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STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY, TO WIT:

The State of Maryland vs PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP

charged with the crime of Rape 1lst degree, etc.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CRIMINAL INFORMATION

The above entitled case having been referred to Sandra A.

O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County, and the

said State's Attorney for Baltimore County having fully

investigated said case after it had been referred to her as

aforesaid, now comes into said Court and for and on behalf

of the
and be
County
of our
County

Lay in

State of Maryland gives the Court here to understand
informed that PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP late of Baltimore

aforesaid, on the 25th day of September, in the year
Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-eight, at Baltimore
aforesaid, did unlawfully commit a rape upon Michelle
violation of Art. 27, Sec. 462, of the Annotated Code

of Maryland; contrary to the form of the Act of Assembly in

such case made and provided, and against the peace,

government and dignity of the State.
(Rape - 1lst degree - Art. 27, Sec. 462)




SECOND COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
said year, in the County aforesaid, did unlawfully commit a
rape upon Michelle Lay in violation of Art. 27, Sec. 463, of
the Annotated Code of Maryland; contrary to the form of the
Act of Assembly in such case made and provided, and against
the peace, government and dignity of the State.

(Rape - 2nd degree - Art. 27, Sec. 463)

THIRD COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
said year, in the County aforesaid, did unlawfully commit a
sexual offense upon Michelle Lay in violation of Art. 27,
Sec. 464B, of the Annotated Code of Maryland; contrary to
the form of the Act of Assembly in such case made and
provided, and against the peace, government and dignity of
the State.

(Sexual Offense - 3rd degree - Art. 27, Sec. 464B)




FOURTH COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
said year, in the County aforesaid, unlawfully did make an
assault upon Michelle Lay; against the peace, government and
dignity of the State.

(Assault - common law)

FIFTH COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
said year, in the County aforesaid, unlawfully did batter
Michelle Lay; against the peace, government and dignity of
the State.

(Battery - common law)




SIXTH COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
said year, in the County aforesaid, feloniously committed
burglary, in the night time, of the dwelling of Michelle
Lay, situated 3813 Bayville Rd., 21220; contrary to the form
of the Act of Assembly in such case made and provided, and
against the peace, government and dignity of the State.
(Burglary - common law and Art. 27, Secs. 29, 30, 31)

SEVENTH COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
said year, in the County aforesaid, did steal underwear and
slip, being the property and services of Michelle Lay having
a value of less than Three Hundred ($300.00) dollars, an act
constituting Theft, in violation of Art. 27, Sec. 342, of
the Annotated Code of Maryland; contrary to the form of the
Act of Assembly in such case made and provided, and against
the peace, government and dignity of the State.

(Theft less than $300 - Art. 27, Sec. 342)




TO

THE PERSON CHARGED:

This paper charges you with committino a crime.

If you have been arrested, you have the right to have a
judicial officer decide whether you should be released
from jail until your trial.

YOU'have‘the right to have a lawyer.

A lawyer can be helpful to you by:

(A) explaining the charges in this paper;"

(B) telling you the possible penalties;

(C) helping you at trial;

(D) helping you protect your constitutional rights; and
(E) helping you to get a fair penalty if convicted.

Even if you plan to plead guilty, a lawyer can be helpful.
If you want a lawyer but do not have the money to hire'one,
the Public Defender may provide a lawyer for you. The
court clerk will tell you how to contact the Public
Defender.

If you want a lawyer but you cannot get one and the
Public Defender will not provide one for you, contact
the court clerk as soon as possible.

DO NOT WAIT UNTIL THE DATE OF YOUR TRIAL TO GET A LAWYER.
If you do not have a lawyer before the trial date, you

may have to go to trial without one.

§%—¢/ﬁ: / [/(fwu&///

The State's Attorney for Baltimore County
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STATE OF MARYLAND

Vs -
PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP (Baltimore County Detention Center)
BCI#87663 DOB 4-8-43
ADDRESS: 1911 Robinwood Rd., 21222
STATEMENT OF CHARGES: 661334C2
OFFENSE REPORT NO. G272263
CHARGE: Rape 1lst degree, etc.
CRIMINAL INFORMATION

a
WITNESSES: R
Michelle Lay \\
Charles Lay \\\

3813 Bayville Rd., 21220 P

Clyde Kreppel

3815 Bayville Rd., 21220
John Jarman

3816 Bayville Rd., 21220
Det. Ford #2514

Sex Crimes

FILE By 3 ¢ 1999




STATE OF MARYLAND » IN THE CERCHIT COURT

Vs & FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

Paul Howard Inskeep o

® % % % % % * % % % ® * % * * * * * * % * %k * * * % * % %k * * *k % * % * *

STATE'S AUTOMATIC DISCOVERY
AND REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY

Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County,
and Michael A. Pulver , Assistant State's Attorney, and in compliance
with Rule 4-263(a) of the Maryland Rules of Procedure, say the following:

1. Any information known to the State at this time which tends to
negate the guilt of the Defendant as to the offense charged or which tends
to reduce his punishment therefore is attached hereto. If no such attachment
is included, no such information is known to the State at this time.

2. Any relevant material or information regarding whether the State
used a search and seizure, wire tape or eavesdrop in gathering evidence in
this case is attached hereto.

3. /x / The Defendant made no statements or confessions, oral or
written, which are known to the State at the present time.

/ / The Defendant made a written statement or confession, the
copy of which is attached hereto.

/~ / The Defendant made an oral statement or confession, the
substance of which is as follows:

4. /X% The Defendant has not, at this time, been identified by a
pre-trial identification procedure.

/ / The Defendant was identified (at lineup/by photograph/
other ) by the following witnesses:

(Name) (Date)

5. Upon notice to the State, the Defendant may inspect the contents
of the State's file in this case, excluding those items otherwise privileged
by law.




The State requests that the following discovery be provided by the
Defendant in accordance with Rule 4-263(d):

1. That the State be allowed to inspect and copy all written reports
made in connection with this case by each expert which the Defendant intends
+o call as a witness at trial and that the Defendant furnish the State with
the substance of any oral report and conclusion made in connection with this
case by an expert the Defendant intends to use at trial.

2. That the Defendant furnish the State wi*th the name and address of
any alibi witness the Defendant intends to call as a witness. The crime

occurred on 9/25/88 at 3813 Bayville Road. Baltimore County 21220.

3. Upon request of the State, the defendant shall:

(a) Appear in a line-up for identification;

(b) Speak for identification;

(c) Be fingerprinted;

(d) Pose for photographs not involving reenactment of a scene;

{e) Try on articles of clothing;

(f) Permit the taking of specimens of material under his fingernails
(g) Permit the taking from his body of samples of blood, hair and

other material involving no unreasonable intrusion upon his
person;

(h) Provide specimens of his handwriting;
(1) Submit to reasonable physical or mental examination;

as provided for in Rule 4-263(d).

S L LB L

SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
State's Attorney for Baltimore County

Assistant State's Attorney

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of this aforegoing State's Automatic

Discovery and Request for Discovery was attached to the above indictment
- when delivered to the Defendant.

ER

LS 4,

Assistant State's Attorney
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CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

Sunedmevhndv& Faul Howard Inskeep Case No, H9CR3AOEH
; . L. 0. NO.
State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: . 0. %. April 8, 1943

TO: Harden: Raltimore County Det. Center
Kenilworth + RBosley Ave.

- Baltimore, MO 21204
You are hereby COMMANDED TO H-’-‘NC' e before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Boli ‘.Awﬁrmeﬁawson Maryland, on June 7, 198% at
09:1% A.M. the body of Paul\Howaid Inskeer for ARRAIGNMENT, unless
wour counsel enters an appedardnge u1 U?if.i_f} 4

in this writ.

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

Issued:  June %, 1789 ow ot/ (}N" ;

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Gircuit Court for Baltimore County

L
e

Per =7 X~ Deputy
RETURN OF SERVICE- )

NATE DEFENDANT SERVED WITH WRIT & CHARGING DOCUMENT:
naTE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

3 /0n or hefore the time gpecified



L~101

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towson, Maryland 21204

Bistvict:Court CagaNo: . oo o odl o o

CageNG: 5. iy B D TR
i .

RErs iRy Ty Al M

REPORT OF PRISONER BROUGHT TO COURT FOR TRIAL

FROM: SUZANNE MENSH, Clerk
TO: THE SHERIFF OF BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

Name Of Prisoner ___._______ JJ;;LL__j.'i."«;&é[.[‘.--lﬁﬁ.‘_kf_"_l./; __________________________
Date Of Trial - __o———-—_ e L1908 _ uage ... e
Blry Do | e N A (1 Lot S 0 T R TS e e N 16 OGN = i S sl
DISPOSITION:

A, Sentenced ToBepamtnent O Compectiond - & - 0o 0 o ol et g s e A

B. Sentenced To Baitimore County Detention Center _ __ . ______________

@Lemanded To Baltimore County Detention Center __________________

Probation Report Of Psychiatric Evaluation

Do Rltede e BroBalian Bt - o R i E i SR L T
Length Of Probation

E. Sentenced To Baltimore County Detention Center Work Release Recommended . ____________
Porolel i e s e R e S e

G Nobres oL e Eaflgn

H. )Arraignment __________ {/_-_: _______

EToalCoptmwed e oo o= o0 ol

Jo A Prial Pesmoned st e b i s D

K NaikBowsleg .ol ey IR

L. Defendant Released From This Case Only.

Release In Transit.

SUZANNE MENSH, CLERK

Deputy Clerk



msnéoc.A : = RELATED (I:ASES 7 TRACKING NUMBER vv Os
- 6 6133 4 C2
COMPLAINANT DEFENDANT
NAME (LAST, AIRST, M1.) TITLE NAME (LAST, FIRST, M..) TITLE
Ford Karen Det Inskeep, Sr., Paul H
AGENCY_‘ 3 SUB-AGENCY 1.D. NO. (POLICE) 1.D. NO. RACE SEX[HT. WT. D.0.B. (MM/DD/YY)
AE Ciid 254 2 M|6-2 250 4-8-43
OCA RAIR OTHER DESCRIPTION
G272263
[WORK TELEPHONE HOME TELEPHONE WORK TELEPHONE HOME TELEPHONE
( )
ADDRESS APT. NO. A(DDRESS ) ( ) APT. NO.
1911 Robinwood Rd
cITY STATE ZIP CODE cITY STATE ZIP CODE
Balto. Md 21999
INITIAL APPEARANCE

Bd Advised of right to preliminary hearing

Preliminary Hearing [ was [J was not requested.
[J Released on own Recog. [ Supervised by/Custody of
Bail $_RENIED (Full; 222 %; without collateral security)

e 5o11= 29 & Jia0 P,

O Juvenile Waiver
[ Released on own Recog—No probable cause for arrest
opy of charges provided [] Copy not provided
Defendant advised of right to counsel [ Undecided
[ waived [ Employ own counsel [ Public Defender

Judge/Comm,/Qy/ //iﬁ ZZ M Date. é/// 3 //’ 9
1.D.#
BAIL  Posted O cash [ Corporate [ Property
3 DATE o Judge/Comm./Clerk I.D. #
- BAIL REVIEW PRELIMINARY HEARING
5 Bail to Remain the Same. % Reduced to. i Requested/Waived State's Attomey Notified
é; increased to & - ROR Linascured Represented by Counselz. Counsel Waived_
// 0/ /UA/ ; ) : Probable Cause/Defen. Held Bond/Recog. Continued
g Advised def. of Right to Counsel . [1 Received copy of charges Bail Set $ . Full o Committed in Default
D Judge Date. No Probable gayse/Dj 8 issed/Defendant Released i
Judge . S F Da
< PRELIMINARY INQUIRY C.D.Fi Cu'cunt Court 2 34-5} Papers Forwarded 5
; \LLAdvised def. of Right to Counsel ] Received copy of charges o Ai
NN ﬂ(\l \N ?gferred to Public Defender — Waived Counsel DATE o et
e & QL, Will Retain Own Counsel Dismissed For Lack of Pmsecuhon__weﬁ-_gg‘.,g
:vU i Q,Q Judge Date. Judge. : s
e \‘;(‘*\ 0 No charging document having been filed in Circuit Court, the charges are dismissed. {
AV o \ [ After hearing in presence of Defendant and a fmdmg of good cause, the time is e; &
\,LL A for State's Attorney’s action. £
ﬁ Date Jugs
o PRETRIAL STA U - ’3&
}’V Bond/Recog. Recog. |Bench Warrant ail Def. Sur. |Forf/ Bddken?} Previous Bail
/ ﬁ}/ ; FTA Date Forfeited Revoked Issued Amt. |by Surety |Wai.H¢call stated
23 :
s sz"\ T WA
)
oate ETLED w189 o .Lﬁ* |5

N

COURT APPEARANCE Q’
[0 The Court made certain that defendant received a copy of the charging document, informed defendant of right toc rtance of
c

assistance of counsel. Advised defendant of nature of charges and allowable penalties including mandatory or minimum, aiver inquiry
if defendant wants to waive counsel, and if continued advised defendant that at next appearance, appearing without counsel could be a waiver.

