mother asked her about the rings and that she told her she wore them because she did not
want people “hitting on” her.

Meredith Corvin testified that she and her husband lived in the Defendant’s
neighborhood for twenty-seven years. She said the Defendant and Renate Raupach moved
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next door to them in 2001. She said her kitchen window faced the Defendant’s front porch.
She thought Ms. Raupach lived there until October 2003. She stated that she had a good
relationship with the Defendant, that she and her husband loaned the Defendant money to
make home improvements, that she and her husband helped with the home improvements,
and that her husband did plumbing for the Defendant. She said that the Defendant was
displeased she and her husband helped Ms. Raupach move and that the Defendant said they
were interfering in the relationship. She said that she and her husband were on good terms
with the Defendant afterward, however, and that they mowed the Defendant’s yard.

Ms. Corvin testified that two females who appeared to be mother and daughter moved
into the Defendant’s house in 2004. She said the Defendant identified the females by the
victim’s and the victim’s mother’s names. She said that when the victim’s mother was not
home, she saw the Defendant and the victim “hugged up.” She said she saw them washing
a car and squirting each other with a water hose. She thought it was horseplay but then it
progressed to fondling breasts and long kisses on the mouth. She did not know when this
occurred but said she saw this behavior eight to ten times. She said she did not report the
conduct to the police because she did not know the victim and the victim’s mother and did
not know all the facts.

On cross-examination, Ms. Corvin denied that the judge in another courtroom told her
to “sit down and shut up” during a hearing involving an order of protection Ms. Raupach
sought against the Defendant. She said Ms. Raupach asked the judge to dismiss the order.
She said she did not know the victim’s mother’s last name or where she worked. She said
the victim looked like she was sixteen or seventeen years old, not under thirteen. She said
she did not involve herself in the Defendant’s homelife but acknowledged she went to court
at the Defendant’s request because the Defendant was afraid of losing her home and job if
the restraining order were enforced. She said she did not know a police officer named Tina
Kesterson from the neighborhood. When asked about specific individuals, she said that
different people were “in and out” of the Defendant’s home but that she did not know their
names. She said the Defendant told her about an incident in which a woman who weighed
over 200 pounds was thrown through a wall by another woman. She said she retired from
the postal service in 2006. Before her retirement, she worked from 4:00 p.m. until 12:30 a.m.
Mondays through Fridays. She said she left home for work around 3:40 p.m. and returned
about 12:45 a.m. She said that she saw the victim back the Defendant’s car out of a parking
space but that she never saw her driving on a street. She said the Defendant worked at night
and worked a lot. She never saw the Defendant drink or use drugs. She said she never saw
the Defendant carrying a gun. She said she knew as soon as the Defendant and Ms. Raupach
moved in that they were gay and that they were “very open about it.” She acknowledged that
she probably should have called the authorities about the Defendant and the victim.

13-



Renate Clendaniel testified that her last name had previously been Raupach. She said
she and the Defendant had a six-year romantic relationship that ended in 2003. She said they
lived as “man and wife.” She said they had a “marital ceremony” and wore wedding rings.
She said the Defendant considered herself a man. When shown a photograph of the
Defendant and the victim, she identified the wedding rings the victim wore on her left ring
finger as the rings the Defendant gave her. She said she gave the rings to Ms. Corvin to
return to the Defendant after the Defendant requested they be returned. She said the
Defendant used her given name as well as “Michael” and “Cohen.”

Ms. Clendaniel testified that she and the Defendant were sexually intimate. She said
the Defendant wore a strap-on dildo and used it to penetrate Ms. Clendaniel’s vagina. She
identified the Defendant’s handwriting in the letter previously admitted as an exhibit. She
identified a photograph depicting a tattoo on the Defendant’s shoulder blade. She said the
tattoo contained the names “Renate” and “Cohen.” The photograph depicts two hearts with
banners containing what appear to be words, although the words are not legible. She said the
Defendant did not have the tattoo when she left in 2003. She said she had never spoken with
or met the victim or the victim’s mother.

On cross-examination, Ms. Clendaniel testified that a broken heart tattoo was not
unusual. She did not know to whom the rings other than the wedding rings worn by the
victim in the photograph belonged. She acknowledged that there were no initials on the
wedding rings to indicate they were hers. She said she gave the Defendant the nickname
Cohen because she saw “Gwen” written and thought it looked like “Cohen.” She agreed that
she did not see the Defendant’s tattoos after the relationship ended.

Donna Tate, Human Resources Manager of Seaman Corporation, testified as a defense
witness that the company had a computerized timekeeping system for its employees. She
said that they kept records for five years and that the Defendant’s records had been purged
from the system. She said, however, that the Defendant was employed from February 29,
2004, until August 18,2005. She said the Defendant would have had a pre-employment drug
screen. She identified an exhibit that was a letter she signed stating that the Defendant
worked 2061.25 hours in 2004 and 1397.50 hours in 2005. The letter confirmed her
testimony that the “actual punch in/out data” had been purged from the company’s computer
system.

On cross-examination, Ms. Tate testified that the Defendant worked on a two-week
alternating schedule. For one week, she worked two days, had two days off, and worked
three days. The next week, she was off two days, worked two days, and was off three days.
She agreed the Defendant’s employment was terminated for failure to comply with reporting
requirements. She said the Defendant’s neighborhood was “in the shadows of” the
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employer’s plant. On redirect examination, Ms. Tate said the employees were paid weekly,
meaning that they received a check for thirty-six hours one week and forty-eight hours the
next. Eight hours’ pay for the forty-eight-hour week was “time-and-a-half.” She said shifts
were twelve hours, from 7:00 to 7:00. She said employees sometimes arrived early in order
to set up machines.

