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II-)Letters 

 
1-) Letter From the Secretary-General 

Dear Delegates, It is my greatest pleasure to welcome you all to our conference. 

As the Secretary General I would like to start my letter with special thanks to our 

academic and organization team who made this conference possible with their efforts , I 

am truly honored to have the opportunity to meet such passionate, hardworking, and 

open-minded delegates Model United Nations is more than debating resolutions. It is a 

place that people learn diplomacy, leadership, cooperation. Throughout this conference, 

I encourage each of you to speak with confidence, and most importantly, enjoy every 

moment of this experience. I hope this conference becomes not only an unforgettable 

academic experience, but also a place where you build new friendships and memories. I 

look forward to welcoming you all. 

Sincerly, Asude Kaçıroğlu 

 

II) Letter from Under Secretary General  

Highly Distinguished Delegates, 

It is my great pleasure to welcome you all to ARENAMUN’26. My name is Derin 

Demirman, and I am currently studying at Zeki Müren Fine Arts High School. It is an 

honor to serve as your Under-Secretary-General for the United States Criminal Court 

Committee. 

Before moving forward, I would like to thank a few people, firstly the Executive Team of 

ARENAMUN’26, especially Asude, for inviting me to this conference and giving me the 

opportunity to be a part of this journey. 

Throughout this committee, delegates will examine the case of Richard Ramirez. 

Additionally, as the first court committee ever held in Bursa, we hope to provide all 



participants with a unique and memorable committee experience throughout these three 

days. I encourage each of you to explore agenda in depth, understand the rules of 

procedures that I prepared for you, and actively participate in every stage of the 

committee. 

Here is my contact information; please do not hesitate to reach out and ask questions 

about the committee. 

 Derin Demirman 

kaiyatetsuya@gmail.com 

+90 552 292 09 49 

 
 
 I. INTRODUCTION 
 
1. INTRODUCTION TO THE COURT 
 
1.1. INTRODUCTION to the UNITED STATES CRIMINAL COURT The United States 
Criminal Court System is the primary national organ designed to enforce criminal 
laws,deter crime,and ensure individual accountability for offenses committed within 
its borders. Through the application of criminal justice, the system aims to punish 
wrongdoers, protect public safety, and uphold the constitutional rights of the 
accused. As a system 
fundamentally based on dual sovereignty, it operates through distinct Federal and 
state jurisdictions that generally complement each other rather than being in 
competition. The fundamental operational principles of the U.S. system are rooted in 
the U.S. Constitution. 
 
The U.S. system is not governed by a single, self executing international treaty 
instead it is an integrated, yet decentralized, structure whose purpose is to bring 
charges against individuals for crimes defined by federal or state statutes. Federal 
Courts handle violations of U.S. Congressional laws (e.g., interstate drug trafficking), 
while State Courts handle the overwhelming majority of common-law crimes (e.g., 
murder, robbery). This structure ensures that both national and local legal concerns 
are addressed under their appropriate authority. 
The bedrock document establishing the powers and limitations of the system is the 
U.S. Constitution, specifically the Bill of Rights Among other things, 
the Constitution sets out the fundamental rights of the accused, the rules regarding 
evidence admissibility (Fourth Amendment), and the right to due process (Fifth and 



Fourteenth Amendments). These foundational rules govern the proceedings, 
evidence standards and the requirement for the prosecution to prove guilt Beyond a 
Reasonable Doubt to a jury of peers. 
 
1.2. HISTORY of the UNITED STATES CRIMINAL COURT 
 
The American colonial and early national period was characterized by legal system 
inherited from English common Law, however the early application of justice was 
often inconsistent and varied widely among the colonies. After the Revolutionary 
War, establishment of a unified nation highlighted the critical need for a structured 
legal system capable of ensuring justice and stability across the newly developed 
states. The initial legal framework was provided by the adoption of the U.S. 
Constitution in 1787. 
 
Following the conclusion of the Constitution's ratification, the concept of 
safeguarding individual liberties within the criminal process took precedence. The 
horrific memory of abuses by the Crown greatly influenced the ratification of the Bill 
of Rights in 1791. This included fundamental provisions like the fourth Amendment 
(protecting 
against unreasonable search and seizure) and the Fifth and Sixth Amendments 
(guaranteeing due process the right to advocate, and jury trials). These 
amendments, effectively established the procedural bedrock of the modern U.S. 
criminal court system. 
 