Date Judge
O Defendant appeared without counsel. Meritorious reason. Case continued.



e

Defense Counsel ﬁ,t{tﬂ% S({%M ................. Defendant Z:J/{ﬁé‘{/&z ’ﬂ k/ 'Z/

................................... feeeceseccsscssnsascosssccccsccvens

State’s Attorney

.........................................................................

TRIAL No. of Charges... 5.
[ Express Waiver of Counsel. Court determined after examination that defendant knowingly and voluntarily waived right to counsel.
[0 Defendant appeared without counsel. No meritorious reason. Court determined that defendant waived counsel.

.........................................................................

[0 Defendant appeared with counsel [ Private [ Public Defender aJtp O Jury Trial Waived

Charge 11 Z o 20 /<7 AR: O Non-CJIS _ Art/Sec:2 - ¥52. Code: /~//03
Amended: - Art/Sec: Code:

Max Sentence: PLEA: ONP [OStet Verdict O PSI Ordered: ~ Sub Curia Until:
FINES.......cceueuee GBI, .oovvesonssin CICED.....cocon ceins EIBLE. . voasesionste RESTITUTIONS............... 1090 A s e e
Sentence: ODOC [OLocal Commencing: Credit time awaiting trial:

Suspended Sentence: Probation time: [ Supervised [ Unsupervised
Conditions: .......... - Creumasusneanes s Tutnassnatsoenonraerrs st arasasenstrn st e seseee
) Date Judge B

Charge #2,/ %U/,; /*/': éjﬁ ko AR: O Non-CJIS  Art/Sec: 2/ / Code: /-2 2o
Amended: ' Art/Sec: Code:
Max Sentence: PLEA: ONP [IStet Verdict [0 PSIOrdered: ~ Sub Curia Untik:
FINED oo eceioesness COSED. cocsessssastse RIGES. . coeersinees SHSD..co00en osense MESTITUTIGINNS: oo reneness 10 feeeee-
Sentence: ODOC [OLocal Commencing: - Credit time awaiting trial:
Suspended Sentence: Probation time: ' [ Supervised [ Unsupervised
I R IO s e aesaitonciancarsebennninsy chonasre (asoetensennane rs o ontas e n N asoasees soatasnenvesssnnasastrsensathsnaasasnsstsastasses oasoonesessessoonentssans LT
- Date Jua.é'e
Charge #3 AR: O Non-CJIS  Art/Sec: Code:
Amended: Art/Sec: Code:
Max Sentence: PLEA: ONP [OStet Verdict [ PSI Ordered:  Sub Curia Until:
FINES....cocineeeess COST:S, CICF:$ SUS:$. RESTITUTION:$ 105...
Sentence: ODOC [OlLlocal Commencing: Credit time awaiting trial:
Suspended Sentence: | Probation time: [ Supervised [ Unsupervised
Conditions:
T ENTRY
: w-k.wc“...:----....-. eescccsssccsscee oo
Sy P
PE00000000000000000000S al
Date Ju
20 S
[ Defendant Advised of Right of Appeal. Upon Perfecting of Appeal, [1 Sentence to be stayed ‘“@ o Continue;
[ Present Bond to Continue; (1 Appeal Bond in Amount of $.............to be Required; [ Sentence RE] Oher.........ooce
..... (If Sentence is Satisfied Prior to Perfecting o Bond Required.)
- % \.1&
Date \“'{u e ] \
Bond forfeiture entered as judgment in the amount of $......ccceeueeeneeennenn. R v cvsnsnninnsnisansis wi r ftb of forfeiture and
costs and liens filed in Circuit Court. Docket entries forwarded to Bail Bond Commissioner, if any, and ‘& y and Chief
Clerk. 4,
o Date’ Clerk
Indictment filed. Papers forwarded t0 CirCUIt COUM .....ceeeeereereereeecsereemmsneesessssssassssesssssssssessnssssssasassssssensasasnsnssssssssssssssasnnnns (Date)
Defendant Notified of Nolle Pros/Stet......ceeeeeeeereneeneencennnnn (Date)
REELS _ DATE _ START _END ] Noidooriion ied oo ot
1 Shwees "13\38 2900, - I




City/County

............................................. Case No- ®eR334662 - . -

Defendant

1911 Robinwood Rd

Address

AR.. . £9-€320  (code 1-1103 Balto. Md 21222

e TR e, T RS e I

Arresting Officer’s Agency, Sub-Agency, I1.D.

AR Code. 1-2200 cc# 6272263

ARREST WARRANT ON CHARGING DOCUMENT

STATE OFMkRdiaNn - & TR gReaR. . . s , City/County:
TO ANY PEACE OFFICER, Greetings:

YOU ARE ORDERED to arrest and bring before a judicial officer the above-named Defendant as soon as practicable
and without unnecessary delay. If a judicial officer is not readily available, this Warrant shall authorize the prisoner’s deten-
tion until compliance is had with Rule 4-212 and the arresting officer is authorized and required to comply with Rule 4-212.

IF THE DEFENDANT IS NOT IN CUSTODY FOR ANOTHER OFFENSE,
X Ynitial appearance is to be held in county in which Warrant was issued.
[] Initial appearance is to be held in county in which Defendant is arrested.

IF DEFENDANT IS IN CUSTODY FOR ANOTHER OFFENSE, this Warrant is to be lodged as a detainer for the con-
tinued detention of the Defendant for the offense charged in the charging document. When the Defendant is served with a

copy of the charging document and Warrant, the Defendant shall be taken before icial officer of the District Court.
4=12-
Tsugd. .. o Sorges 89 .................................... . Ts &% “‘D% ............
Date
S B e e e
Name of Law Enforcement Agency for Service
RETURN OF SERVICE
j( Y certifyithateaie = o A o o o’clock AM on 4,38q v pe e
Date
R, A 'Rob» 7\0&0@& RO( AL -9\;{& ........................ , I executed this Arrest Warrant by

Place

arresting the Defendant and delivered a copy of the Statement of Charges to the Defendant.

[J I left a copy of the Warrant and Charging Document as a detainer for the continued detention of the Defendant at:

LN

........ > ec:(-\s:(_,

Title

DC/CR 6 (Rev.10/86) ARREST WARRANT ON CHARGING DOCUMENT

COURT COPY



DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR

LOCATED AT (C?URT ADDRESS) ’ d '
{111 Allegheney Ave ] RELATED CR/TR (_ASE
5 : B , 3 - X' ~ = N,
":8133402 66133 02 lwxicey‘, Ol ey Paui o
R *_ | 86133402
Eug; Karen Jet Légzéc;, S;., Paul 31
Al Cid 2514 : 2 n:.u*‘{. 240 Geu=45
‘ 6272265
1954 &uquwucu Rd
%Ja;Lu. rid o 7
; COMMITMENT / PROBATION 3
(661334C2 66133402 || eB13340C2

& 41»@ﬁﬁ§§§k@@@4ﬁﬂﬂg§g:;..«aiﬂxi:a:~~1wwn,m*‘hwxfﬁ"

UPON THE FACTS CONTAINED IN THE APPLICATION OF (NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT)

IT IS FORMALLY GHARGED THAT THE DEFENDANT o R TR
MDCCS ON OR ABOUT (DATE
1 1103 ¥XAXRR 9-25—88 3813 Bayv1lle Rd
did SZ%S@%?%% vaginal intercourse with Michelle L Lay, by force against the

will and without the consent of the victim, and committed said act in connectfon

with the breaking and entering of a dwelling house

IN VIOLATION OF:

MD ANN. CODE, ART. 27+ sec. 462 ;[Jeommon taw o mo; ~ [eue. LocaL Law, arr. SEC.
AGAINST THE PEACE,
[CJcoMAR or acency cope No. ;[_Joroinance no. N T s
MDCCS ON OR ABOUT (DATE) AT (PLACE)
2['1=2200" g 5= 88 3813 Bayville Rd

did break and enter, in the nighttime, the dwelling house of Michelle L Lay

located at 3813 Bayville Rd 21220, with the intent to commit a felony therein

IN VIOLATION OF:

E]MD ANN. CODE, ART. SEC. @COMMON-LAW OF MD; DPUR LOCAL LAW, ART. SEC.
AGAINST THE PEACE,
DCOMAR OR AGENCY CODE NO. ;DORDINANCE NO. i g%\ﬁ'?v %iNIHzNgTATE £

[CJcONTINUED ON ATTACHED SHEET (FORM DC/CR 3A)

DATE TIME W ~
( 547/7/9€9~ §Z’ﬁ3;¢%Af = .<g;i;;2222i%§§fi;zi:;19
FORM DC/CR 3 (1-89) ?OURT COPY/ 5 /5




NOTICE OF ADVICE OF RIGHT TO COUNSEL

TO THE PERSON CHARGED:
1. This paper charges you with committing a crime.
2. If you have been arrested, you have the right to have a judicial officer decide whether you should be released
from jail until your trial. '
3. You have the right to have a lawyer.
4. A lawyer can be helpful to you by:
(A) explaining the charges in this paper;
(B) telling you the possible penalties;
(C) helping you at trial;
(D) helping you protect your constitutional rights;
and
(E) helping you to get a fair penalty if convicted.
: 5. Even if you plan to plead guilty, a lawyer can be helpful.
%« . 6. If you want a lawyer but do not have the money to hire one, the Public Defender may provide a lawyer
" for you. The court clerk will tell you how to contact the Public Defender.
7. If you want a lawyer but you cannot get one and the Public Defender will not provide one for you, contact
the court clerk as soon as possible.
8. DO NOT WAIT UNTIL THE DATE OF YOUR TRIAL TO GET A LAWYER. If you do not have a lawyer
before the trial date, you may have to go to trial without one.

RECEIPT

I have read or have had read to me the contents of the above notice and acknowledge receipt of a copy thereof.




DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR. BALTIMORE. COUNTY ...
City/County
Located at 111 Alleghaney Ave. 21204 e i S N R
Court Address
COMPLAINANT DEFENDANT
Detective Raren Ford . . ... IR ol v e o S S
Name (Print) Name : (Print)
400 Kentiwprth Drive = e i Lol Bl N
: A-ddress ............... (Number .a.n(‘! .S'tl:eet-) Address : (Number and Street)
Towson, Maryland 21204  887-2223 e
¢ Eil.y: 'Sia.le',.a.n'd. leCode .................... T e.le.ph<.>r.1e ; City, State, and Zip Code Telephone
A e i s 2514 R . ANy I
Agency, Sub-Agency, and 1.D.# (Officer Only)
DEFENDANT’S DESCRIPTION: Driver’s License# L=521-676=313-275  Sex. M. Race. W.. Ht6/2
TR T st Eyes. .BEN. . .. Complexion. Fair poB:. 4/8/43
e DY PR O O3 T . e R o R L e e N I R

APPLICATION FOR STATEMENT OF CHARGES

I, the undersigned, apply for a statement of charges and a summons or warrant which may lead to the

arrest of the above-named Defendant because on or about.... Sunday, September .2.5.'[.) 1988at ggigo}érs
: ate 2 .
at...3833. Bayville Read, Balte, Co, Md, 21220 . . , the above-named Defendant

" (Concise statement of facts showing that there is probable cause to believe, that a crime has been commitied gnd {h'i’ilg{{r bé%ﬁgﬁ%ég}%ﬁr{igé' ;';i.:'l';.e' o

called out, and a male voice answered " Don't worry. I won't hurt you.

T A S i SRR T O R T T T S e SRS S TSI e S R S e I.D

I solemnly affirm under the penalties of perjury that the contents of this Application are true to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief.

3}
4/12/89 m
......................... B o a1 511 4o i A o (=

I understand that a charging document has been issued and that I must appear for trial [ on

Officer’s Signature

Date

G Rl o R , [ when notified by the Clerk, at the Court location shown at the top of this form.

7 S . Applicant’s Signat
[JT declined to issue a charging document because of lack of probable cause. sk Sl

......................................................................................