The defense offered an affidavit of Bristol Police Officer Tina Kesterson stating that
she lived in the Defendant’s neighborhood from October 2003 until November 2005. She
said the victim, the victim’s mother, and the Defendant lived within walking distance. She
said that she had “intermittent casual contact” with them and that neither the victim nor her
mother ever contacted her about “any illegal or illicit activity or any concerns regarding
same.”

Aaron Blevins, a former Bristol Police Department detective, testified that the victim’s
case was initially assigned to him in May 2008 and that he worked on it until he left the
police department in June 2009, which he said was before the Defendant’s charges were
brought. He said he spoke with the victim, the victim’s mother, and the Defendant. He said
Officer Kesterson was a good police officer and had previously served in the Army.

On cross-examination, Mr. Blevins testified that the Department of Children’s
Services (DCS) received a referral around May 21, 2008. He said the case was referred to
him one or two days later. He said that on July 3, 2008, he received a fax containing the
letter previously identified by the victim as one she received from the Defendant. He said
he interviewed the Defendant on July 7, 2008, and the victim’s mother on August 19 and
October 6, 2008. He agreed there was no activity in the investigation until May 22, 2009,
when he met with the victim for the first time. He said this was when the victim returned
to Tennessee from Charlottesville, Virginia. He agreed he did not take statements from
Shanta Stinson, Tina Reynolds, Michelle Corwin, or the victim’s mother. He did notreceive
or obtain the victim’s statement from an advocacy center in Virginia. He agreed that in May
2009, he asked the victim to write a letter and leave it at the Defendant’s home. On redirect
examination, Mr. Blevins stated that he did not know if the victim was afraid of the
Defendant when she left the letter at the Defendant’s house. He agreed the Defendant
cooperated with his investigation.

Tennessee Valley Authority Police Officer Jimmy Nelson testified that he was a
former Bristol Police patrol officer. He said he was employed after Ms. Kesterson left the
Bristol Police. He said that on May 25,2008, he responded to a call involving the Defendant,
Ms. Reynolds and “Ms. Stinson.” He said that although the call involved the Defendant, she
was not present when he arrived. He thought Ms. Reynolds made the call for assistance.
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On cross-examination, Officer Nelson testified that he had no independent
recollection of the May 25 events. He relied on his report, which stated that Tina Reynolds
was the victim of intimidation and that Michael Hagerman was the suspect. On redirect
examination, he agreed that his report did not state that he spoke with the Defendant.

Laura Cecil testified that the Defendant was her aunt. She said that to her knowledge,
the Defendant did not use drugs and that she had never seen the Defendant drink alcohol.
She had never seen the Defendant wear a “phallic object” under her clothing. She said that
in 2004, she saw the Defendant at her grandmother’s house on Christmas Eve, Christmas
Day, and possibly the following day. She said the family’s celebration lasted from
approximately 2:00 until 11:00. She thought the victim was with the Defendant and recalled
the victim’s being there one year but was unsure whether it was in 2004. She said the
victim’s mother was present the entire time the victim was there.

On cross-examination, Ms. Cecil testified that her grandmother lived in Mendota,
about twenty minutes from Bristol. She said she was “pretty sure” she spent Christmas
morning in 2004 at her grandmother’s house. She was sure it was not 2005 because that was
the year she began her employment. She was sure that she was at her grandmother’s house
on Christmas Day 2004 and that she saw the Defendant there on December 24 and 25, 2004.
She was unsure whether she was there or saw the Defendant there on December 26, 2004.
She said she usually spent the night at her grandmother’s for Christmas but did not recall if
the Defendant did so in 2004.

On redirect examination, Ms. Cecil testified that the Defendant helped raise her. She
said the Defendant took care of her during the week when Ms. Cecil’s grandmother was
working in West Virginia.

Shawnta Fox testified that the Defendant was her aunt. She said the Defendant did
not drink alcohol or use drugs. She had never known the Defendant to wear a prosthetic
penis under her clothing. She said she lived in the Defendant’s neighborhood a street away
from the Defendant from 2003 to 2005. She said she met the victim and the victim’s mother.
She said the Defendant had two jobs during this time and was a hard worker. She said she
was aware of the Defendant’s having an altercation with other women “[o]n several
occasions.” She said she had seen the women at the courthouse the previous day. She said
Tina Reynolds had been an occasional houseguest of the Defendant’s but did not live with
the Defendant.

Ms. Fox testified that she spoke with the victim and the victim’s mother. She said

nothing illegal happened to the victim, nor was there any discussion of violence by the
Defendant toward the victim or the victim’s mother.
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On cross-examination, Ms. Fox testified that she did not recall the name of the street
she lived on in the Defendant’s neighborhood and denied that she did not actually live there.
She said she was living with her mother at the time and did not have her mail forwarded from
her previous address. She agreed she was an adult at the time. She acknowledged her
previous testimony that she had lived at another address in Bristol her entire life. She said
that in the time she lived in the Defendant’s neighborhood, she saw the Defendant two to
three times per week, although some of these times might have been when the Defendant
passed in a car. She said she knew the victim and the victim’s mother were mother and
daughter. On redirect examination, Ms. Fox acknowledged she said in prior testimony in
2009, “I lived here all my life, and I’ve lived at that address for two years.” She said the
victim always seemed happy when she saw her.

