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MEMORANDUM OF DECISION

 
 Ronnie R. Curtis appeals from a judgment of conviction entered by the 

Superior Court (Penobscot County, Mead, J.), after a jury found him guilty of four 

counts of sexual abuse of a minor (Class C), 17-A M.R.S.A. § 254(1)(A), (3)(A) 

(Supp. 1997).1  Curtis contends that the trial court: (1) erred in limiting evidence of 

the victim’s sexual conduct, offered to show a reasonable mistake of fact as to the 

victim’s age, 17-A M.R.S.A. § 254(2) (Supp. 1997), to testimony from Curtis as to 

what he directly observed; (2) allowed inadmissible hearsay testimony regarding 

                                         
  1  Title 17-A M.R.S.A. § 254 (Supp. 1997) has since been amended by P.L. 2001, ch. 383, § 21 
(effective January 31, 2003), and P.L. 2003, ch. 138, §§ 2-4 (effective September 13, 2003) (codified at 
17-A M.R.S.A. § 254 (Supp. 2004)). 
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the victim’s first report of sexual contact to her friend; and (3) acted outside its 

discretion when it allowed the State to refresh the victim’s memory of the dates on 

which the sexual contact occurred.   

 Contrary to Curtis’s contentions: (1) Curtis’s offer of proof regarding other 

evidence of the victim’s sexual conduct was insufficient to require an exception to 

M.R. Evid. 412, because the proffered evidence was not probative of whether 

Curtis acted with a mistaken belief as to the victim’s age; (2) the evidence of the 

first report did not go beyond the bounds of evidence that we have allowed in cases 

such as State v. Krieger, 2002 ME 139, ¶ 18, 803 A.2d 1026, 1031; and (3) the 

court did not act outside the range of its discretion in allowing the State to refresh 

the victim’s recollection of the dates of Curtis’s sexual acts with notes she had sent 

to a friend.   

 The entry is: 

Judgment affirmed. 
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