Date Commissioner

DC/CR 1 (Rev. 11/85) (See Reverse Side)
COURT



NOTICE TO APPLICANT FOR A CHARGING DOCUMENT ' @ "~

i
IS5 0918

You are makmg an apphcatron for a chargmg document which may lead to the arrest and detentton ol}fhe
individual you are charging«If; asa result of your application, a charging documentis.issued Bythecommissioner,
it will not be possible for the commissioner to withdraw the document The charge may only be dlsposed of by
trial or by action of the State’s Attorney. = = ¢ s A e s

-‘You-will be requrred to appear at the trial as a witness. Failure to appear on the date set by the court could
result in your arrest for fatlure to obey a court order. ; ¥

The apphcatron wh ch you have filed has been filed under oath.” Article 27, Section 15 1, of the Annotatetf
Code of Maryland provides that any-person who’makes a false statement or report of a crime or-causes such
false report or statement to be made to any official or agency of this State, knowmg the same, or any ‘Mmatéria
part thereof, to be false and with intent that such official or agency investigate, consider or take action in connec-
tion with;such statement or report, shall be subject to-a fine of not,more than $500; or be-imprisoned: not:more:]

than six months or be both fined and lmprlsoned 1n the drscretlon of the court ’l
old S );}‘111 Q) inl LGN

mation is adequate, your apphcat;!o.?\ should clearly state the followmg

TATZ ROY ITADLI99A
5id s, WHO?, aagiziob
: Identlfy the accused (the person you are complalmng about), and ldentxfy yourself |
. 3 BOC 18 191 | 334 avVOGE Sn
& ¥ WHEN? -
; ‘zh “The time, day, month and year of the offense
3 WI'IERE? sbhas #1 1sdy bag ':'?Mh D% i | )ln:tJ & g

The exact address and street, the city, county and state where the offense happened Also state whether‘
the offense happened in a private home or in some public place. B -X:

4, WHAT? ' : :
State exactly what was done to you. For example: if property ‘was taken, describe it and its value; or,
if property was damaged or destroyed, indicate the original cost of the item or its replacement value If
you do not know the exact value, estimate it as accurately as possrble

5. WHY?
The facts you give must show the acensed mtended to cbmmrt a criminal act.

! 6 HOW? ‘ £113 ." G '., ‘{) 65 o). { "’;"/‘. :';} L. ) ( 1 iy ] l:x xr’r: i)'a/ ‘ 3 ) ll ‘: ‘4 "b i .:
" ~How:-the accused commltted the offense .For example, if you were physrcally assaulted were you struck
with a fist;"a flat hand, kicked, or pushed, or were you struck with an object; such as a club or pipe,
etc.? If property was taken, how did the accused get it? If it was destroyed.or damaged, how did the accuss;~

ed cause the damage?

IS0I221 IO oD s M. . ol

et e At. the top Qﬁ the, am};ls:r-mmtY you, Wlll noqu(a space marked “‘DESCRIPTION."” The rmfm:matlml in
this space refers to the accused. It is important that you furnish as much: of this as possible so that the
may be easlly identified.

If you need further assistance in completing your application, please feel free to ask the commissioner.
flo Isitt 10t 183qqge teutn [ igds bas baweei nsed 28d tnsmusoh gnigisdd 8 sl basi2isbny

Jm101 2ind 10 gOJ ol 8 awone noHsI0! 1 31} 8 191 9111 VO DSil

NOTICE 'EO APPLICANT FOR A CHARGING DOCUMENT

89 SIORTO o dosl 1o saus o 8 9w22i o1 banilosh

(2bi2 9213798 592) (28\{1 .vo5D) I 22\DQ




Defendant’s Name. . . .. Paul Hovward.  Tnskeep f-8r, . .. .o...i0i ha. Case'No,. ..G=@TDAER . ....c.v... ..
CONTINUATION SHEET

APPLICATION FOR STATEMENT OF CHARGES/STATEMENT OF PROBABLE CAUSE

(2) .(Cont.)..rust.colored,.suade,..work=type..gloves.,...She. described. his .stance....
..as-being.forward, . rounded. shoulders.and..she.believed. him.to .be..in. his .thirties
.......... The -man.-approached . her,..and. Ms...Lay.yelled.."Nao!"repeatedly,..and. s1lid.
..to..the..far.side.of .her. bed....The. man .grabbed. .her.and..pulled .her.back..ta.the
.other-side.of -the.bed...-He stated.-".Jl.won't .hurt. you....I1f..you.don't .go..along
..with-.me, - -I'1ll.tie..you .up."... He.tore.off. her.underpants..and.raised. . her........
..ndightgown..above. hex..breasts,..then.lied.on.top.of. her....He..removed..the.glove
..from- -his . -right..hand..and.fondled .her.right .breast.as.he..held her.wrists..down
..with--his-left.hand,...-He.-attempted.to.kiss .her,..and..she .noticed .he..was.......
..unshaven.and..had .a.full.mustache.....He..repeatedly. told. her. he. wouldn't hurt
..her-and.-he.would.tie. her..up....He..unfastened. his..brawn..leather.belt,..unzipped
..and - lowered .-his. pants....He.then.put. his..finger.in .her.vagina.....He..penetrated
.-her.vagina-with. his..penis,--but.had.difficulty. maintaining..an..erection....Ms.
..Lay-told-him-.she .would..rather..die. than.cooperate,..that.she. was..only. .21.(years
T R W R O SO R RS et s (S ST ORI e ol e S
---------- The -man--got -up--and-told. her..not.to..tell .anyone..... The..man..left. taoward.
.-the-dining.-room, - located .at..the.rear.of..the. house,..and .Ms....Lay .heard..the.

--sliding--glass- GO ESenar - BIan  GIGIEEE. . . n e e s LR e s s et b s e S

............... T A /LO IR T N

Applicant’s Signature

DC/CR 1A (Rev. 5/85) COURT COPY



Defendant’s Name...Paul. Howaxd Inskeep, . STe..o.oivinininaon... Cee N, ode o oo O At

CONTINUATION SHEET

APPLICATION FOR STATEMENT OF CHARGES/STATEMENT OF PROBABLE CAUSE

- R While.in.the. residence,..the man . removed the kitchen telephone. from. it's
recelver,. disahling. .the telephone in Ms. Lay's hedrooma. ......coovvviiivniiiiiannnn..

.......... Ms...Lay.naoticed.a. tube. of Blistex.lip.balm missing,. but. the remainder
..0f.the house.did .not.appear..ta.have.been.disturbed.............. L e
.......... On.February..8,..1989. Det.. Ford executed.a.Search. .and. Seizure warrant ..
..at.the. .residence. .of. . the defendant,..to. seaxch for. items..related to. this......
~of fende, as .well as several otbher rapes and buglanies.. . ... ... .. .. i iiveiveiais
.viewed. .the.items..seized.from.the..residence.....She.identified a.pair.Qf .......
..underpants.and..a .slip. .as. being. her .property,. having. been.taken from her. ...
..residence..without. her knowledge .nox.consenk,...Ms, Lay.went home. and..........
.verified.the. underpants.and. slip..she believed.were. hers. were missing. from.
..the .residence.... She. .had woxn.these..items. recently .priox. te.this. offense,...
and - had been. lesking. far the items slnce. the offenge. .. ... ... . iiiiiiiiiiininn:
.......... A .pair..of..rust..colored.. suade,. . work=type. .glaoves.were. seized. during..the
..search .af..the.defendant's. residence.... Ms. Lay. .believed. the..gloves .were.......
L eimieler. o Ehel oncs - worn. b Rer meRad JamB et it i e e e s D =

The .defendant.is..6/2,..210..1hs..,..with.a.protruding.abdomen,..and .foxward,

____________ s e R

Date

DC/CR 1A (Rev. 5/85) COURT COPY
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Defendant’s Name. . .... Paul Howard 4 Ins keep, : Sr' .................. Case No

CONTINUATION SHEET

APPLICATION FOR STATEMENT OF CHARGES/STATEMENT OF PROBABLE CAUSE
(4) (Cont.) rounded shoulders. The defedant had a full mustache until at

- R B G, e, WO L UERL R R a0

4/12/89

DC/CR 1A (Rev. 5/85) S con



STATE OF MARYLAND VS s G NNt
{3 Cl‘l]l‘ll

............. G 17 Mt A A et ..

Address

INITIAL APPEARANCE REPORT (Rule 4-213)

I hereby certify that when the above named Defendant was brought before me for his initial appearance, I:

O RELEASED Defendant on personal recognizance due to a finding of no probable cause for the warrantless arrest.

ﬂ\INFORMED Defendant of each offense with which he is charged and of the allowable penalties, including mandatory
penalties, if any.

O PROVIDED Defendant with a copy of the charging document since Defendant did not already have one.

O ADVISED Defendant that copy of Charging Document is not available, but will be provided as soon as possible and
gave Defendant a copy of the Notice of Advice of Right to Counsel.

& REQUIRED Defendant to read or O READ to Defendant, the Notice of Advice of Right to Counsel.

43 ADVISED Defendant that if he appears for trial without a lawyer, the Court could determine that he has waived counsel
and proceed to trial with Defendant unrepresented by a lawyer.

B, ADVISED Defendant that he is charged with a felony that is not within the jurisdiction of the District Court; that he
has a right to have a preliminary hearing by a request made now or within ten days; that failure to make a timely
request will result in a waiver of such hearing.

O Defendant requests preliminary hearing. [ It is scheduled for....................ooooii
O Clerk will notify him of date. (] Defendant waives preliminary hearing.4X¥ Defendant defers election. A/ 2—C Az
Pretrial Release Determination (Rule 4-216) . / 2

On the basis of information available to and developed by me Il HAVE DETERMINED:

A That Defendant is not eligible for release under [J Art. 27, Sec. 616 1/2 | Art. 27, Sec. 638 B of the Maryland Code.

O That Defendant may be released on his personal recognizance because:

[ He is not charged with an offense for which the maximum penalty is death or life imprisonment.

O It will reasonably assure his appearance.

O All the charges against the Defendant are nonjailable offenses.

That release rsonal, recognizance will not reasonably ensurgsthe appearance of the Defendant agrequired because .......

BT L oo e 5

’

O The following condition(s) are imposed:
Dot e e e s e e GMSRTGR R R i WO ESIEel ea
who agree to supervise him and assist in ensuring his appearance in court.
S e T e T e e ettt s B TR CORRSeee ee  SIBRIOR et

s ecicn s iendant o the following TEREHEHONE ... .. .. ... ciiiisiasiesinnnsseesiuoysosaisiin s satads b ot ares n o ssd bodumnssbabiins o vusbas

4. required a bail bond in the amount of $ ... AN B e , on the following condition(s):
O without collateral security.
O with collateral security equal in value to the greater of $25.00 or ........... % of the full penalty amount, to wit:$ ...........

to be satisfied by depositing the required amount in cash or certified check, or the pledging of intangible property
approved by the Court. :

O with collateral security equal in value to the full penalty amount to be satisfied by depositing the required amount
in cash, by certified check, by pledging intangible property approved by the Court, by encumbering real estate,
and/or with the obligation of a corporation which is an insurer, or other surety, in the full penalty amount.

I INFORMED THE DEFENDANT: i

1. that a condition of ANY release is that Defendant appear for hearing and/or trial as directed by the Court.

2. that a warrant for his arrest will be issued if he violates the condition(s) of release; that if the recognizance or bail bond is forfeited and
he willfully fails to surrender himself within 30 days following the forfeiture, he may be charged and fined not more than $5,000 or imprisoned
for not more than 5 years or both, if given in connection with a felony charge, or charged and fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned
not more than 1 year or both, if given in connection with a misdemeanor charge; that he may be cited for contempt of court.

3. that he must notify the Court in writing of any change of address or, telephope numbe
LA WL ﬂiﬁk%% ...... L

Receipt
I have ﬂ read [J had read to me the offense with which I am charged, the conditions of release, the penalty for violation of the

conditions of release, the Notice of Advice of Right to Counsel, and I knowled&:w a Zﬂ_hereof. I have been informed that
the trial date/preliminary inquiry/preliminary hearing date is ... /ﬂ ....................... esAat. (... A ot AR oy o’clock

Date Signature of Custodian

DC/CR 7 (Rev. 1/88)




NOTICE OF ADVICE OF RIGHT TO COUNSEL

TO THE PERSON CHARGED:
1. This paper charges you with committing a crime.

2. If you have been arrested, you have the right to haye a judicial officer decide whether you should be
released from jail until your trial.
3. You have the right to have a lawyer.
4. A lawyer can be helpful to you by:
(A) explaining the charges in this paper;
(B) telling you the possible penalties;
(C) helping you at trial;
(D) helping you protect your constitutional rights;
and -
(E) helping you to get a fair penalty if convicted.
5. Even if you plan to plead guilty, a lawyer can be helpful. s
6. If you want a lawyer but do not have the money to hire one, the Public Defender may provide a lawyer
for you. The court clerk will tell you how to contact the Public Defender.
7. If you want a lawyer but you cannot get one and ‘the Public Defender will not provide one for you,
contact the court clerk as soon as possible.
8. DO NOT WAIT UNTIL THE DATE OF YOUR TRIAL TO GET A LAWYER. If you do not have
a lawyer before the trial date, you may have to go to trial without one. :



A\

s }F : »—‘3 / s %
DISTRICT COUR. J MARYLAND FOR ... .. NET T TP o ik A
V | //; f'/- l' / P U] / /;l o - "’7-‘/» { ."\i} o / e C Ci’/guzy - —\(, (/I -
Located at..../' fon o i ol : - .CaseNe.. ¥ o) 3 It X

STATE OF MARYLAND

EDNo. ............. T S A e Y i SR R, S R e ’.::l:e.l.c;l-u';;llc“.
: COMMITMENT PENDING HEARING -

TO: x y 7 AN

who is charged with the offense(s) of Pt E ,‘vf-'ﬁ—L ,./.I L fff.."'.‘.’.i“‘%’;i“.?;f; B e 7%, SRR (L R
E’Ttrdefault s . e eeED bail (........ — % acceptable).
B OO SRR IR ................. i e i e de e s e oA and Defendant is committed
O SR R RN I i S bl ... % acceptable).
O Having been surrendered by bondsman,bond of $.................................. to continue.

YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to:
O Transfer the Defendant to the jail or detention Center in..........................................oiiiiiieiiiiieiiieni.,
............................................................................... county/city. If the Defendant has not been transferred prior
to the next session of court, and has not had a bail review, he is to be brought before the court in your
county for bail reveiw.
O Produce the Defendant:
O for further review before a judicial officer of the District Court for ...
.................................. e cp e R S R e M TR MOIENG < SLES. IS
Maryland, within 30  60* days if before that time the Defendant has not posted the bail or been arrested

on a warrant of the Governor of Maryland on a requisition of the executive authority of the State of

& for court appearance as follows:

Cowet 0 s R R /.
Location ..... G ,
SRR 7 TR, - o 3 e L A R PR T e AR R e
Bime.. ... ?K’, ..... *‘j“/y ....... iﬁ” ;.‘:i‘ A - ;’ 5 '\""{—”
Purpose ; () ;
O Bail Review
O Preliminary Hearing/Inquiry
O Trial
O Other (describe)
.................. RIS 5o N
Date : Time

*Applies to second commitment only.

DC/CR 12 (Rev. 5/88)



From the desk of

Millicent B. Maloney
Administrative Aide

April 21

NOTE TO FILE

Paul Inskeep
661334C2

When Judge Daniels had this case before
him on 4-18-89, the Defendant's attorney,
Russell White, asked that the defendant
be placed on work release while pending
trial despite the denied bail status.

LRD put the burden on White to see if
Henry Stewart would acquiese to such a

request,

It is sub curia until White gets back
to LRD.

" . MBM
{ (4 OAL )



From the desk of

Millicent B. Maloney
Administrative Aide

May 10, 1989
NOTE TO FILE

PAUL INSKEEP
661334C2

On 5/10/89, Judge Daniels :zddvised that the
defendant be remanded to custody pending

; ) s, © g ” )
PH and trial. (/;dzgﬁx/azg%//4%%x/€ Cortencie=. )

/

Russ White was to find out if Henry Stewart
would permit house arrest for this defendant
pending trial,., Glen Lazarro advised that

1) Henry Stewart does not find this defendant
acceptible b/c only wants defendants who have
already been tried and sentenced who are on
work release and who have less than 90 days
remaining on their sentences,

2) He would not consider any defendant who

has such serious offenses pending.

MBM



3 : ' T ""r' ; A -
DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAN ‘ F ()R L S N N ot Y
LT B R SR it SR e s ol e seunb. GC7 Itrea
/ { Court Address i& ! #
STATE OF MARYLAND vS. &

Telephone

COMMITMENT PENDING HEARING

TO: gheriff of Baltimore County

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to receive from any officer the body of the above-named Defendant
who is charged with the offense(s) of/fz/f e WAL K"/ £ W .....................

HIn default of $ ..
R SRS SR Lt SRR RS P S ot and Defendant is committed
B e bailiC . % acceptable).
O Having been surrendered by bondsman, bond of $................................. to continue.

YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to:
O Tratisfer the Defendant to the 0l OO BIIIBE B i b i e e s b T S 8 e e
.............. B . nie e reininns bree s ane e COUDSEY ity If the Defendant has sot been transferred prior
to the next session of court, and has not had a bail review, he is to be brought before the court in your
county for bail reveiw. =
O Produce the Defendant:

Maryland, within 30 60* days if before that time the Defendant has not posted the bail or been arrested
on a warrant of the Governor of Maryland on a requisition of the executive authority of the State of ................

Purpose

BXBail Review

O Preliminary Hearing/Inquiry
O Trial

O Other (describe)

Clerk/Judge/Commissioner u)./P
*Applies to second commitment only. K S w i ek Ak Pra A | u\.Q,—y\ oRRLY YH-IN-§G Yo be

DC/CR 12 (Rev. 5/88) heoed sy Tudae W Hs¥gdd e Baz//LtA’
" R ulslin By \ K KT
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DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR........ Balto.. County: ...

City/County
....................... TowsOR. Md. . o5 - CaseNo BRI IMC2- - ...

Court Address

VS —ARBNEND ST, Paul Mo o T on

Defendant

NOTICE TO STATE’S ATTORNEY

FO THE STATES ATTORNEY FOR.......... 7. ... R COUNTY:
Please be advised the following action took place in the above entitled case regarding a preliminary hearing.

ElBefendapt atfirmatively waived right to: a preliminary-hearing On. o .. oo i vy it i i

[] Defendant failed to request a preliminary hearing within 10 days after initial appearance, thereby

waiving right to a preliminary hearing.

Xl A preliminary hearing was held on........ SALIRg o , and the Court found probable cause
to believe that the Defendant committed an offense.

As a result of the above action, you have 30 days from the above date to comply with the provisions of Maryland
RUIC 4‘221. 6/12/89

A ,or( /i i
............... T N 84‘)77@
Date Clerk
Receipt of the above Notice acknowledged:
......................... R R R R ETPT LT EIey e el
NOTICE TO STATE’S ATTORNEY
DC/CR 29 (Rev. 11/85)




COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

TRIAL DATE

GRANTED OVERRULED
VERDICT: GUILTY ON COUNTS NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE TERM OF SUSPENDED PROB. FINE & COSTS
Depagfmnent
Correction
Balto. Co.

Detention
Center

o - ———— - - - -~ - — i ——— ——— — ——

NOTE: IF PRE-SENTENCE REPORT IS ORDERED OR DEFENDANT IS ON PROBATION — DEFENDANT
MUST REPORT TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT FIFTH FLOOR, ROOM 508, COUNTY COURTS
BUILDING IMMEDIATELY WITH COUNSEL.



e
L~101

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towson, Maryland 21204

astrict Coupt Cagedo. o osa st o0

_________ s < 5

REPORT OF PRISONER BROUGHT TO COURT FOR TRIAL

FROM: SUZANNE MENSH, Clerk

TO: THE SHERIFF O%MORE CO
Name Of Prisoner __*___ M- £
Date Of T} . i é / M, 19

Charge Y el s NOBGUEENY - i fr et e s

DISPOSITION:

A~ Sentenced ToBeparbent Of Correttlon - o o 2ol Ll o Torn s s el oo Ul iir il
Length Of Sentence

B. Sentenced To Baitimore County Detention Center __________________

I[/ Length Of Sentence
C. ‘Remanded To Baltimore County Detention Centerbe=="_________________ /

B Riatal O BRRBIIORE - e e e R e i
Length Of Probation

E. Sentenced To Baltimore County Detention Center Work Release Recommended .- _____

Lo S N e Lt e S B SR o e %

G NDERPOR Coie i e s s SRR 2

- Areammment oo s sk s sl s L -

I sl Coptinued - =0 C T e oo oo .

Js - Trigh-Postponefl, S o-c s o o Tl o0
@ Bail Heaningi/.--- ___________________
‘L. Defendant Released From This Case Only.
Release In Transit.

SUZANNE MENSH,.CLERK

Per .. _Se=e .
Deputy Clerk




4 ; : o S S e T

i MOTICE OF HEARING -
f . o =
i ~ JCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUL ra | N
SmmofMawmndw. Faul Howard Inskeew . Case No.  gorr308%

State of Marylar%d, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: Faul Howard Inskeep
Baltimore County Det. Cunth
Kenilworth + Bosleg Ave,
Baltimore, MDD 21204 ;

You are hereby NOTIFIED TO AF'P‘EAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosiw Averm, Towson, Maryland, on September 24, 1989 at

09:195 A.M. for Trial.

.

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

Issued: June 23, 1989 ot/ ()7“""‘ ;

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County |

Per Joan Mather Deputy
Criminal Assignment Commissioner ‘
8872694

G.C. Michael Fulver, ESQUIRE
Glen Lazzaro, Esquire












NOTICE OF HEARING

‘5 '{j)ﬂmﬂTCOURTFORBAtﬂMQRECdQ,}Y
I _QamdfMawmndv& Faul Howard Inskeep— . : Case No. 89CR3I0BS
t State of Marylar%d, Baltimore County to wit:
T0: - Nancy Cohen . Esquire

3 900 Virginia Avenue
¢ o Fublic Defender’S Office
Towson. MI 21204 "

You are hereby NOTIFIED TO AFF‘E&F{ before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401, Bozsley‘ Avenue, Towson, Maryland, on September 26, 1989 at

09:15 A.M. for the Trial of Gth&mbovel eéptitled case.

Any postponement of this date mustibé 'in qé&ordnnce with
MI. Rule 4-271. :

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

Issued: June 28, 1989 ot/ (1>hb~

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Joan Mather : Deputy
Criminal Assignment Commissioner
887~2694

53 34 Michael FPulver, Esgquire



STATE OF MARYLAND » IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VSs. » FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

~ o :
PAUL INSKEEP CASE NO& 89 CR 3085

i N R B N TR B R E R R RN * % % % % &

STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S ”‘
MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION A [

more County, and Glen D. Lazzaro , Assistant St
Attorney for Baltimore County, and in Answer to Defendan ; Motlon

for Discovery and Inspection, says the following:
the Def;;ghnt

Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attg;ney Baltl—
e
s

1. Upon reasonable notice to this office,
or his Counsel may inspect and copy any books, papers, documents,
recordings or photographs which the State intends to use at trial;
inspect and photograph any tangible objects which the State intends
to use at trial; and to inspect, copy and photograph any item ob-
tained from or belonging to the Defendant.

2. Upon reasonable notice to this office, the Defendant
or his Counsel may inspect and copy all written reports or state-
ments made in connection with this case by each expert consulted
by the State. If any oral report has been made by such an expert,
a report will be attached hereto indicating the substance of the
report and any conclusions reached. A copy of any written reports,
if available, will be attached hereto.

3. /X/ The Defendant made no statements or confessions,
oral or written, which are known to the State at the present time.

£ The Defendant made a written statement or con-
fession, the copy of which is attached hereto.

¥ o The Defendant made an oral statement or confession,
the substance of which is as follows:

4. / / The Co-defendant(s) made no statements or con-
fessions, oral or written, which are known to the State at the

present time.
N/A

FILE W,qt&m

.-AA



/~ / The Co-defendant(s) made a written statement
or confession, the copy of which is attached hereto. N/A

v B The Co-defendant(s) made an oral statement or
confession, the substance of which is as follows: N/A

5. At the present time, there is no information known
to the State which is exculpatory, in any manner, to the Defendant.

6. The State reserves the right to amend and/or supplement
this answer, upon reasonable notice to the Defendant or his Counsel
before the trial, by supplying information not presently known to
the State's Attorney's Office.

7. As to all other requests by the Defendant (except
for the answer to 8 below), the State declines to answer because
those requests do not come within the purview of Maryland Rule 4-263.

8. The names and addresses of the witnesses now known
that the State intends to call to prove its case in chief or to
rebut alibi testimony are as follows:

SEE ATTACHED LIST

9. Attached hereto is a copy of the Search and Seizure Warrant
and copies of FBI Examination results received to date. (Defendant's Copy
Only). Also attached is fingerprint comparison results and results of a
pre-trial identification procedure.



-

ANDRA A. O'CONNOR
tate's Attorney for
Baltimore County

TR,

| D. LAZZARO
ssistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County

(24

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and Inspection was sent
this ZO# day of JULY , 1989, to Nancy Cohen,

Assistant Public Defender, 500 Virginia Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

Ll

EN D. LAZZARO
ssistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

GDL/mas



STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY, TO WIT:

The State of Maryland vs PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP

charged with the crime of Rape lst degree, etc.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CRIMINAL INFORMATION

The above entitled case having been referred to Sandra A.

O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County, and the

said State's Attorney for Baltimore County having fully

investigated said case after it had been referred to her as

aforesaid, now comes into said Court and for and on behalf

. of the
and be
County
of our
County
Lay in

State of Maryland gives the Court here to understand
informed that PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP late of Baltimore

aforesaid, on the 25th day of September, in the year
Lord nineteen hundred énd eighty-eight, at Baltimore
aforesaid, did unlawfully'commit a rape upon Michelle
violation of Art. 27, Sec. 462, of the Annotated Code

of Maryland; contrary to the form of the Act of Assembly in

such case made and provided, and against the peace,

government and dignity of the State.
(Rape - 1lst degree - Art. 27, Sec. 462)

L e s AT st e b st g Ta ol Ll
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SECOND COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
'said year, in the County aforesaid, did unlawfully commit a
rape upon Michelle Lay in violation of Art. 27, Sec. 463, of
the Annotated Code of Maryland; contrary to the form of the
Act of Assembly in such case made and provided, and against
the peace, government and dignity of the State.