On recross-examination, Ms. Fox acknowledged a 2006 or 2007 Virginia conviction
but did not think the offense was petit larceny. She agreed she had a 2007 Bristol conviction
for embezzlement. On further redirect examination, she testified that despite the
embezzlement conviction, she was employed in a position in which she handled money.

Anthony Story, Jr., testified that he had lived in the Defendant’s neighborhood for
about eleven years and was one of the Defendant’s coworkers. He said that he had lived by
Officer Kesterson but did not recall how long she lived there. He thought he had seen Tina
Reynolds during the trial and said she and the Defendant had been in a relationship. He said
he went to the Defendant’s house to help with repairs one morning in approximately 2009.
He recalled it was summertime but was unsure of the year. He said that when he arrived, he
saw the Defendant and the victim arguing about the victim’s wanting the Defendant to buy
her a necklace. She said the victim’s mother came outside and made a statement that she
assumed the Defendant would not loan her the Defendant’s bank card, either. She said the
victim threatened to “frame her for something” if the Defendant did not buy the necklace.

Mr. Story testified that to his knowledge, the Defendant had a reputation for honesty.
He said he was aware of arguments with the victim’s mother and another person. He said,
however, that the Defendant was not the type of person who looked for trouble.

Mr. Story testified that he saw a green truck “peel out” from the Defendant’s house
but did not recall the date. He estimated it was eleven or twelve months before the trial. He
said the victim’s mother, “Shanta,” and the Defendant had argued.

On cross-examination, Mr. Story testified that he had not seen the Defendant since she
moved out of the neighborhood after she began dating a woman. He denied that she asked
him to testify on her behalf. When asked about a sworn statement he gave the police in
which he related the events about the younger person wanting the Defendant to buy a
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necklace and the person’s mother wanting to use the Defendant’s bank card, he said he might
have been wrong about the names. In the sworn statement, he said the younger person’s
“real” name was Tosha but that she also used the name Amy and that the other person was
the younger person’s mother. Neither Tosha nor Amy was the victim’s name. He said it
appeared he made a mistake in the sworn statement.

On redirect examination, Mr. Story testified that he was a bond recovery agent and
may have worked all night before giving the sworn statement. He said the Defendant did not
use drugs and, to his knowledge, did not drink alcohol. He said their employer conducted
frequent drug testing.

The trial court ruled that Mr. Story’s sworn statement was a prior inconsistent
statement and received the statement as substantive evidence. In addition to the information
in the sworn statement previously stated, Mr. Story said in the statement that the Defendant
identified “Amy” as her stepdaughter and the girl’s mother as the Defendant’s ex-girlfriend.

Joey Crook testified that Tina Craig was his first cousin. He thought he had met the
Defendant twice, the first time being the previous summer. He said that when he met her,
she was not wearing a prosthetic penis inside her pants. He said Ms. Craig had a baby about
four or five years earlier. He said that he had been employed for about a year as a driver for
Domino’s Pizza and that he handled money in his employment.

On cross-examination, Mr. Crook testified that Ms. Craig’s given name was Christina
and that she also used the name Christy. He said that they spent a lot of time together as
children but that they recently saw each other about three times per year. He acknowledged
he only knew about Ms. Craig and the Defendant’s being in a relationship for four or five
years because of what they told him. He identified Ms. Craig’s daughter by a name other
than Serenity Hope. He said he only saw Ms. Craig before her daughter was born during a
conversation about baby names.

Russell Young testified that he had known the Defendant for twenty-one years. He
said that on July 1, 1989, the Defendant and Glenna Mae Roark rented a space in one of his
trailer parks. He said he and his wife lived next door, about fifty to seventy-five feet away.
He thought that about twenty years ago, his wife’s three grandchildren had stayed overnight
with the Defendant and Ms. Roark. He thought the Defendant left the trailer park in 1994
or 1995. He said he never saw the Defendant use drugs or drink alcohol. He said that the
Defendant maintained the lawn and that he never saw her wearing a prosthetic penis. He said
he did not necessarily see the Defendant and Ms. Roark daily but saw them at least weekly.
He said they were quiet, good tenants.
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Mr. Young testified that in September 2009, the Defendant approached him about
renting the same trailer and space, which then belonged to Ms. Roark’s son. He said the
Defendant introduced him to a woman and a small girl. He thought the woman’s name was
Tina Craig. He said that about two weeks after they moved in, he heard a noise, looked
outside, and saw police cars at the Defendant’s home. He said the Defendant was peaceful
and maintained the area outside the home. He did not see the Defendant interact with
children other than his grandchildren and said there were no problems with her interaction
with his grandchildren. Mr. Young stated that the Defendant visited Ms. Roark after the
Defendant moved out. He said Ms. Roark died about three or four years before the trial.

Bernice Hagerman, the Defendant’s mother, testified that the Defendant was the
youngest of six children. She said her deceased husband, the Defendant’s father, had been
a coal miner. She said the Defendant was a hard worker who did not cause problems. She
said the Defendant was a high school graduate and began working in high school. She said
the Defendant did not drink alcohol or use drugs. She had never known the Defendant to
wear a prosthetic penis underneath her clothing.

Ms. Hagerman testified that the Defendant was in a relationship with Ms. Roark for
about eight or nine years and that they maintained contact after the relationship ended. She
said Ms. Roark was about twenty-two years older than the Defendant.