Although the initial concept was codified in the late 
18th century the evolution of federal judicial 
power continued throughout the 19th and 20th centuries. Key Supreme Court rulings 
progressively solidified the protections afforded to criminal defendants particularly 
through the fourteenth amendment, which applied many of the Bill of Rights  
protections to the State Courts as well. Decisions defining the scope  of police power 
and individual rights were crucial in shaping the current adversarial system. 
 
The establishment of modern criminal procedure and evidence rules occurred 
primarily in the mid-20th century. For example, the Federal Rules of Criminal 
Procedure were adopted to standardize the process in the federal courts. State 
systems, while retaining local differences, generally mirrored these developments. 
Today, the system is permanently headquartered in thousands of Federal and 
State courthouses across the nation, maintaining offices in every jurisdiction to 
ensure local access to justice. 
 
1.3. STRUCTURE of the UNITED STATES CRIMINAL COURT 
 
The operational structure of the U.S. criminal court system involves several distinct 
components that collaborate to execute the judicial process the 



Judiciary (Judges/Chambers), the Executive Branch (The Prosecutor and Law 
Enforcement), and the Support/ Administrative Function (The Clerk's Office and 
Administration). While decentralized across Federal and State courts, the functional 
roles remain consistent. 
 
1-)  The Judiciary, the core of the judicial function, includes the judges who preside 
over trials. At the federal level, these judges are divided into distinct functional roles 
analogous to chambers, District Courts ( trial courts of general jurisdiction, hearing 
evidence and reaching verdicts), Circuit Courts of Appeals (reviewing legal errors 
from trial courts), and the Supreme Court (the final court of appeal, resolving 
constitutional issues.) judges are responsible for interpreting the law managing 
the court docket, and ensuring fair process. 
 
2-) The Office of the Prosecutor is represented by the U.S Attorney's Office (at the 
federal level) 
or the District Attorney's Office (at the state level). The mandate of the Prosecutor is 
to investigate crimes, receive evidence from law enforcement, determine if sufficient 
evidence exists to meet the burden of proof, and represent the government (the 
State or the People in court to seek conviction of the accused. The Prosecutor holds 
the sole power to formally charge an individual. 
 
3-) The Support Function is carried out primarily by the Court Clerk's Office (similar 
to the Registry). The Clerk's Office provides essential administrative support to the 
Judiciary, maintaining official court records, managing the filing of motions, and 
administering the oath to witnesses and jurors. 
Additionally, entities such as the U.S. Marshals Service and Court Security Officers 
provide 
security, manage transportation of defendants, and ensure the orderly operation of 
the court facility. 
 
4-) The Defense Function is managed by individual attorneys (private or appointed 
by the court, such as the Public Defender's Office).This function ensures that the 
constitutional rights of the accused are protected and that the adversarial process 
remains fair by rigorously challenging the prosecution's case and presenting 
mitigating factors or defenses. 
 
 

2. The Case of Richard Ramirez 

2.1. Introduction to the Case 



This case is a matter being handled by the US Criminal Court. It arises from a series 
of violent incidents that occurred in 1984 and 1985 across the Los Angeles 
metropolitan area in California. This matter is being handled within the jurisdiction of 
the California state courts and concerns Richard Ramirez, an individual who was 
residing in the Los Angeles area during the time of the events. 

This case emerged in the aftermath of multiple attacks that took place during late 
night home invasions throughout Southern California, incidents that deeply unsettled 
local communities and captured national attention. At the center of the investigation 
stands Richard Ramirez, who had been linked to several crime scenes during the 
period in question. 

At its core, the case revolves around a sequence of violent attacks and burglaries 
that unfolded across various neighborhoods in Los Angeles and nearby counties. 
These incidents represented one of the most alarming and disruptive crime sprees in 
California’s history. Multiple victims were killed, several others were severely injured, 
and additional attacks occurred over a relatively short period of time in separate 
locations. The severity and frequency of these events created widespread fear and 
prompted a large scale law enforcement response. 

Investigators began gathering eyewitness accounts, physical evidence, and early 
forensic findings in an effort to understand the sequence of events and determine 
how the various crime scenes might be connected. Richard Ramirez became one of 
the individuals questioned as part of the broader investigation due to witness 
statements and evidence placing him near several locations connected to the 
attacks. As the inquiry continued, forensic comparisons and additional testimony 
prompted authorities to pursue further action. 

Subsequent developments in the case led to Ramirez being formally charged and 
brought into the judicial process. Although the trial had not yet begun at this stage, 
the case quickly drew national and international attention due to the nature of the 
crimes and the public interest surrounding the investigation. 