(Rape - 2nd degree - Art. 27, Sec. 463)

THIRD COUNT

. And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
said year, in the County aforesaid, did unlawfully commit a
sexual offense upon Michelle Lay in violation of Art. 27,
Sec. 464B, of the Annotated Code of Maryland; contrary to
the form of the Act of Assembly in such case made and
provided, and against the éeace, government and dignity of
the State.

(Sexual Offense - 3rd degree - Art. 27, Sec. 464B)
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FOURTH COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
'said year, in the County aforesaid, unlawfully did make an
assault upon Michelle Lay; against the peace, government'ahd
dignity of the State.

(Assault - common law)

FIFTH COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further

- that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
said year, in the County aforesaid, unlawfully did batter
Michelle Lay; against the peace, government and dignity of
the State.
(Battery - common law)
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SIXTH COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
said year, in the County aforesaid, feloniously committed
burglary, in the night time, of the dwelliné of Michelle
Lay, situated 3813 Bayville Rd., 21220; contrary to the form
of the Act of Assembly in such case made and provided, and
against the peace, government and dignity of the State.
(Burglary - common law and Art. 27, Secs. 29, 30, 31)

SEVENTH COUNT

And the State's Attorney aforesaid, with power and authority
as aforesaid, gives the Court here to understand further
that the said PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP on the said day, in the
said year, in the County aforesaid, did steal underwear and
slip, being the property and services of Michelle Lay having
a value of less than Three Hundred ($300.00) dollars, an act
constituting Theft, in violation of Art. 27, Sec. 342, of
the Annotated Code of Maryland; contrary to the form of the
Act of Assembly in such case made and provided, and against
the peace, government and dignity of the State.

(Theft less than $300 - Art. 27, Sec. 342)
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THE PERSON CHARGED:

This paper charges you with committing a crime.

If you have been arrested, you have the right to have a

judicial officer decide whether you should be released

from jail until your trial.

You*Have.the right to have a lawyer.

A lawyer can be helpful to you by:

(a)
(B)
(C)
(D)
(E)

explaining the charges in this paper;"

telling you the possible penalties;

helping you at triai; ‘ |

helping you protect your constitutional rights; and

helping you to get a fair penalty if convicted.

Even if you plan to plead guilty, a lawyer can be helpful.

If you want a lawyer but do not have the money to hire one,

the Public Defender may provide a lawyer for you. The

court clerk will tell you how to contact the Public

Defender.

If you want a lawyer but you cannot get one and the

Public Defender will not provide one for you, contact

the court clerk as soon as possible.

DO NOT WAIT UNTIL THE DATE OF YOUR TRIAL TO GET A LAWYER.

If you do not have a lawyer before the trial date, you

may have to go to trial without one.

The State's Attorney for Baltimore County

o —emm ey vis
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89CR3089

STATE OF MARYLAND
Vs
PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP (Baltimore County Detention Center)
BCI#87663 DOB 4-8-43
ADDRESS: 1911 Robinwood Rd., 21222
STATEMENT OF CHARGES: 661334C2
OFFENSE- REPORT NO. G272263

CHARGE: Rape lst degree, etc.

CRIMINAL INFORMATION

WITNESSES:
Michelle Lay
- Charles Lay

3813 Bavwville Rd., 21220
Clyde Kreppel

3815 Bayville Rd., 21220
John Jarman

3816 Bayville Rd., 21220
Det. Ford #2514

Sex Crimes
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STATE OF MARYLAND 3 & IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
VS. a3 FOR BALTTIMORE

PAUL, INSKEEP * CASE NO.#

* * * *

STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION .
FOR DISCOVERY AND/OR APPROPRIATE RELIEF \

Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimoré\gg&h€§,
and Glen D. Lazzaro, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore Ceunty, and in
response to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and/or Appropriate Relief, state
as follows:

1. Defendant is currently charged with rape and related offenses in
Case Number 89 CR 3085 and others.

2. The State intends to use DNA evidence against the Defendant in order
to establish criminal agency. DNA identification procedures have recently been
perfected to a point where they are now being routinely accepted by jurisdictions
nationwide as reliable to a reasonable degree of certainty within the relevent
scientific community.

3. A recent Maryland case which served as the prototype in this area,

Cobey v. State, is illustrative of the acceptance of these procedures by the

Judiciary. In Cobey, which was affirmed on June 29, 1989, the Montgomery County
State's Attorney's Office utilized seven expert witnesses from around the nation,
including the National Institute of Health, in gaining approval of this procedure.
The Court of Special Appeals concluded that DNA testing did pass Constitutional

muster under the strictures of the Frye and Reed cases.

FILED aug 071999




4. Additionally, in State v. Stravakas, a recent Prince Georges County

case which resulted in a conviction, the State introduced the entire record
of the Cobey case in gaining the Trial Court's acceptance of DNA testing procedures.

5. The recent passage of Maryland House Bill 711, which will become
a law on January 1, 1990, and which establishes DNA evidence as statutorily
acceptable in the context of criminal prosecutions, is further indication of
the widespread approval given DNA testing procedures.

6. As a result of the relative newness of this scientific breakthrough,
the Defendant's concern for possible imperfections in testing and concomitant
unreliability of results may be legitimate. However, the suggestion that the
Defendant's right to confrontation is somehow defeated is without merit. Just
as in every case involving controlled dangerous substance analysis, the Defendant
will have the right to cross-examine lab technicians and scientists as to their
methodology. Certainly, any imperfections or inaccuracies in testing will
come to light under aggressive cross~examinatioﬁ through counsel. Defendant
also has available the unfettered right to call his own expert witnesses in
order to rebut any alleged testing imperfections.

7. Defendant's right to due process and confrontation are not placed
in jeopardy by the use of DNA testing procedures. While the procedures may
be highly incriminating because of the high degree of certainty associated with
genetic test results, the Defendant is not to be afforded any greater rights
than those afforded every other criminal Defendant under the constitution of

the United States and the State of Maryland.



WHEREFORE, the State prays that this Honorable Court deny the Defendant's

Motion for Discovery and/or Appropriate Relief.

{sistant State's Attorney for
altimore County
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have mailed a copy of the aforegoing State's
Answer to Defendant's Motion to Nancy Cohen, Esquire, Assistant Public Defender,
500 Virginia Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 on this 79LL day of August,

1989.

GLEN D. LAZZARO ¥
sistant State's Attorney for
ltimore County

GDL/mas
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We here visit for the first time and on a very limited
basis the scientific world of dioxyribonucleic acid, more
familiarly known as "DNA."1

Kenneth S. Cobey, who was convicted in the Circuit
Court for Montgomery County of several sexual offenses,
together with other related but non-sexual crimes,2 specif-
ically assails the DNA fingerprint analysis as used in the
instant case. Cobey also challenges the taking of a blood
sample from him in what he avers violated the Fourth Amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States.

Because we think Judge Ruben did not err in his evi-
dentiary ruling, we reject Cobey's arguments and affirm the
judgments of the circuit court.

The Facts

On the evening of September 4, 1985, a young woman
drove her automobile to Northwest Branch Park in Montgomery
County. She parked her car and went for a stroll. As she
walked along a jogging trail, she was attacked from behind
by a man who forced\her off the path and into the woods.

There, after threatening to kill her if she screamed, he

1DNA is a molecule that is contained in every living organism in
every cell with a nucleus. It carries the genetic information of the
organism.

2Cobey was twice tried for the offenses. 1In Cobey v. State, 73 Md4.
Bpp. 233, 533, A.2d 914 (1987), we reversed and remanded for a new
trial. Patently, this appeal is the rasult of that trial.
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compelled her to perform oral sex on him and ravished and
'sodomized her. The assailant then_fled, using the victim's
vehicle. A traffic citation issued to Cobey while he was
driving the victim's automobile precipitated the investiga-
tion which led to Cobey's being prosecuted for sexually
assaulting the victim, as well as for the other crimes.

At trial,3 the State presented, over objection, a DNA
fingerprint analysis 1linking Cobey to the offenses. The
analysis compared Cobey's DNA structure, as revealed by his
blood, with the DNA extracted from semen stains found on the
victim's underclothing. The analysis was performed by
Cellmark Diagnostics, a private laboratory in Germantown,
Maryland. Dr. Robin Cotton, Director of Research and
Development at the laboratory, testified that she perceived
a "match" between the DNA in Cobey's blood sample and the
DNA in the semen stains.

Although Cobey primarily assails the method used by
Cellmark as opposed to the admissibility of DNA fingerprint
analysis evidence in general, the novelty of the question
requires that we address both the frontal assault on Cell-
mark's methodology as well as the admission into evidence

generally.of DNA fingerprints. Underlying the whole case is

3See n. 2, supra.



the question of whether DNA fingerprinting meets the Frye
test.4
The Law
I.

Admissibility of DNA Fingerprint AnalysisS

Judge Ruben held a ggzgs hearing on the admissibility
of Cellmark's DNA fingerprint test results, focusing on the
acceptance of the methodology. Over objection, the judge
admitted the test results.

The Court of Appeals in Reed v. State, 283 Md. 374, 391

A.2d 364 (1978), adopted as the criterion for admission of
scientific evidence the rule enunciated by the Court of

Appeals of the District of Columbia in Frye v. United

States, 293 F. 1013 (D.C. Cir. 1923). The Frye standard
requires that the method at issue be '"generally accepted as
reliable" in the relevant scientific field or community
before the test results derived therefrom may be admitted

into evidence. Reed, 283 Md. at 381.

4Frye v.-United States, 293 F. 1013 (D.C. Cir. 1923), adepted in
Maryland by Reed v. State, 283 Md. 374, 391 A.2d 364 (1978).

51989 Legislative Session, House Bill No. 711, signed by the
Governor on May 19, 1989, will make DNA fingerprinting evidence
admissible at a criminal trial to prove or disprove identity. The law
takes effect January 1, 1990. 1989 Md. Laws Ch. 430.

6See n. 4, supra.



The State in the case sub judice presented five experts
who testified that DNA fingerprinting was accepted in the
scientific community.7 Cobéy produced no expert evidence to
the contrary.

DNA fingerprinting has been accepted in Andrews v.

State, 533 s.2d4 841 (Fla. App. 5th Dist., 1988), and People
v. Wesley, 533 N.Y.S.2d 643 (County Court of Albany, 1988).
In Andrews the court concluded that Frye's viability was
questionable, at best, in Florida. The court grounded its
acceptance of DNA sequencing and comparison testing on its
use in the diagnosis and treatment of genetically inherited
diseases, as well as testimony that an incorrect "match" is
an impossible result.

Judge Joseph Harris in Wesley, a rape case, permitted
the use of DNA fingerprinting to identify Wesley as the
culprit. Judge Harris reasoned that under Frye the test was
not whether the procedure is unanimously endorsed but rather
whether it is gengfally accepted as reliable. In a care-

fully crafted opinion, the judge concluded that DNA

-7'-’Commercial laboratories marketing the tests say their
research shows that DNA typing 1is as accurate as a
fingerprint. Cellmark Diagnostics of Germantown, Md., claims
its 'DNA fingerprint' test can identify a suspect with
'virtual certainty,' and that the chances that any two people
having [sic] the same DNA fingerprint are one in 30 billion."

D. Moss, "DNA—The New Fingerprints," 74 ABA Journal 66 (1988).



fingerprinting ‘is accepted generally in the scientific
community. Moreover, DNA fingerprinting has also been

accepted in a paternity case, The Matter of Baby Girl S.,

532 N.Y.S.2d 634 (Surrogate Court of New York County, 1988).
The Federal Bureau of Investigations, after conducting a
year of practical tests, has initiated widespread use of DNA
fingerprinting. N.Y. Times, June 12, 1989, § A at 1.

DNA Generally

The structure of the DNA molecule was discovered in
1953 by James Watson and Francis Crick, two scientists
working together at Cambridge University. Since that time,
biochemists and other scientists have embarked on a vast
ocean of genetic research which has significant application
to forensic identificaticn.8

Each human cell which has a nucleus contains forty-six
chromosomes arranged in pairs of twenty-two, plus two sex
chromosomes (X for female, Y for male). Chromosomes are
composed of strands of DNA and associated proteins. The

structure of DNA consists of a "double helix" or two strands

8For an explanation of DNA research and its applications, see N.
Rothwell, Human Genetics, Prentice-Hall, Englewood Cliffs, N.J. (1977);
A. Moenssens, F. Inbau, J. Starrs, Scientific Evidence in Criminal Cases
(3rd ed.), The Foundation Press, Inc., Meneola, N.Y. (1986); A. Giusti,
M. Baird, S. Pasquale, I. Balazs, and J. Glassberg, "Applications of DNA
Polymorphisms to the Analysis of DNA Recovered from Sperm," 31 Journal
of Forensic Sciences, 409 (1986).







of nucleoﬁides.running in opposite directions. The helix
with its bases is reminiscent of a spiral staircase. The
strands are connected to each other by hydrogen bonds
between bases on each "rung of the ladder." (See Figure 1.)