Ms. Hagerman testified that with regard to the August 2005 to December 2005 period
of the presentments, she spoke with the Defendant two or three times daily. She said the
Defendant usually called her every morning after work and again every evening when she
went to work. She said the Defendant generally worked evening shifts but sometimes
worked during the day. She said their telephone calls lasted one to two hours.

Ms. Hagerman testified that on August 13, 2004, she had an early breakfast with the
Defendant. She said breakfast with the Defendant sometimes lasted two to three hours. She
said that on August 14, 2004, she had breakfast at Perkins with her daughter Debbie and the
Defendant. She said they talked for a long time. She said that on August 23, 2004, she had
breakfast at IHOP with the Defendant and her daughter Sherry. She recalled that Sherry
complained about the food and said the Defendant paid for the meal. She said that on August
28, 2004, the Defendant was at her house. She thought the Defendant was there all day and
said that sometimes, the Defendant did not go home. She said that on December 24, 2004,
the Defendant was at her house for a family Christmas Eve party. She said the Defendant
was also at her house for a family gathering on December 25, 2004. She said she and her
children spent a lot of time together around the holidays. She said the Defendant sometimes
brought the victim and the victim’s mother to her house. She said the victim “didn’t speak
too highly of her mother.” She thought the relationship between the Defendant and the
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victim’s mother began in early 2004 and “began to get rocky” around the end of the year.
She said that after an altercation, she saw the Defendant with black eyes and facial bruises.
She said that the Defendant saw a doctor, that photographs were taken at the hospital, and
that the Defendant missed work. She did not recall whether this was the first or second time
the Defendant was beaten.

On cross-examination, Ms. Hagerman testified that regarding the list of dates to which
she referred during her direct examination, she made the notes sometime after the
Defendant’s arrest. On redirect examination, she said her testimony was based upon her best
recollection of events six years earlier.

Lori Salazar testified that she was in a relationship with the victim’s mother that ended
around February 2003. She said she lived in Abingdon, Virginia, with the victim’s father.
She said that the victim visited her father, often during the daytime, and that the victim lived
with them for a little over a year. She said that the victim received mail at their house but
that she had not seen any mail from the Defendant, although she was not always the person
who checked the mail. She said the Defendant was an honest person. She acknowledged
she said otherwise in an internet chat with another person.

Debbie Farley testified that she and the Defendant went to high school together and
were neighbors in 2003 and 2004. She said that the Defendant lived about fifteen homes
away and that she passed the Defendant’s home at least twice a day. She said she waived,
said “hello,” and engaged in small talk with the Defendant. She never saw or knew the
Defendant to drink alcohol, use drugs, be violent, or wear a prosthetic penis.

On cross-examination, Ms. Farley was shown a photograph of the victim and testified
that she never saw the Defendant with the person in the photograph. She said she was not
inside the Defendant’s house. She said the Defendant never mentioned the person in the
photograph. On redirect examination, she said she did not remember seeing the victim.

Christina Ford testified that she and the Defendant had been friends since after high
school and that they fell in love in mid-2005. She said the Defendant currently lived with
her, her mother, her stepfather, and her sister. She said she was pregnant when she and the
Defendant became involved. She said they discussed the name Serenity Hope for her child.
She said her medical condition, fibromatosis, was the reason for the middle name Hope.

Regarding a photograph exhibit of a tattoo, Ms. Ford testified that the tattoo had the

letters SHH, which stood for Serenity Hope Hagerman. She identified a photograph of a dog
and a reclined person’s torso and legs. She said the person was the Defendant. She said the
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photograph did not indicate the Defendant was wearing a prosthetic penis underneath her
clothes.

Ms. Ford testified that she often stayed with the Defendant around the time of her
pregnancy but did not move into the Defendant’s home until late 2008. She said their life
was always peaceful. She identified a photograph of her daughter, who she said was the
child for whom the name Serenity Hope was discussed, but she said her daughter was given
another name. She said that her daughter was born on April 12,2005, and that the Defendant
was with her during her pregnancy. She identified photographs of a child, whom she said
was her son. She said the photographs were taken in early August 2004 at Dollywood. She
said the Defendant was present when the photographs were taken. She identified a
photograph of herself and her son, which she said was taken on a different day at Dollywood.
She said that when her daughter was born prematurely and remained in the hospital for two
months, the Defendant visited daily and sometimes more than once per day. She identified
photographs of her daughter taken during the hospitalization.

Ms. Ford testified that she visited the Defendant’s home once or twice a week in
August 2004. She said they sometimes left together or met other places. She said they spoke
by telephone daily. She said that in late December 2004, she and the Defendant went to
Dollywood and the Gatlinburg/Sevierville/Pigeon Forge area to see light displays. She
identified photographs she and the Defendant took of the light displays around the end of
2004.

Ms. Ford testified that she and the Defendant saw movies frequently. She said they
went to an Abingdon, Virginia, drive-in theater in late August of an unspecified year. She
said they ate in restaurants regularly. She said the meals they ate together varied according
to their schedules and recalled dining at O’Charley’s for chocolate cake.

Ms. Ford testified that her former husband fathered her son. She said she was in a
relationship with another man, who fathered her daughter before she became involved with
the Defendant. She said that her daughter’s father was abusive and that she felt safe with the
Defendant. She said they became reacquainted in late 2004 and early 2005 and that she
eventually moved into the Defendant’s home. She said that her children did not live there
but that her daughter sometimes stayed overnight. She said there were never any issues with
her daughter’s staying there.