 

2.2. Background of Events 

The State of California v. Richard Ramirez is one of the most notorious criminal 
cases in U.S. history, arising from a series of violent attacks and home invasions 
committed throughout Southern California during 1984 and 1985. The case drew 
national attention due to the brutality of the crimes and the evidentiary trail that 
ultimately connected Ramirez to multiple crime scenes. 

Throughout the investigation, witnesses reported sightings of a suspicious individual 
near several neighborhoods where attacks had occurred. Authorities collected 



fingerprints, shoe prints, ballistic evidence, and other forensic materials linking the 
incidents together. Survivors described late night intrusions in which the attacker 
entered homes armed with weapons and targeted residents while they slept. 

As the attacks continued, fear spread rapidly across Los Angeles and surrounding 
communities. Law enforcement agencies coordinated efforts to identify and 
apprehend the suspect, while media coverage intensified public concern. Eventually, 
investigators connected Richard Ramirez to the crimes through forensic evidence 
and eyewitness identification, leading to his arrest and prosecution. 

While police processed the crime scenes connected to the Night Stalker attacks, 
another violent assault occurred nearby. Around 4:00 a.m., authorities discovered 
another victim severely beaten inside her apartment. Investigators recovered 
physical evidence at the scene, further indicating a calculated and methodical attack 
pattern. Shortly afterward, witnesses reported seeing a suspicious man lingering 
near the neighborhood and observing police activity from a distance. 

On August 31, residents near the crime scenes, including individuals connected to 
the investigation, were questioned. During this process, witness statements 
described a man fleeing from the direction of one of the attacked residences shortly 
after the assault. A major development occurred when forensic analysts testified that 
shoe prints, fingerprints, and other trace evidence recovered from multiple scenes 
were consistent with evidence connected to Richard Ramirez. With this forensic link 
and supporting witness statements, investigators connected the attacks and 
identified Ramirez as the primary suspect. He was arrested on August 31, 1985, 
marking the beginning of one of the most widely publicized criminal proceedings of 
the era. 

2.3. Relevant Crimes to the Case 

2.3.1. Homicide 

This category of crime is relevant to the deaths connected to the Night Stalker case. 
The facts of the case describe multiple unlawful killings involving home intrusion, 
resulting in fatal injuries caused by shootings, stabbing, blunt force trauma, and other 
violent acts. 

First Degree Murder 

Under California law, First Degree Murder is the unlawful killing of a human being 
when perpetrated with premeditation and deliberation, or committed during the 
perpetration of certain felonies such as burglary. 

Second Degree Murder 



Second Degree Murder involves the unlawful killing of a human being through acts 
that are imminently dangerous to another and demonstrate conscious disregard for 
human life, although without premeditation. 

Attempted Murder 

Attempted Murder involves the specific intent to commit murder and an overt act 
toward its commission that fails or is prevented. 

 

2.3.2 Battery 

This category of crime is relevant to the physical assaults on surviving victims 
connected to the Night Stalker attacks. The facts of the case describe victims being 
beaten, shot, restrained, or otherwise violently attacked inside their homes, resulting 
in severe injuries including broken bones, head trauma, and psychological harm. 

Battery 

The offense of Battery occurs when a person intentionally touches or strikes another 
person against their will or intentionally causes bodily harm. 

Aggravated Battery 

Aggravated Battery is defined as intentionally or knowingly causing great bodily 
harm, permanent disability, or permanent disfigurement, or using a deadly weapon 
during the commission of a battery. 

This charge relates to the severe physical injuries sustained by surviving victims 
during the attacks. The facts indicate the use of firearms, blunt objects, knives, and 
other weapons during the assaults. 

 

2.3.3 Burglary 

This category of crime is relevant to the incidents connected to the Night Stalker 
case. The alleged unauthorized entry into residences forms the basis of this charge. 

Burglary involves entering or remaining in a dwelling with the intent to commit an 
offense therein, without permission or invitation. It may be elevated when the 
offender commits assault or is armed with a dangerous weapon. Establishing 
burglary is critical because it may serve as the underlying felony supporting 
additional homicide charges. 



2.4 Relevant Persons to the Case 

The case of “People v. Richard Ramirez” features several relevant persons central to 
the proceedings. These individuals include the accused, the victims of the attacks, 
eyewitnesses, investigators, and forensic experts whose testimony significantly 
impacted the outcome of the case. 