There are four varieties of bases (A, G, C, T); vyet
they form only two varieties of pairs: A and T, G and C.
Three base pairs on a segment of DNA form a sequence called
a codon. A gene is comprised of groups of codons. Every
gene, therefore, contains a number of base pairs arranged in
a specific order.

Some links of a DNA segment are common to every human
being. Those links contain genes characteristically related
to human organs, as distinguished from those of other
creatures. Every individual human being, with the exception
of identical twins,9 has links of DNA that are unique to him
or her. It is those highly variable individual links of DNA
that provide the basis for genetic fingerprinting.

DNA Einqerprinting Procedure

The procedure known as DNA fingerprinting was meticu-

lously explained by Judge Harris in Wesley, supra:

"DNA Fingerprinting, as applied to
forensic identification, involves

- .essentially six steps, all the scien-
tific principles and technology of which

9Identical twins have identical genes. It would appear that, as of
this time, the DNA procedure is unable to distinguish one twin's
"genetic fingerprints" from another.



have gained general acceptance in the
scientific field in which they belong:

(1) EXTRACTION OF DNA. The DNA is
chemically extracted from the submitted
evidentiary sample — semen found in the
victim, blood, hair, or any other tissue
thought to originate from the perpe-
trator of the crime — and purified;

(2) FRAGMENTATION BY RESTRICTION
ENZYMES. The DNA 1is then cut into
fragments. The 'molecular scissors'
used to cut the DNA are called restric-
tion endonucleases, or restriction
enzymes — enzymes that cleave the DNA
molecule at specific base sequences;
routinely, a restriction enzyme will cut
everyone's DNA in the same places,
resulting in same-size fragment lengths
— however, in every person's DNA,
variable 1lengths of repetitive 'junk
DNA' periodically turn up. In those
areas the cut ©points get shifted,
resulting in fragments of varying
lengths.

£3) GEL ELECTROPHORESIS. The
fragments of DNA are then subjected to a
technique widely accepted by the scien-
tific community, and much used particu-
lar1¥18¥ molecular biologists, known as
'gel electrophoresis’'; the purpose
of this process is to arrange or line up
the fragments of DNA according to
length, for later comparative purposes.
The process of gel electrophoresis
essentially consists of placing the DNA
fragments on an electrically charged
flat gelatin surface containing agarocse
gel, a thick jello-like substance, full
of holes; at one end of this surface is

-a positively charged electric pole and

loCommonly agarose gel, a jello-like substance derived from kelp.
The admissibility of electrophoresis has been approved by the Appellate

Division,

Second Dept., in People v. Crosby, 116 A.D.2d 731,

N.Y.S.2d 31 (1986).
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at the other end a negatively charged
pole; because DNA carries a negative
charge, and because opposite electrical
charges attract, the DNA fragments will
travel from the negatively charged end
toward the positively charged end; the
distance the fragments travel depends on
their length — the larger fragments,
being bulkier than the shorter frag-
ments, find it more difficult to worm
their way through the holes in the
agarose gel, and will not travel as fast
or as far, remaining closer to the
negative pole, while the shorter frag-
ments will arrange themselves closer to
the positive pole. The result is an
orderly arrangement of the DNA fragments
along parallel lines.

(4) SOUTHERN BLOTTING. The double-
stranded DNA fragments are then chemi-
cally -split apart into two strands,
leaving their chemical bases (A, C, G
and T) separated like open zipper teeth;
the fragment pattern is then transferred
from the wobbly surface of the agarose
gel onto a sheet of nitrocellulcse (or a
nylon membrane), which resembles a sheet
of heavy blotting paper. This procedure
is known as Southern Blotting, after Dr.
E.H. Southern, who reported the process
in 1975,

(5) HYBRIDIZATION. To identify the
aspects of the DNA pattern[lgﬁique to
each individual, '"probes', devel-
oped .in the laboratory by th[elzwfse of
recombinant DNA technology, are
applied to the nitrocellulose membrane.
These probes are tagged with a

llIn genetic engineering, a probe is a fragment of DNA carrying the
complementary code for a specific base sequence. Probes can be used to
detect defective genes that cause disease and to detect variations in
base sequence that establish genetic identity.

: 12Recombinant DNA technology is the incorporation of all or part of
the DNA from one organism into the DNA of another organism.
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radioactive marker substance and are
designed to seek out a pre-determined
locus in a polymorphic (highly variable)
region of the DNA. Upon finding a DNA
fragment that carries all or part of its
complementary base sequence, the probe
will bind to the fragment. The marker
component of the probe will cause the
probe-bound fragments to 'light up', -
allowing easy identification of their
positions in the fragment pattern. ...

(6) AUTORADIOGRAPH. The excess
probe 1is then washed away and the
nitrocellulose sheet is placed against a
piece of X-ray film and exposed for
several days. When the film is pro-
cessed, black bands appear where the
radiocactive probes stuck to the frag-
ments. AH.3 fwf the four probes used by
Lifecodes produce an average of two
dark bands on a white column, looking
much like the bar ccdes found on food
packages in supermarkets. This is known
as an autoradiograph, which term is
often shortened to autorad.

All of the procedures hereinabove
constituting DNA Fingerprinting are
recognized as reliable and have gained
general acceptance in the scientific
community in which they belong.”" (See
Figure 2.)

v l3Lif.ecodes is the name of the laboratory that performed the DNA
fingerprinting in Wesley.
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The Instant Case

Cobey's séecific complaint regarding the DNA finger-
print analysis is directed at the acceptance in the scien-
tific community of the single locus probe technique employed
by Cellmark. Both Cellmark and Lifecodes use a procedure

known as restriction fragment 1length polymorphism.14

The
single locus probes 'recognize" the highly variable area of
an individual's DNA molecule and attach to the area at the
corresponding sequence, thereby yielding the banding pattern
found in the audiorad (step 6 of the procedure). Different
single locus probes may be used by the various laboratories
performing the procedure known as DNA fingerprinting. For

example, the probes used by Cellmark differ from those used

by Lifecodes. The probes used by Cellmark were supported

14"When Cellmark first opened for business in 1987, the company
relied exclusively on 'multi-locus' probes developed by British
geneticist Alec Jeffreys, which produce a 'fingerprint' that looks
something like a supermarket bar code with approximately fifteen bands.
Tests based on these probes have been admitted in evidence in Great
Britain in about twenty criminal cases, with convictions resulting in
most. In early 1988 the company abandoned the use of multi-locus probes
for criminal identification in favor of single-locus probes similar to
those used by Lifecodes, though Cellmark still uses multi-locus probes
in paternity cases. As of October 1988, Cellmark's single-locus
procedures- had been admitted in evidence in criminal trials in seven
states.”

W. Thompson & S. Ford, "DNA Typing: Acceptance and Weight of the New Genetic

_ Identification Tests." 75 Va. L. Rev. 45, 49 (1989). The seven states in which

Cellmark's single probe evidence has been admitted are: Colorado, Florida,
Maryland [apparently alluding to the admission at trial in the instant case], New
York, North Carolina, Virginia, and Wisconsin.
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by documentary_ evidence and by the testimony of three
experts. Those probes are also used by many research
laboratories in the United States ~and England. Finally, the
procedure has been extensively tested by an independent
government laboratory. See Gill, Lygo, Fowler & Werrett,
"An Evaluation of DNA Fingerprinting for Forensic Purposes,"

8 Electrophoresis 38, 42 (1987).

15 demon-

At trial ample testimony and documentation
strated the acceptance and reliability of the method by
which Cellmark identified the unique links of Cobey's DNA.
Significantly, Cobey produced no expert testimony chalieng-
ing the validity of the locus probe.

Cobey next avers that the data base utilized by Cell-
mark is insufficient to support the conclusions drawn by it.
Cellmark's data baSe represents the total number of samples

submitted to the 1laboratory and its observations in the

banding pattern of each sample after applying the 1locus

15Among the articles referred to are: A. Jeffreys, '"Spontaneous

Mutation Rates to New Length Alleles at Tandem-Repetitive Hypervariable
Loci in Human DNA," 322 Nature 278 (1988); Z. Wong, "Characterization of
a Panel of Highly Variable Minisatellites Cloned from Human DNA," 51
Annals of 'Human Genetics 269 (1987); 2. Wong, "Cloning a Selected
Fragment From a Human DNA 'Fingerprint': 1Isolation of an Extremely
Polymorphic Minisatellite,”" 14 Nucleic Acids Research 4605 (1986).

Moreover, textbooks and peer review journals demonstrate the
acceptance of RFLP probes in genetic research. B. Lewin, Gene (3 ed.
1987); 42 Am. J. Hum. Genetics (1988); Comment, "DNA Identification
Tests and the Courts,”™ 63 Wash. L. Rev. 903, 913 (1988).
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probes. Cellmark's data base at the time the procedure
relative to the matter now before us was performed consisted
of seven hundred individuals.

That data base, four experts said at trial, fell within

generally acceptable scientific criteria. There was no

expert testimony contradicting the proposition that the data
base supported the conclusion drawn. We think that the
evidence presented by the State was sufficient to establish
a basis for the reliability and admission of DNA
fingerprinting.

We make crystal clear that we are not, at this junc-
ture, holdiﬁg that DNA fingerprinting 1is now admissible
willy-nilly in all criminal trials conducted between this
date and January 1, 1990, when 1989 Md. Laws Ch. 430 takes

effect. We are merely holding that, based upon this record,

Judge Ruben did not err in finding that DNA fingerprinting
was generally acceptable in the scientific community and in
permitting its introduction into evidence, since there was
no evidence to the contrary.

IEs

Seizure of Blood

Cobey laments that the State violated the Fourth
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution when it failed to obtain -
a search warrant prior to drawing a blood sample from him.
That issue, as interesting as it may be, is not preserved

for review because Cobey, through his trial attorney,
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consented to submit to the blood test. See Schneckloth v.

Bustamonte, 412 U.S. 218, 93 S. Ct. 2041,

36 L. Ed. 24 854

(1973); Lopata v. State, 18 Md. App. 451, 307 A.2d 721
£1973).

Since the question was not preserved, we do not

consider it. Md. Rule 8-131(a).

JUDGMENTS AFFIRMED.

COSTS TO BE PAID BY APPELLANT.
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NATE SERVED: e State’s Attorney’s OFfice
B87-646590

NATE SERVICE NOT MADE:
B N L e e

SHERIFF R W o o i s e
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WITNESS SUMMONS
RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO’' TY

State of Maryland vs. 5101 Howard Inskeep Case No. BYCR3I08S

State of Marylar%d, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: Clude Kreppel
A81% Bayville Road

Faltimore, M 2122

You are hereby SUMMONED TO AFPFEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, on September 2464, 1989 at

0?: 1% A.M. to TESTIFY for the State’

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

Issued:  Geptember 11, 1989 0wt/ (}"‘A"" ;

SUZAN MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHFRIFF’S RETURN WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASETISTANCE

NATE SERVED: State’'s Attovney s O0FFice
88768650

NATE SFRVICE NOT MADE :

SHERIFF BEE e e i e st
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WITNESS SUMMONS

'RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COl TY

State of Maryland vs. 11 poward Inskeep Case No.  g9CR308%Y

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

: T John R Jayman
8 3810 Bayville Road

L Baltimove, MDD 21220
You are hereby SUMMONED TO fﬁ'PPS’AR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ., Geptember 24, 1989 ol
3 09: 1% A.M. to TESTIFY for the Stnate-
Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

3 Issued: 11, 1989 At/ 0’“""“ ;

September
SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

BHERIFF’S RETURN WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSTETANCE

NATE SERVED: State’s Attorney’s Office
88764650

NATE SERVICE NOT MALE i

REABON G e e e e e oo e e

SHERIFF L X I
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" State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Karven M Gentry

WITNESS SUMMONS

'RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COl TY

State of Maryland vs. Faul Howard Inskeer Case No, 8YCRIOBEG

C.C. NO. G272263
Citation No.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO AFPFEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, 1 September 24, 1989 at

09: 1% A.M. to TESTIFY for the

State.