Ms. Ford testified that with regard to the letter previously admitted as an exhibit, the

statement “you with him, not with me” written in green ink referred to Bill Taylor, her
daughter’s father. She agreed the letter was written in green and red ink.
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Ms. Ford testified that she knew Stephanie Roark Stinson from school. She said that
Stephanie Stinson’s sister, Brittney Roark, was in high school in 2005 and asked to move into
the Defendant’s home. She said she knew Tina Reynolds and Shawnta Stinson from the
Defendant’s neighborhood but did not talk to them because they were “crazy.” She said Ms.
Reynolds and Ms. Stinson did not get along with the Defendant. She said Brittney Roark was
not allowed to live with the Defendant and her.

Ms. Ford testified that the Defendant was caring, compassionate, and kind with
children. She said the Defendant often shopped for others and would give the “shirt off her
back” if asked. She said the Defendant had no children and was unable to have them.

Ms. Ford testified that she met Glenna Mae Roark once or twice at Ms. Roark’s home,
when the Defendant and Ms. Roark’s grandchildren were present. She said it took about
forty-five minutes to travel from the Defendant’s home to Ms. Roark’s home, although it
might take two to three times as long during “race weekend.”

Ms. Ford testified that the Defendant generally worked at night but that she frequently
worked overtime shifts. She said the Defendant came home from work around 7:30 or 7:45
and slept until 2:00 or 3:00. She said the Defendant ate, showered, and dressed for thirty to
thirty-five minutes. She said the Defendant did errands related to the house, such as paying
bills and mowing the lawn. She said they grocery shopped together. She said that if they had
bills to pay, they did that before the Defendant slept. She said the Defendant and the
Defendant’s mother spoke by telephone five to six times a day.

Ms. Ford testified that Meredith Corvin lived next door to them. She said Ms. Corvin
tried to see what was happening at their house. She said Ms. Corvin worked at the post
office but pried into their affairs when she was not at work, usually in the afternoon.

Ms. Ford testified that Tina Kesterson’s police cruiser was always in Ms. Kesterson’s
driveway in their neighborhood. She said Ms. Kesterson’s home was within walking
distance of their home and thought Ms. Kesterson’s home was visible seasonally from their
back porch. She said the trailer homes in the neighborhood were “[f]airly close” together.

Ms. Ford testified that she and the Defendant took day trips to various locations. She
said they went to the neighborhood swimming pool sometimes. She said they went to the
park “all the time.”

On cross-examination, Ms. Ford denied that she and the Defendant had not discussed

her trial testimony or the defenses. She acknowledged that she had been to court every time
the Defendant’s case was docketed in the past year. She recalled testifying at a prior hearing
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and said that she did not have the transcript of her testimony. Ms. Ford said that she and the
Defendant began dating in October or November 2008 but that they had been friends and
seen each other “on and off” since 2004. She said she never met the victim or the victim’s
mother but knew who they were and knew they lived with the Defendant. She said the
victim’s mother needed a place to go and said the Defendant and the victim were not in a
relationship. She denied that the Defendant continued to see the victim after the victim’s
mother moved from the Defendant’s home. When shown a photograph of the Defendant and
the victim, she said that the photograph was supposed to be a family photograph but that the
victim’s mother “pitched a fit.” She said she heard about this from “[p]eople.” Ms. Ford
said she spent Christmas with her family and did not celebrate Christmas Eve or Christmas
Day with the Defendant’s family in 2004. When asked about three initials on the letter
previously admitted as an exhibit, she acknowledged the initials were not hers. When asked
why the Defendant was not in the photographs she previously identified as exhibits, she said
the Defendant rarely had photographs taken.

Ms. Ford said she stayed with but did not live with the Defendant in 2005. She said
the Defendant was wrongfully terminated from Seaman in 2005 after a back injury. She
acknowledged she had no personal knowledge of the events in the Defendant’s home during
the time the victim and the victim’s mother lived there.

On redirect examination, Ms. Ford testified that she was employed in a management
position at Food City in 2004 and 2005. She said that when she worked at Food City, she
saw the Defendant in the store with people who she thought were “a male and a young kid”
but later learned they were the victim’s mother and the victim.

Ms. Ford testified that the Defendant, not the victim’s mother, provided a car when
the victim and her mother lived with the Defendant. When asked about a Burger King cup
in a photograph of the victim, she said the Defendant, not the victim’s mother, would have
taken the victim to Burger King.

Ms. Ford testified that she called the Defendant “baby” and “honey” butdenied calling
her “Cohen” or “Michael.” She said the Defendant’s brother’s name was Michael. She said
the Defendant confided in her about her “bad breakup” with Renate Raupach.

On recross-examination, Ms. Ford testified that a tattoo shown in the previously
admitted photograph exhibit depicting two hearts with banners over them contained the word
“Cohen,” which she said was Ms. Raupach’s name for the Defendant. She said the
Defendant did not refer to herself as Cohen. When asked about the letter that was previously
admitted as an exhibit, she said she first learned of it in 2009, about a year earlier.
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On further redirect examination, Ms. Ford testified that the reference in the letter to
“that day on the mountain” referred to their going to “a favorite place,” the Blue Hole in
Elizabethton. She said, “And we had Backbone Rock as well.” She said a reference to “two
years” referred to Ms. Ford’s efforts to make her relationship work with her daughter’s
father. She said the reference to “[n]o matter what sickness” referred to Ms. Ford’s
neurofibromatosis, a genetic disorder.

