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Borbon: Guilty on four of five felony counts

By Julia Bishop

It took a jury in Pima County Superior Court seven-and-a-half hours to find former Nogales Police Officer
Ramon Borbon guilty on four of five charges following a grueling rape trial.

Sentencing is set for Friday, Dec. 12, before Presiding Judge James Soto in Santa Cruz County Superior
Court.

Borbon is being held in jail until then without bond.

Borbon, an ex-DARE officer with the NPD, was charged with kidnapping, sexual assault, sexual abuse,
obstruction of a criminal investigation and second-degree burglary. The jury declared him innocent of the
burglary charge, court officials said.

The panel began deliberating Thursday at about 9 a.m. It was the second trial. The first was held in Santa
Cruz County and ended in a mistrial. This time around the Arizona Attorney Generalâ€™s Office tacked
on a separate case that was heard simultaneously.

Among the issues that surfaced during the nine days of hearings were allegations that a taxi cab driver
forged a log for Sept. 23, 2005, to cover for the former cop.

On the defense side, Borbonâ€™s lawyer tried to cast doubt as to whether one of the victims, who was 19
at the time, was violently raped. He alleged she simply helped orchestrate, along with her landlord and
others, an elaborate scheme to swindle a sizable settlement from the City of Nogales.

The first case is the result of claims made by the woman who is now 22, that on Sept. 23, 2005, Borbon
forcibly sodomized her in her apartment when he had stopped by on the pretense of official police
business.

The woman has a pending civil suit against the City of Nogales asking for a settlement of $2.5 million.

The abuse, burglary and obstruction charges in the second case stemmed from a 20-year-old woman who
alleged that when she was 16, the former officer, dressed in uniform while visiting her home, made the girl
touch his penis in late August or early September 2005.

Assistant Attorneys General Kim Ortiz and Mike Jette called a taxi cab driver as their final witness on
Wednesday. The Nogales cabbie, Eduardo Linares, however, could not be found to appear in person. So his
testimony from the prior trial in Santa Cruz County was read before the jury.

In his account, Linares claimed that on Sept. 23, 2005, he picked up Borbon at NPD at approximately 10:15
p.m. and drove him to the corner of Short Street and Morley Avenue. He claimed that Borbon was not
dressed in his police uniform and that the officer did not tell him where he was going once he left the taxi.
Linares later changed his testimony to say he dropped Borbon off at the corner of East Street and Morley.
The inconsistency in the testimony may indicate Linares knew where Borbon was going, said the
prosecution.
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Linares said Borbon did not pay him for the ride initially. Instead, Borbon made plans to have the driver
pick him up later on the same corner, saying he would pay him then.

According to the testimony, Linares told Borbon he was off at 11 p.m. and would need to hear from
Borbon by then. Linares said he did hear from Borbon and drove the officer back to the police department.

The prosecution maintained that the hour timeline in which Borbon claims he got off duty, caught the cab,
went to the girlâ€™s house, had consensual sex, got back to the police station and put his uniform on is
impossible.

The driver said he knew Borbon personally since 1992 and that although they had socialized they were not
close friends.

Linares produced copies of driver logs from a cab company defunct a year before his testimony. The log
covered approximately a two-week period. Included among the entries was one showing he had given
Borbon a ride on Sept. 23, 2005.

In her closing argument, Ortiz told the jury, â€œThis case is black and white. There is no gray. You either
believe that man or believe the victims.â€ She alleged that the taxi record had been forged.

Ortiz asked the jury to consider why the document showing Borbon had taken a ride was different from â
€œevery other log,â€ Linares presented. The others were uniform and matched. In the log showing
Borbonâ€™s ride, there were inconsistencies, such as different wording, different margins on the copy and
smudges.

Ortiz accused Borbon of lying on the stand when he had said that he had only known the driver for two
years. She pointed out that during his own testimony Borbon admitted to lying to a defense consultant he
had been sent to by his attorney for questioning about his on-duty involvement with one of the alleged
victims. These lies, she contended, made Borbon unbelievable.

At no time between the rape allegation and his consequent arrest eight months later, did Borbon tell
investigators he returned to the girlâ€™s apartment to have consensual sex. â€œHe waited until the DNA
results came back, and then he changed his story,â€ Ortiz said.

Using a display board, Ortiz pointed out a pattern to the jury of how Borbon â€œpickedâ€ the three girls,
showing the similarities between them. â€œHe selected them,â€ she said. â€œThey are all young, petite
and vulnerable.â€

In each instance Borbon was accused of some kind of sexual misconduct at times dressed in his police
uniform or having driven his police vehicle to the alleged victimsâ€™ homes.

Ortiz said this was how Borbon got the womenâ€™sâ€™ trust, allowing him to gain access to their homes
when they were alone or without an adult present.

He chose victims unlikely to be believed, Ortiz said. One had struggled with a drug problem, another had
allegedly been threatened by Borbon that he would have her mother deported if she said anything about
their encounter, and the third had undergone psychological counseling.

â€œWho are you going to believe?â€ Ortiz asked rhetorically. â€œThe girl with psychological baggage
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versus a bright and shiny silver badgeâ€

Defense attorney Michael Storie outlined similarities in the girlsâ€™ allegations differently. He pointed
out that each girl, at one time or another, had inconsistencies in their claims regarding details and times.

â€œThe devil is in the details,â€ said Storie, making the point that if the details were not accurate the
major allegations could be equally inaccurate.

Referring to inconsistencies of times in one girlâ€™s statement, he said, â€œWhy is that not important?
Why is that not any more important than â€˜he raped me?â€™â€

Storie gave the jury an interpretation of the events whereby the girls had conspired together to get Borbon
in trouble so they might gain some monetary or other benefit. This combined with investigating officers
who purportedly conspired with the alleged victims created the conditions for a â€œfeeding frenzy going
on in Nogales that has to be stopped.â€

Storie told the jury not to underestimate the role played by one of the alleged rape victimâ€™s landlord.
He alleged that the landlord was actually the womanâ€™s jealous boyfriend and that the two â€œwere in
this for the money.â€

Regarding Storieâ€™s version, Jette rebutted: â€œWhat it would take to set this up is remarkable.â€

He said the woman would have had to â€œcolludeâ€ with the other alleged victims to come up with their
stories, then â€œfind a willing police officer so that she could have unprotected, unlubricated, anal sex
resulting in blunt force trauma.â€

She then would have had to orchestrate the times to match official dispatch records, a Sprint phone record,
and convince investigating officers.

â€œWhat he would have you believe, would have the Warren Commission very impressed.â€ Jette
chided.

Borbonâ€™s wife looked on as he was taken away in handcuffs from the courtroom, professing her love
for him.