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

Issued:  geptember 11, 1989

SHERTFF 'S RETURN
HATE SFRVED:
NATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

_GHER]

ot/ (,)7“””‘”Ja

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy
WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
Stote’s Attorney’'s OFfice
88746450

IFF FEE: % e



WITNESS SUMMONGS

IS g

C. _ZUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUN' v

State of Maryland vs. Faul Howard Inskeep ; Case No. 8PCRIOEE
- oo RN ‘J ¥,
State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: ﬁ‘i,f,bt\ o0, NO. GR722463
ot PR 3.3¢  Citation No.
TO: pp Karen M Gentry 089 SEY | \CE
2514 enteEs OFF
2w ‘\\T 3 0
eI SR ALT0. CY-
You are hereby SUMMONED TO APFEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ap September 24, 1989 at
09:15 A.M. to TESTIFY for tha State,

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

Issued: Septemher 11, 1989

MENSH
it Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy
SHERTFF /S RETURN WITNESS YNFORMATION ANI
ASSISTANCE
NATE SFRVED: ;7’/A27 ) State’s Attorney’s OFFice
BB7-6650
NATE SERVICE NOT MADE: TS S
¥
REASO j? s
| s
e o%é LSHERIFF FEE: $___ 22

Si—.ERiFf- OF BALTO. CO., MD,
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WITNESS SUMMONG
: ~ D 3 "
p’ SUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COu ‘
Stateof Maryland vs.  py11 Howard Inskeep e WED Case No.  goCR30ES
State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: ’."érvb n 32
S
w0 :-"ai;@g SE? H \ ?“ B
" John ROJayman Y ) QFF\Cn
3810 Bayville Road ’ PWF S é
A TO-C
Baltimore, MO 21220
You are hereby SUMMONED 10 AFP before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, Co'u['ntc’iy c?ur;t}:s Bunqding, 4g$§os}ey Avenue, Towson, Maryland, .. september 26, 1989 at

09:15% A.M. to TESTIFY for the State.

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

September 11, 1989

Per

SHERIFF S RETURN WITNESS

W

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

INFORMATION AND

ASSISTANCE

Stote’s

NATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADL:

RF&RUN:
L [RIRT o o h & =
'SHEHIFF"OF*BAL:TG:'GO‘.’.'M{&-"' F

FEE

Attorney’s

it (518 C 8876650
JASTLve Ince.

$_

O

OFFice

Deputy



State o'f_._ Maryland vs.

Faoul Howard

B E

Clude Kreppel
3815 Hayville Road

RBaltimore, MO 21220

You are hereby SUMMONED

02:45 A M. %o TESTIFY ¥or

September 11, 1989

SHERTFFS RETURN

NATE SERVED:
NATE SERVICE NOT MADE:
1!ﬁan57¥ ?_“,L
4 4&?@/ A
o A A ‘.5;»/
g / SHERIFF OF BALTO, CO.. MD.
T~ % /'....-.,;L.m-..‘,wn. A S

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

WITHNESS

Inskesp

TD AFFEAR
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,

CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL..

SUMMONS

o8 adda,,

Case No. 89YCR3I0OBE

PH 3. 32

{ERIFF SOFFN?
BALTO. CO.

the Shtate.

Ctl.ls_{féj_..._..,

UQMJL_ SHERIFF

Per

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

on September 24, 1989
) ()‘7\.(/\4_,4
MENSH
uit Court for Baltimore County
Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION ARND
ASSTISTANCE

Staote’s Attorney’'s OFfFfice
88764650

at
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CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

Towson, Maryland 21204 §9CR 3085 «—

District Court Case No. _.§_?_?.{§-:’_.2-é_g 4570

REPORT OF PRISONER BROUGHT TO COURT FOR TRIAL

FROM: SUZANNE MENSH, Clerk =
TO: THE SHERIFF OF BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

DISPOSITION:

A.

B.
A

D.

c.)

Sentenced ToDepartment Of Correction. - - .- oL

Sentenced To Baltimore County Detention Center __________________

Remanded To Baltimore County Detention Center ~—___ Nzs ot

T T T e e oy S i SR DD e e S SR e 0 sl O SO R
Length Of Probation

Sentenced To Baltimore County Detention Center Work Release Recommended - _______.__

T~ — ] — " -~ — " -~ -

Trial Postponed ____.__ e
Bkl Hemang - . oL R ey (N

Defendant Released From This Case Only.
Release In Transit.

SUZANNE MENSH, CLERK



COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

TRIAL DATE _?%2;2 B e Judge °£'--Q‘&-}5Q1‘ ___________________________
. Coken

STATE’S ATTORNEY DEFENDANT’S ATTORNEY

g7 2@,@2 ................................. SR e - R

#V&M,#s‘/d’aﬂ 7“4% 2~ Thfl B TR

C R NG e 1 SRR L ST L e SOt S e TN RIS § SSRGS SR B
COURT JURY GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERE

MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE’S CASE defs. Motion for Judgment of ACQ w

iRt Lnsrasii ey o LeBSSSRE ro G B G R VRN, .

- = " 4 o O 7 o T (o T D o O T T S O o o o o o o S o

GRANTED OVERRULED
VERDICT: GUILTY ON COUNTS NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS
SENTENCE TERM OF SUSPENDED PROB. FINE & COSTS

o gy AL ML“Z‘“MZ__ZT;.Z/M_%::::

. - - —————— " " - " — = " " o o " =

NOTE: IF PRE-SENTENCE REPORT IS ORDERED OR DEFENDANT IS ON PROBATION — DEFENDANT
MUST REPORT TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT FIFTH FLOOR, ROOM 508, COUNTY COURTS
BUILDING IMMEDIATELY WITH COUNSEL.
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NOTICE OF HEARING
cil )IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE counT( )

s el

Case No. -

o

State of Maryland vs. Faul Howard Inskeep=
State of Marylaﬁd, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: Nancy Cohen , Esquire
500 Virginia Avenue
Fublic Defender’S Uff‘i.tefﬂ"”%»
Towson, MO 21204 ’4‘5

You are hereby NOTIFIED TO AF e gy , before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 4 Bosley Avenue, Tpws .‘Maryland, on March 1, 19290 at

09:15 A. M. for the Trial of

Any postronement of this date mustg lifecordance with
MD. Rule 4-271. , ;

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

25, 1989 ot/ (<>“‘*“Jq

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per - Joan Mather ; Deputy
Criminal Assignment Commissioner
- B87-2694

5 Michael Pulver; Esquire

e e e i



WITNESS SUMMONG /}
= X 6/ Cu

C UIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUN

State of Maryland vs.  poul Howard Inskeep e .- Case o,
State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: e i'«;: Iyt :%
3 -‘ W T ¥ e
. nv 29

TO: tharles Lay 088 SEP | PH 2. 3¢

3813 Bayville Road - ) FiCE

. SHERIEFS OFt 1L
Baltimore, MD 21220 “ R ALT0. CO.

You are hereby SUMM q APPE?E before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County our s Building, 4 osley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,  4n September 26, 1989 at

09:15% A.M. to TESTIFY for the State.

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

w ot/ (<>“‘“*’Jq

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Issued: oo tember 11, 1989

Per Deputy

SHERTFF 'S RETURN HITNEZSS\I TORMATION AND

ASSET S‘TAN( E

b Staote’s Attorney’s OFfice
ES /% 8874450

TATE SERVED:

NaTE SERVICE NOT MADE: 1

SHER!FF OF BAuu tu

,IV



WITNESS SUMMONS

.~

C JIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUN",

State of Maryland vs. Faul Howard Insk eer ‘J'
- . :_L A
State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: . -
" Michele Lay e OF; \Ch
3813 Bayville Rood \E’_E‘ ity 9 CO.
Bl 10.

Holtimore, Mh o 21220

You are hereby SUMMONED TO AFFEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Buhdmg 451 Fléosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, gy September 24, 1989 at

09:15 A. M. to TESTIFY for the State.

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

1969 ot/ 0’“""’4

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

September 11,

Per Deputy
SHERIFF’S RETURN WITNESSUVINFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
NATE SFRVED: Staote’s Attorney’s OFfice
}8(( 887-6650
NATEF SFRVICE NOT MADE: _ lﬁ_nmmm_mm“
4 M mE oA 2/ :f”

SHERIFF FEE $___ A e

/ SHERIFF- OF BALTO, CU;; Mb,




COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

STATE'S ATTORNEY

5 A .&Aﬁ.% ______________________________________ 7N

REPORTER
ames RC AN NAME _A2
CHARGE ﬁaf.a .................................................. N R RN
'-'__‘———_--__'-—-—_-___—---_--_—----—--—--—---——-'—-__—___---_—_-__--—-——_-\f--/;. -------------------
______________ T R iR St e T S SR S S,
COURT JURY GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERE
MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE’S CASE defs. Motion for Judgment of ACQUITTAL
s mileaRdy 0 foSMoSSLpyTGdsgbes SSRGS 0 IEEiSEEa S

VERDICT: GUILTY ON COUNTS NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE TERM OF SUSPENDED PROB. FINE & COSTS
Depa;fmnent
Correction
Bailto. Co.

Detention
Center

REMARKS __/_QJ,QZO_Z‘

NOTE: IF PRE-SENTENCE REPORT IS ORDERED OR DEFENDANT IS ON PROBATION — DEFENDANT
MUST REPORT TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT FIFTH FLOOR, ROOM 508, COUNTY COURTS
BUILDING IMMEDIATELY WITH COUNSEL.



L~101

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY , $¢C/°s&8 g
Towson, Maryland 21204 : 7C ¢ 7099, & 7C7 30¢ 4

greraa 34
District Court Case No. - 5_Z Qﬁ.--.?:é.z, 7eyg
Case No. BIC R ISTC 7.2 9570
P SRS SR ,10.%2.0
REPORT OF PRISONER BROUGHT TO COURT FOR TRIAL
FROM: SUZANNE MENSH, Clerk
TO: THE SHERIFF OF BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
Name Of Prisoner ____. f@l-_a./-fj% ____________________________________________
Dete Ot Toial ... . 2L & .. ,19.7_2 Judge .Jam‘gﬂ _____ -2 .&_ZuﬁZ/@.}ﬂ.-}l
Charge _-_.‘4_,4.4./_ ___________ e N PR A e 00 T G RN SRS L
DISPOSITION.
A. Sentenced To Depattment Of Correetion . . e iliaeiooooo

Sentenced To Baltimore County Detention Center

Remanded To Baltimore County Detention Center

o @ w

TR T S SO R i RN O S S el S S R S e s A SO S ol
Length Of Probation
E. Sentenced To Baltimore County Detention Center Work Release Recommended ... _______
Lo e SRR I s TN RN S R e
IR L RS L e A8 SR S #
B R e S
I. Trial Contmued ________________________
: dale 3 cO /
@ Trial Pos e
e T SRR S SRS e ol
L. Defendant Released From This Case Only.

Release In Transit.
SUZANNE MENSH, CLERK

Per __.'J. ....... .é‘.é.lfefn{).__
Deputy Clerk



HUllLt OF HEAKING

CIRQ)( COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTC}

SmmofMaWMndw, Faul Howarvd: Inskeep Case No. B8PCR3A08S
State of Marylana, Baltimore County to wit: .« :

TO: Nancy Cohen » Esquire
900 Virginia Avenue
Public Defender’S Office
Towson, MD 21204

You are hereby NOTIFIED TO AP before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 4 ‘Maryland, on June 4, 1990 at

09:15 A. M. for the Trial Of't"ngﬁ :7* At led case.

Any postronement of this date must
M. Rule 4-271.

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

Issued: February &, 1990 vt/ (’>mwA' i

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Joan Mather : Deputy
Criminal Assianment Commissioner
887-2494

e B Michael Fulver, Esquire




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * i FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INSKEEP SR. % CASE NO.: 89 CR 3085
* * % e *

'MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

"Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore
County, by Robin Coffin.& Mickey Norman , Assistant State's
Attorneys for Baltimoré County, and pursuant to Rule 4-264 of
the Maryland Rules of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to
order the Clerk of the Court to issue a Summons to the Custodian of Records,
Union Memorial Hospital, 201 E. University Parkway, Baltimore 21211
to produce all records of a Rape Examination performed by Dr. Marck Ronnenburg on

9/25/88,
pertaining to Michelle Lay, w/f, D.O.B. 7/17/67

at a time and place specified in the Summons attached hereto.

Respectfully submiﬁed A

é{kﬂ&/ﬂo\, (/{{ 0/‘69'111#& [@C>
SANDRA A. O"CONNO 8
State's Attorney fpo ltimore County

AL /%”‘
ROBIN S. COFFIN
Assistant State's

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing
Summon Tan% ible Evidence Before Trial was sent this
day of CerzeN_ , 1990 , to Nancy Cohen, 500 Virginia Avenue,

Towson, Maryland 21204.
ROBIN S. COFFIN
/ LQ@ Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County




STATE OF MARYLAND > IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. i, FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INSKEEP SR.
& CASE NO.: 89 CR 3080
* * * * =

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

DIRECTED TO: Custodian of Records
Union Memorial Hospital
201 E. University Pkwy.
Baltimore, Maryland 21211

to be and appear in the State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County, before

Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County, on April 15, 1990

at 9:30 A.M./P.M. and to produce at that time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of

of Maryland Rules of Procedure, all records of a Rape Examination performed by Dr.
Mark Ronnenbur
pertaining to g2 S/

Michelle Lay, w/f; 7/17/67

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore
County, you may comply with this Summons by forwarding the requested information

by mail directly to Robin Coffin & Mickey Norman , Esquire, State's

Attorney's Office for Baltimore County, 401 Bosley Avenue, County Courts Building,

Towson, Maryland 21204, by the above compliance date.