Anthony Story, Jr., was recalled and testified that he previously met with the defense
investigator, Cotton Johnson, and Officer Branson and mistakenly identified the victim as
“Amy.” When shown a photograph of the victim, he said the victim was the person to whom
he referred as Amy. He said that Amy and a person with the victim’s first name associated
with each other and that he confused the two when he made his statement. He said that he
had seen Amy and the other person at the pool, that he had seen them since 2008, and that
he had seen them several times since 2009.

Joey Crook was recalled and testified that he and Ms. Craig, his cousin, discussed the
names Serenity and Hope before her second child was born. He said, though, the child was
given a different name. He said he did not see the Defendant every day he saw Ms. Craig.

The forty-three-year-old Defendant testified that she lived with her partner, Tina
Craig. She said that she had been living at her then-present address for a couple of months
and that she had lived at the address identified previously as the location of the events in this
case. She had lived at the previous address since about 2000 or 2001. Regarding the
previous address, she said she obtained a loan for a mobile home because her former partner,
Ms. Raupach, wanted to live there. She said they were together for five to six years and had
a rocky relationship. The Defendant testified that she graduated from high school in 1987
and received honors for some of her high school activities. She identified high school
photographs of herself. She described her employment history and said that at times, she had
two or three jobs. She said that at one of her employers, she had been required to pass an
extensive criminal background investigation. She said that she had no criminal convictions
and that the matter involving an order of protection for Ms. Raupach was dismissed.

The Defendant testified that the relationship with Ms. Raupach ended because Ms.
Raupach beat her and she was tired of the violence. She said she met Ms. Roark after high
school at one of her previous employers and became friends. She said Ms. Roark was
twenty-two years her senior. She said that their relationship grew serious and that they
bought a trailer in Abingdon. She said they rented property from R.L. Young, a former
Virginia State Police officer. She said she babysat Mr. Young’s grandchildren, played
softball with them, and took them on family picnics. She said that when Ms. Roark died in
2006, she honored an agreement to take Ms. Roark’s ashes to Panama City.

4.



The Defendant testified that during the August to December 2004 period alleged in
the presentment, she had “constant contact” with Ms. Roark. She said that at the time, Ms.
Roark suffered from liver disease, osteoarthritis, and limited mobility.

The Defendant testified that after her relationship with Ms. Raupach, she was
involved with Tina Craig. She said she tried to befriend Tina Reynolds and allowed Ms.
Reynolds to spend a couple of nights at her home but told Ms. Reynolds she was not
interested in her sexually and wanted to be with someone else. She said her friendship with
Ms. Reynolds ended around May 2008, near the time the Department of Children’s Services
said it had an “indication of something going on.”

The Defendant said that Exide, one of her employers, drug tested its employees. She
said she did not drink alcohol or use drugs. She said she learned her work ethic from her
parents and was a hard worker. She said she wanted to be like her father, who made sure that
his children had everything they wanted. She said she always wanted a family but was not
able to have children.

The Defendant testified that when she worked at Seaman, she began on the day shift
from 7:00 a.m. until 7:00 p.m. while she still lived with Ms. Raupach. She said that after she
became a permanent employee and before the victim’s mother moved into her home, she
worked the night shift. She said she never failed a drug test.

The Defendant testified that the victim’s mother moved into her home in late 2003.

She said that the victim’s mother had been living with “Bonnie” but that they were having
problems. She said she took the victim and the victim’s mother to the Defendant’s home for
Christmas one year. She stated that the victim’s mother was supposed to be a partner but
kept trying to get the Defendant to “marry” her. She identified a photograph taken at her
mother’s home of the victim’s mother and herself on Christmas 2004. She identified a
photograph of her living room taken in approximately 2002. She said that if someone yelled
inside her home, it could be heard in another trailer.

The Defendant denied that she ever groped, fondled, or kissed the victim. She said
that she hugged the victim once or twice and that she tried to be a good parent. Regarding
the photographs taken at Walmart, she stated that the victim’s mother was supposed to
participate but that the victim’s mother was angry and did not want to participate because it
would anger Bonnie. She said the victim’s mother eventually returned to living with Bonnie.
She said that after the victim’s mother moved out of her house, the victim did not stay,
though the victim wanted to stay with her. She said the police were called the night the
victim’s mother moved out because the victim did not want to leave. She said the
relationship ended when the victim’s mother came over “just before Thanksgiving” in 2004
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and took her belongings. She recalled the victim’s mother throwing $80 at her when the
Defendant said she had no money for Thanksgiving dinner because she bought the victim’s
school supplies and books. She said the victim’s mother never paid for anything. She said
the victim and the victim’s mother attended the Defendant’s mother’s Christmas celebration
in 2004, although the Defendant and the victim’s mother had separated. She was not aware
of the victim and the victim’s mother staying overnight at her house after Thanksgiving but
said she was unsure because the relationship ended quickly and she worked so much.

The Defendant testified that the victim told her that the victim was not close to her
mother and that her mother did not care about the victim. She said the victim told her the
victim stayed at her father’s house more than elsewhere. The Defendant said the victim’s
mother had no permanent residence and brought home too many women. She said the
victim’s mother allowed the victim to smoke and stay with the victim’s aunt, whose
boyfriend used drugs at the aunt’s apartment. She said her relationship with the victim’s
mother ended abruptly because she did not think it was right.