Richard Ramirez 

Richard “The Night Stalker” Ramirez is the defendant in this case. During the period 
of the crimes, he carried out a series of home invasion attacks across California 
between 1984 and 1985. Following extensive investigations involving forensic 
evidence, witness testimony, and media coverage, Ramirez was arrested on August 
31, 1985, and charged with numerous offenses including murder, attempted murder, 
sexual assault, and burglary. 

Maria Hernandez 

Maria Hernandez was one of the surviving witnesses connected to the Night Stalker 
case. She observed the suspect during one of the attacks and later assisted 
investigators by providing a description that became significant to the investigation. 

Peter and Barbara Pan 

Peter and Barbara Pan were among the victims attacked during the Night Stalker 
crime spree. The attacks involved unlawful entry into their residence and acts of 
extreme violence that became central to the prosecution’s case. 

Maxine Zazzara 

Maxine Zazzara was one of the homicide victims connected to the Night Stalker 
attacks. Investigators determined that she suffered fatal injuries during a violent 
home invasion that demonstrated the brutality and escalating nature of the crimes. 

Survivors and Witnesses 

Several surviving victims and eyewitnesses played a major role in identifying Richard 
Ramirez. Their testimony, combined with forensic evidence such as fingerprints, 
ballistic evidence, and shoe impressions, contributed significantly to the 
prosecution’s case during trial. 

2.5 Statement of the Facts 

In early January 1985, Richard Ramirez was reportedly staying in the Los Angeles 
area during the period connected to several nighttime attacks. 



Witnesses later testified that Ramirez had been seen in locations near the 
neighborhoods where the crimes occurred shortly before the incidents took place. 

On the night of one of the attacks, a resident returning home observed a man 
hurriedly leaving the area. The witness described him as wearing dark clothing and 
moving quickly away from the residence. Due to the darkness, only a partial profile of 
the man’s face could be seen. 

After informing others in the house, the witness and nearby residents contacted 
emergency services when they discovered that victims inside had been violently 
assaulted. 

The seriousness of the intruder’s actions soon became clear. Several victims had 
suffered severe injuries, and some were killed during the attacks. Survivors stated 
that the assaults occurred while they were asleep and that they were unable to 
clearly identify the attacker. 

Investigators documented physical evidence at the crime scenes and collected 
witness descriptions. Police also noted similarities between multiple incidents 
occurring within the same timeframe and geographic area. 

While officers were gathering statements and searching for evidence at one location, 
another attack occurred only a short distance away. Residents nearby reported 
hearing screams and unusual noises before authorities arrived. 

Police discovered another victim in a neighboring residence who had also been 
attacked during the night. Evidence recovered from the scene suggested that the 
attacker may have attempted to conceal his identity. 

At approximately dawn, witnesses reported seeing a suspicious man lingering near 
the area of the crimes before eventually leaving on foot. 

Several hours later, local residents discussed the attacks among themselves. One 
witness speculated that the perpetrator was likely hiding nearby, while others 
believed the crimes appeared organized and connected to previous incidents in 
California. 

On January 18, 1985, investigators interviewed individuals who had been near the 
crime scenes that night, including Richard Ramirez as a developing suspect. 
Witness testimony connected movements between the separate locations involved in 
the attacks. 

In February 1985, forensic analysts testified that physical evidence collected from 
the scenes was examined and compared with samples connected to Ramirez. 
Experts stated that similarities in the evidence strengthened the connection between 
the crimes and the suspect. 



Because of witness statements and forensic analysis, police connected multiple 
attacks occurring across Los Angeles and surrounding neighborhoods. Later that 
year, Richard Ramirez was formally arrested and charged in connection with 
numerous murders, assaults, and burglaries linked to the “Night Stalker” case. 

The criminal proceedings against Richard Ramirez later began in California court. 

3. Applicable Law 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA STATUTES 

CHAPTER: HOMICIDE 

Murder 

“The unlawful killing of a human being with malice aforethought constitutes murder.” 

1-) Murder that is deliberate, premeditated, or committed during the commission of 
another serious felony is considered first-degree murder. 

2-) Murder committed with reckless disregard for human life, even without prior 
planning, may constitute second-degree murder. 

3-) Homicide committed during the perpetration of burglary, robbery, sexual assault, 
or attempted escape may elevate the offense to capital murder under California law. 

4-) A person convicted of first-degree murder may face life imprisonment without 
parole or the death penalty, depending on the circumstances and statutory 
aggravating factors. 

