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Renteria Brief: Lawyers Argue Main Points Again 

Both lawyers were noticeably passionate during their mini re-arguments to jurors Friday though they didn’t 

answer any of their questions directly.

“It’s desirable that you continue to deliberate,” Pima County Superior Court Judge Charles Sabalos told 

the jurors after the lawyers finished. “There’s no reason to think the case could be submitted to you more 

competently.”

Before they left Sabalos reiterated the jury must be unanimous for conviction, acquittal, or that no verdict 

can be reached.

“If this were a case of self-defense, Richard Rue Jr. and James Marschinke would be dead on Saturday,” 

prosecutor Casey McGinley told jurors after re-visiting the importance of constitutional rules of evidence in 

criminal trials. “Self-defense is not used as both a sword and a shield.” click to read lawyers' initial closing 

arguments

Among facts missing from the trial that defendant's attorney Natasha Wrae blamed on detectives were his 

actions the 43 or so hours before he shot the victims.
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The defendant, Daniel Montes Renteria, 27, confessed to shooting James Marschinke, 49, and Richard 

Rue Jr., 41, on Mar 1.

Defense Attorney Natasha Wrae also spent a majority of her allotted 30 minutes for re-argument 

emphasizing how essential it was the jury  look at the evidence presented, including what she called 

“gaping holes,” in the state’s case.

“You can’t make assumptions in favor of the state,” Wrae said. “If there’s ever a whole in the evidence 

about what happened on (Saturday and Sunday) it’s because they didn’t ask the questions.”

The jurors wanted to know more about the defendant's claims that his son had been molested by victim 

James Marschinke.

“There’s not a reasonable person among us that wouldn’t go to the ends of the earth to protect our child,” 

Wrae said.

 Tucson police reports following up on the molestation claims after the shootings were excluded from trial.

"That's not this case," the judge told the lawyers before they gave their re-arguments.

McGinley admitted throughout the trial the defendant had a reasonable belief to think his son had been 

molested."

"If you don't have sympathy for the Renterias then perhaps you should have your emotions checked," 

McGinley said. "What we're asking you to do is tell this man you have compassion for him but you can't 

act that way."

A verdict was announced about an hour after the jury returned to deliberate.
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