The Defendant testified that a photograph exhibit depicted her mother outside her
home with the Corvins’s trailer in the background. She said the Corvins’s bedroom was
located near her bedroom. She said their living room was near her second bedroom.

The Defendant testified that “they” ran into Tina Kesterson while shopping at
Walmart. She said that “[t]hey” wanted the Defendant and the victim’s mother to have a
wedding ceremony. She said that she complained about the victim’s mother allowing the
victim to stay out late, smoke, and have boyfriends and that the victim’s mother told her that
she was “trying.” She said she did not want a wedding ceremony but told the victim’s
mother she would agree if the victim’s mother promised she would try to be a better mother.
She said she later discovered the victim’s mother went to nightclubs while she was at work.
She said the victim’s mother selected wedding bands for them that the Defendant purchased.
She said she did not wear jewelry and “really didn’t wear” the band. When shown one of the
Walmart photographs of the victim and herself, the Defendant said she did not see any rings
on her fingers. The photograph showed the Defendant’s right hand, which did not contain
any jewelry, but not her left hand. She said she tried to make the relationship with the
victim’s mother work. She said that she talked to the victim’s father about adopting the
victim, that he said he would talk to the victim’s mother about it, and that he later told her
the victim’s mother would not agree because the Defendant was a strict parent.

The Defendant testified that she did not tell the Walmart photographer that she and
the victim were married. She said she did not wear a ring in the photographs. She said the
victim’s mother brought the victim to Walmart for a family photograph but did not want to
participate because Bonnie was mad.
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The Defendant testified that the victim’s mother was mad at her one night and pushed
her against a wall but did not recall the reason they argued. She said she told everyone who
moved into her home that she was not a violent person and did not believe in violence.

The Defendant testified that she did not take the victim to get a tattoo. She denied that
she let the victim drive one of her cars. She said the victim’s mother drove her Mustang
more than she did.

The Defendant testified that Tina Kesterson lived within walking distance of her home
when the victim and the victim’s mother lived with her. She said Officer Kesterson was one
of the responding officers for the incident involving Ms. Raupach. She said her relationship
with Ms. Raupach ended around 2003.

The Defendant testified that she babysat other children. She said that Brittney Roark
wanted to move into her home but that she refused. The Defendant denied wearing or having
ever owned a “fake penis.”

The Defendant testified that her broken heart tattoo was for Tina Craig, not the victim.
She said she also had a tattoo of a black heart in lace that was for Ms. Craig. She said she
had five tattoos, but later said she had six tattoos. Regarding an arm tattoo, she said it was
a tribal tattoo with a black heart and arrows representing Ms. Craig and the child.

Regarding Ms. Reynolds’s testimony that the Defendant called her by the victim’s
name, the Defendant testified that she had several friends with the victim’s first name and
identified one by first and last name. She also said she knew several people named Amy.

The Defendant testified that she and Ms. Craig went to Gatlinburg in 2004 to see the
light displays. She identified a photograph of her mother’s Christmas tree in 2004.

The Defendant testified that statements in the letter previously identified as an exhibit
were just thoughts she wrote and put in a notebook. She said Ms. Reynolds came to her
house and beat her. She said Shawnta Stinson, Brittney Roark, “Pam,” and “Stephanie” were
also present and beat her. She said they took things from her home and made her write “this”
but she did not specify what they made her write. When asked if they took any panties, a
lock box, or sexual aids, she denied the existence of such things. She said that the statement
“you’re with him not with me” in the letter referred to Ms. Craig’s relationship with Bill, the
father of Ms. Craig’s daughter. She said Ms. Craig did not want her daughter to grow up not
knowing her father. The Defendant said this hurt her. She said that they found out on the
Defendant’s birthday that Ms. Craig was pregnant and that she attended Ms. Craig’s
ultrasound appointment. She said she wanted to spend her life with Ms. Craig.
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The Defendant testified that she did not mail or deliver the letter to the victim’s
father’s home or give it to anyone. When asked about part of the letter, she said she wrote
“my girl” referring to the victim and “our girl” referring to Ms. Craig’s child. She said she
and Ms. Craig wanted to name the child Serenity Hope because they “believed in the serenity
prayer.” She said that both Ms. Craig’s and the child’s life were in danger.

The Defendant testified that when she wrote the letter, she and Ms. Craig were friends
but were not yet involved romantically. She said Ms. Craig was still involved with “Bill.”
Regarding her statement in the letter that she lived in their memories, she said this referred
to their memories as friends. She said they took trips together, went to the Blue Hole to swim,
and had picnics. She said the letter referred to difficulties Ms. Craig had experienced in other
relationships and to Ms. Craig’s medical condition. She said the letter referred to advice the
Defendant received to let Ms. Craig have a relationship with Bill. She said the statement
about “living lies and alibis” referred to her efforts to maintain the relationship with the
victim’s mother in order to afford the victim a secure and happy environment. She said other
statements in the letter demonstrated that she was not happy without M. Craig. She said she
wrote songs for Ms. Craig. She said the letter referred to photographs she had of Ms. Craig
and herself. She said the letter referred to a day on the mountain when the Defendant
committed not to abandon Ms. Craig despite Ms. Craig’s failing health. The Defendant said
the women who beat her made her add the victim’s full name, “my baby girl,” the victim’s
initials, and “I love you and I’'m waiting” to the letter.

