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PER CURIAM:

On appeal, May asserts that the trial court erred in
excluding a court docket entry as evidence.  A trial court's
decision to exclude evidence will not be reversed unless it is
shown that the trial court abused its discretion.  See  Gorostieta
v. Parkinson , 2000 UT 99, ¶ 14, 17 P.3d 1110.  Rule 403 of the
Utah Rules of Evidence provides that a trial court may exclude
evidence if its probative value is substantially outweighed by
the danger of confusion of the issues or misleading the jury. 
See Utah R. Evid. 403.

May asserts that he should have been allowed to introduce a
court docket entry that read, "Per Judge Lyon, hold until further
motions are filed."  May argues that this docket entry could have
led him to believe that the stalking injunction was stayed, and
that he therefore did not intentionally violate the stalking
injunction.  However, May did not testify and there was no
evidence that he had knowledge of the docket statement. 

 Thus, the trial court ruled to exclude the docket entry
finding that its probative value was substantially outweighed by
the danger of misleading or confusing the jury.  Because there is
no evidence that May knew of the docket entry, we cannot say that
the trial court abused its discretion by finding its probative



1.  May also asserts that the docket entry constituted a vague
court order.  Even assuming that a docket entry could possibly be
construed as a court order, the fact that there was no evidence
that May had knowledge of the entry is dispositive of this issue.
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value was substantially outweighed by its danger of misleading or
confusing the jury. 1 

Accordingly, May's stalking conviction is affirmed.
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