CHAPTER: ASSAULT, BATTERY, AND AGGRAVATED BATTERY 

Battery 

“Battery occurs when a person intentionally uses force or violence upon another 
individual.” 

1-) Intentionally striking or physically harming another person without consent 
constitutes battery. 

2-) Causing bodily injury through deliberate physical contact may result in felony 
charges if serious injuries occur. 

Aggravated Battery 

“Aggravated battery occurs when substantial bodily harm or the use of a deadly 
weapon is involved.” 



1-) Intentionally causing severe bodily injury, permanent disfigurement, or long-term 
disability constitutes aggravated battery. 

2-) The use of weapons such as firearms, knives, blunt objects, or other deadly 
instruments during an assault enhances criminal liability. 

3-) Aggravated battery is punishable as a serious felony under California criminal 
law. 

CHAPTER: BURGLARY AND TRESPASS 

Burglary 

“Burglary means entering a dwelling, structure, or occupied residence with intent to 
commit theft or another felony offense therein.” 

1-) Burglary committed while residents are present inside the home is considered a 
particularly serious offense. 

2-) If the offender commits assault, battery, or homicide during the burglary, 
additional felony charges may apply. 

3-) Possession or use of a dangerous weapon during the commission of burglary 
further increases criminal penalties. 

CHAPTER: ATTEMPT, SOLICITATION, AND CONSPIRACY 

Criminal Attempt 

“A person who attempts to commit a criminal offense and takes a substantial step 
toward completing that offense may be charged with criminal attempt.” 

1-) Attempted murder, attempted burglary, or attempted assault are punishable even 
if the crime was not fully completed. 

2-) An individual may also face conspiracy charges if evidence shows coordination or 
planning connected to multiple offenses. 

3-) Criminal attempt and conspiracy offenses connected to violent felonies may carry 
enhanced sentencing penalties under California law. 

Application to the Richard Ramirez Case 

The prosecution in the Richard Ramirez case relied on statutes involving: 

-First-degree murder 

-Attempt murder 



-Sexual assault and battery 

-Residential burglary 

-Use of deadly weapons 

-Conspiracy and repeated felony conduct 

Prosecutors argued that the attacks demonstrated premeditation, extreme violence, 
unlawful entry into occupied homes, and intentional infliction of severe bodily harm. 
These statutes formed the basis for multiple felony charges associated with the 
“Night Stalker” crimes in California. 

CHAPTER: SENTENCING 

Capital Punishment and Life Imprisonment 

“A defendant convicted of multiple counts of first-degree murder or other capital 
felonies may face life imprisonment without parole or the death penalty under 
California law.” 

Aggravating Factors 

Aggravating factors considered by prosecutors and the court may include: 

1-) The murders were committed during the course of burglary, sexual assault, 
robbery, or attempted escape. 

2-) The offenses involved multiple victims across separate crime scenes. 

3-) The crimes demonstrated exceptional cruelty, violence, or disregard for human 
life. 

4-) The attacks were carried out in a calculated and premeditated manner. 

5-) The defendant attempted to avoid arrest or evade law enforcement after the 
crimes. 

6-) Victims were targeted while vulnerable, including while asleep in their homes. 

7-) The crimes created widespread fear and public panic throughout affected 
communities. 

Mitigating Circumstances 

Mitigating circumstances that may be considered during sentencing include: 



1-) Whether the defendant had a prior criminal history before the offenses. 

2-) Whether the defendant was suffering from mental illness, emotional disturbance, 
or substance abuse issues at the time of the crimes. 

3-) Whether the defendant’s ability to understand the criminality of the conduct was 
impaired. 

4-) Any personal background factors presented by the defense in opposition to the 
death penalty. 

4. Merits of the Case 

1-) Does the use of household tools, blunt objects, or other improvised weapons 
instead of firearms affect the inference of premeditation in the Richard Ramirez 
case? 

2-) What distinguishes attempted murder from aggravated assault when a victim 
survives a violent nighttime attack? 

3-) If a victim dies from injuries inflicted during a burglary or sexual assault, should 
the offense automatically qualify as first-degree murder? 

4-) Do multiple attacks committed across different neighborhoods within a short 
period constitute a continuous criminal episode or separate offenses? 

5-) To what extent can forensic evidence, witness identification, and patterns of 
behavior establish criminal intent? 

6-) How should courts balance the presumption of innocence against the severity 
and brutality of repeated violent acts? 

7-) Can evidence from separate crime scenes be combined to demonstrate motive, 
identity, or common method of operation? 
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