The Defendant denied the allegation in the first count of the presentment charging her
with sexual penetration of the victim in August 2004 in the doorway while the victim’s
mother was in a bedroom. She denied she ever sexually abused the victim. She denied using
a dildo to penetrate the victim while they were in the bedroom. She denied buying cigarettes,
drugs, or alcohol for the victim. She said she never took the victim to Dollywood or took the
victim out of school. She said the victim stayed with the victim’s father, the victim’s aunt,
or the victim’s grandmother most of the time.

The Defendant testified that on August 4, 2004, she spent the night at Glenna Mae
Roark’s house in Abingdon. She said the next day, she went to Advance Auto, bought gas
at Cedar Creek, and ate at Papa John’s with Ms. Craig. She said that on August 6, 2004, she
called her mother in the morning and that she went to Gatlinburg with Ms. Craig in the
afternoon, where they stayed for at least three days, returning around August 10.

The Defendant testified that she ate breakfast with her family every day if she did not

work and sometimes on work days. She said she had breakfast with her family on August
23,2004. She said they usually ate at IHOP or Perkins but sometimes ate at Shoney’s.
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The Defendant testified that on August 24, 2004, she went to pay her car insurance
and electric bills. She said she was with Glenna Mae Roark on August 25, August 28, and
August 29, 2004.

The Defendant testified that she was at her mother’s house on December 25 and 26,
2004, and that she visited Ms. Roark on December 26 and 27. She said she was with Ms.
Craig on December 27 and 28 and worked on December 29. She said that on December 30,
she withdrew money from an ATM, went to Walmart with Ms. Craig, and bought gas at
Cedar Creek. She said they also went to Gatlinburg to see the light displays on December
30. She said that she spent December 31 with Ms. Craig and that she shopped at Walmart.

Regarding her work schedule, the Defendant testified that she always arrived early for
work to set up the machines. She said that if she encountered a train on the way to work, she
waited at least fifteen minutes. She said she sometimes bought restaurant food or went to her
sister’s house before work if there was no food at home. She said she typically awoke at 3:00
p.m. and was out of the house by 4:00 p.m. The Defendant stated that when she left work
in the mornings, she talked to her mother and stopped to buy gas. She said she drove the
victim forty-five minutes to school in Abingdon. She said she occasionally picked up the
victim after school. She thought the victim’s school day ended at 3:00 p.m. The Defendant
stated that the victim’s mother’s employer closed around 4:00 or 4:30 p.m. and that it took
the victim’s mother about ten minutes to get home unless race traffic were involved. She
said her work schedule varied and sometimes involved weekends. She stated that she tried
to get her employment time records after she was charged with the offenses but that they had
been purged. She said she paid the expenses to maintain her household and cars.

The Defendant testified that contrary to Ms. Reynolds’s testimony, she did not keep
love letters and other items. She said she never made the telephone call involved in the
purported voice mail message for Ms. Reynolds. She said it was possible Ms. Reynolds
called her cell phone. Regarding the testimony that she called Ms. Reynolds by the victim’s
name, the Defendant said she was supposed to go on a date with a person with the same first
name as the victim.

The Defendant testified that Stephanie Stinson became angry with her after the
Defendant refused to allow Ms. Stinson’s sister, Brittney Roark, to live with her. She said
this “made them all angry.” She said Shawnta Stinson, Ms. Reynolds, and Stephanie Stinson
were involved in beating her.

The Defendant testified that the alleged incident involving the “party in your birthday
suit” balloon did not occur. She said the victim and the victim’s mother were not at her

29



house on the victim’s birthday. She said there was a birthday party after the birthday, at
which the victim’s mother was present. She said there were balloons at the party.

The Defendant denied owning any strap-on sexual aids. She said the police never
came to her home and confiscated any such items. She said she did not make advances
toward the victim. She denied that she was ever involved in groping, fondling, or kissing the
victim or that they engaged in horseplay with a water hose. She said Ms. Corvin disliked her
after she ended her relationship with Ms. Raupach. She said the victim never exhibited signs
of eating disorders or cutting herself. She denied choosing the dress the victim wore in the
Walmart photographs. She said that the only time she was at Dollywood with the victim was
for a company picnic and that the victim’s mother was also present. The Defendant said she
was never charged with trespassing at the victim’s school or harassment related to events at
Lori Salizar’s residence. She said Ms. Raupach called her Cohen but that she went by Gwen
and never wanted to be called Cohen. The Defendant said she made her best efforts to
reconstruct information about her whereabouts and actions six years ago.

The Defendant testified that she worked at Walmart. She said her job involved
handling cash. She said she did not have any criminal convictions.

On cross-examination, the Defendant testified that the victim and the victim’s mother
lived with her for about a year. She agreed the victim was eleven years old when they moved
into her home. She agreed she wanted to establish a substantial parental relationship with
the victim. When asked if she spent time alone with the victim, she answered, “Not that
much.” She said she was a busy person and often worked overtime.

The Defendant acknowledged that the victim once stated that she wanted the
Defendant to be her “boy toy.” She said the victim’s mother was present when the victim
made the statement in her ear. She said the victim stated she had a crush on the Defendant.
She said that the victim flirted with her and that she told the victim’s mother privately that
she did not want the victim in the home. She said that after this conversation, the victim
stayed at her father’s house about 90% of the time.

When asked if she dressed like a man, the Defendant testified that she dressed like
herself. She said she wore a tie once. She denied calling herself Cohen. She said that “GD”
on one of her tattoos referred to her first and middle names. She said Ms. Ra