STATE OF MARYLAND L IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. % FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INSKEEP .
oK % CASE NO.: 89 CR 3085
* A * % *

ORDER OF COURT

o - n .
Jt is ORDERED this . ) day of ) W ;

7
19 fo by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, that the Clerk

of the Court issue a Summons to the Custodian of Records, Union Memorial Hospital

201 E. University Parkway, Baltimore, Maryland 21211

to produce a certified copy of all records of a Rape Examination performed by
Dr. Mark Ronnenburg on 9/25/88 pertaining to Michelle Lay, w/f,
D.O.B. 7/17/67

at the time and place specified in the Summons attached hereto.

T e Ddenee

JUDGE é.g
Circuit Court for Baltimo¥e County




STATE OF MARYLAND * TN THE

Vs * CIRCUIT COURT
PAUL H. INSKEEP * FOR
CASE NO. 89 CR 2294-96, * BALTIMORE COUNTY
89 CR 2569-70, .
S TR, 89 CR 5882, o T
89 CR 7000, ' \% ff(/\\ 97/([)
89 CR 6997-99 . ~
* * * * * * * * *
QR 3CES
5 PLEAS

Now comes the Defendant, Paul H. Inskeep, by his attorney,
Nancy M. Cohen, Assistant Public Defender, and as pleas to the within
charges says:

1. DNot gyilty.

ﬁé. Not criminally responsible by reason that at the time of
the commission of the offenses alleged, the Defendant suffered
mental disorder and/or mental retardation and lacked substantial
capacity to either appreciate the criminality of his conduct or
to conform his conduct to the requirements of the law.

3. Not competent to stand trial in that the Defendant is
unable to understand the nature of the proceedings against him or
to assist in his defense. ////

4. The filing of the instant plea is vital to the proper
representation of the Defendant.

Mg, Corl . fidioas

Nancy g . Cohen

Asst. Public Defender
500 Virginia Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
321-3779




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Plea has been delivered
to the Office of the State’s Attorney for Baltimore County, County Courts

Building, Towson, Maryland 21204, this 5th day of April, 1990.

\4/]11M(44 M . &‘A&M

Nancy /M. Cohen

Asst. lic Defender
500 Virginia Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
321-3779
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STATE OF MARYLAND - * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
% FOR BALTI. _(E COUNTY

vS. Y
5e " - -
Quﬂ ﬂ—x@f’ * gG CR 305
* * * * * * * * * * * * * X %% * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION

Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney For Baltimore County, and
N S-Cothn , Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore Couq&y, and in Answer
to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and Inspection, says the follow1ng

15

be attached hereto indicatlng the substance of the report and any conclusions reach j
A copy of any written reports, if available, will be attached hereto. '

L The Defendant made no statements or confessions, oral or written, which
are known to the State at the present time.

The Defendant made a written statement or confession, the copy of which
is attached hereto.

The Defendant made an oral statement or confession, the substance of
which is as follows:

4, x The Co-defendant(s) made no statements or confessions, oral or written,
which are known to the State at the present time.

The Co-defendant(s) made a written statement or confession, the copy
of which is attached hereto.

The Co-defendant(s) made an oral statement or confession, the substance
of which is as follows:

5. At the present time, there is no information known to the State which is exculpa-
tory, in any manner, to the Defendant.

6. The State reserves the right to amend and/or supplement this answer, upon reasonable
notice to the Defendant or his Counsel before the trial, by supplying information not
presently known to the State's Attorney's Office.

7. As to all other requests by the Defendant (except for the answer to 8 below),
the State declines to answer because those requests do not come within the purview of
Maryland Rule 4-263.

8. The names and addresses of the witnesses now known that the State intends to call
to prove its case in chief or to rebut alibi testimony are as follows:

¢ lyda Wrepml 3515 boy ulle Rof

Q. fcugon Gen Q1O Sex
. S Tbhﬁ'ra\%mur\ 3%1o B-vjr\/“w‘p-‘«q

Q4 T (stendunp cimbod
€hk Jomes Biltz. came ek
Qﬁ‘ Williom Auu\d\c% At 33‘0( ;

r\(\uu“; Low,j J413 Bliyinle RA




9. Upon notice to the State, the Defendant may inspect the contents of the State's
file in this case, excluding those items otherwise privileged by law.

4 74 I
,—gﬂ‘/ﬂ&—- d & Ce—m.).-’Z/
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
STATE'S ATTORNEY FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

ASSISTANT STATE'S ATTORNEY FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's Answer to Defendant's Motion
For Discovery and Inspection was sent this [/ day of [ng,\ ’

19 _l&() , to NOVU‘\O?)» Coran, 500 VA By e, Touson, MO 2i 2oy
ASSISTANT STATE'S ATTORNEY FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

COUNTY COURTS BUILDING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
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STATE OF MARYLAND
V.
PAUL INSKEEP SR.

* *

A

AT S0 P o Y S S e DA, 1 24 T PRSP 3 L VS R Wt )

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
2 CASE NO.: 89 CR 3085
%* *® *

'MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

"Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, by Robin Coffin.& Mickey Norman , Assistant State's

Attorneys for Baltimore County, and pursuant to Rule 4-264 of

the Maryland Rules of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to

order the Clerk of the Court to issue a Summons to the Custodian of Records,

\ Union Memorial Hospital, 201 E. University Parkway, Baltimore 21211

to produce all records of a Rape Examlnatlon performed by Dr. Marck Ronnenburg on

9/25/88,

SRautep

pertaining to Michelle Lay, w/f, D.0.B. 7/17/67 gzmw-WM—bm

g dfriliiz

at a time and place specified in the Summons attached hereto.

e A 0N
]

'S OF}

ol |

Respectfully submitted,

I
SANDRA A. O0'C OR

State's Attorney for Baltimore County

5/

ROBIN S. COFFIN/
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing Moti%qqgo
Summon Taiégble Evidence Before Trial was sent this

day of

u_,;/j , 1990

Towson, Maryland ' 21204.

to Nancy Cohen, 500 Vlrglnla Avenue,
e 0F :
[/

ROBIN S. COFFIN

Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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STATE OF MARYLAND i IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. % FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INSKEEP SR.
= CASE NO.: 89 CRr 3080
* * * * i

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

DIRECTED TO: Custodian of Records
Union Memorial Hospital
201 E. University Pkwy.
Baltimore, Maryland 21211

to be and appear in the State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County, before

Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County, on april 15, 1990

at 9:30 A.M./P.M. and to produce at that time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of

of Maryland Rules of Procedure, all records of a Rape Examination performed by Dr.
giigi%g%neﬁgyrg on 9/25/88
P J Michelle Lay, w/f; 7/17/67

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore
County, you may comply with this Summons by forwarding the requested information

by mail directly to Robin Coffin & Mickey Norman  Esquire, State's

Attorney's Office for Baltimore County, 401 Bosley Avenue, County Courts Building,

Towson, Maryland 21204, by the above compliance date.

ok s A W e



STATE OF MARYLAND

V.
PAUL INSKEEP SR.

Jt is ORDERED this

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
* CASE NO.: 89 CR 3085
* * *

ORDER OF COURT

—

)

n

day of . W

7

19 f* , by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, that the Clerk

of the Court issue a Summons to the Custodian of Records, Union Memorial Hospital

201 E. University Parkway, Baltimore, Maryland 21211

to produce a certified copy of all records of a Rape Examination performed by

Dr. Mark Ronnenburg on 9/25/88

D.O.B. 7/17/67

pertaining to Michelle Lay, w/f,

at the time and place specified in the Summons attached hereto.

Circuit Court for Baltimo

(?Z County
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STATE OF MARYLAND ol IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INSKEEP SR. Y% CASE NO.: 89 CR 3085
* * * oo e

‘MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

"Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore
County, by Robin Coffin.& Mickey Norman , Assistant State's
Attorneys for Baltimoré County, and pursuant to Rule 4-264 of
the Maryland Rules of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to
order the Clerk of the Court to issue a Summons to the Custodian of Records,
Union Memorial Hospital, 201 E. University Parkway, Baltimore 21211

to produce all records of a Rape Examlnatlon performed by Dr. Marck Ronnenburg on
9/25/88,
pertaining to Michelle Lay, w/f, D.O.B. 7/17/67

at a time and place specified in the Summons attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted,

/5/
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
State's Attorney for Baltimore County

/5/
ROBIN S. COFFIN
Assistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing Mot}
Summon Ta ible Evidence Before Trial was sent this 2
day of 4.4 .1,( , 1990 , to Nancy Cohen, 500 Virginia Avenue,

Towson, Maryland 21204. '

e o s /7/
ey @R OO 1980

ROBIN S. COFFIN
Assistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County




STATE OF MARYLAND % IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

Ve o FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INSKEEP SR.
» CASE NO.: 89 CR 3080
* * * * *

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

DIRECTED TO: Custodian of Records
Union Memorial Hospital
201 E. University Pkwy.
Baltimore, Maryland 21211

to be and appear in the State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County, before

Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County, on April 15, 1990

at 9:30 A.M./P.M. and to produce at that time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of

of Maryland Rules of Procedure, all records of a Rape Examination performed by Dr.
Mark Ronnenburg on 9/25/88
pertaining £0 vichelle Lay, w/f; 7,/17/67

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attornmey's Office for Baltimore
County, you may comply with this Summons by forwarding the requested information

by mail directly to Robin Coffin & Mickey Norman » Esquire, State's

Attorney's Office for Baltimore County, 401 Bosley Avenue, County Courts Building,

Towson, Maryland 21204, by the above compliance date.

\‘ .'? e

P

FILED ABR 06 1990



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INSKEEP SR.
* CASE NO.: 89 CR 3085
* % * * %*

ORDER OF COURT

[N

: -
Tt is ORDERED this . dav o it ,
: F &

that the Clerk

19 f# , by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County,

of the Court issue a Summons Cto the Custodian of Records, Union Memorial Hospital
201 E. University Parkway, Baltimore, Maryland 21211
to produce a certified copy of all records of a Rape Examination performed by

Dr. Mark Ronnenburg on 9/25/88 pertaining to Michelle Lay, w/f,

D.O.B. 7/17/67

at the time and place specified in the Summons attached hereto.

b (VJ County

Circuit Court for Baltimo

True Copy Test |

MENSH, Clork

Per

i A}“wv* Clork
. FILED APR 06 1990
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STATE OF MARYLAND i IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. * FOR BALTTMORE COUNTY aR693
_ <R é
PAUL INSKEEP * CASE NOS. : 9CR§%%8 ggccgzs%g
83ek3350
* * * *

STATE'S MOTION FOR JOINT TRIAL OF O

Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Ba
and Mickey J. Norman and Robin S. Coffin, Assistant State's Attorneys for
Baltimore County, and in Sygport of the State's Motion for Joint Trial of Offenses,
says:

1. Md. Rule 4-253 provides for the joint trial of offenses, when a Defendant
has been charged in two or more charging documents, upon the request of either
party.

2. The Defendant, Paul Inskeep, Sr. has been indicted in eleven (1l1l) cases,
charging Rape, Burglary and related offenses.

3. The joinder of cases requires the balancing of potential prejudice to
the Defendant against the savings of time and expense that separate trial would

entail. Jennings v. State, 8 Md. App. 312, 259 A.2d 543 (1969), Peterson v. State,

15 Md. App. 478 (1972).
4. In determining joinder, the Court has recognized the so-called "signature"
or "handwork" exception and deemed joinder appropriate, where the crimes are so

unusual and distinctive as to be like a signature. Moore v. State, 73 Md. App.

36 (1987); Ellerba v. State, 41 Md. App. 712 (1979).

FILED)pPR18199
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5. As a general rule, a Defendant charged with similar but unrelated
offenses is entitled to a severance where he establishes that the evidence as
to each individual offense would not be mutually admissible at separate trials.

Ellerba v. State, 41 Md. App. 712, 729; McKnight v. State, 280 Md. 604, 612 (1977).

6. In determining the admissibility of the evidence in each of these cases,
the Court must look to the rules of evidence, as it relates to "other crimes
eVvidence."

7. If the evidence of each of these offenses is admissible at each
separate trial, as "other crimes evidence:," it is proper that the cases be
tried in one trial.

8. Evidence of other crimes may be admitted when it tends to establish. .
the identity of the person charged with the commission of a crime on trial.

Ross v. State, 276 Md. 664, 669-70 (1976); State v. Jones, 395 A.2d 1182, 1186

(1979).

9. Evidence of other offenses may be received under the identity exception
if it shows any of the following:

a) the Defendant's presence at the scene or in the locality of the crime
eniteial; ...

c) the Defendant's identity from a handwriting examplar, "mug shot", or
fingerprint record from a prior arrest, or his identity through a ballistics
test;

d) the Defendant's identity from a remark made by him, ...;

E) - that Eie Defendant was found in possession of articles taken from the
victim of the crime on trial; and

h) that a peculiar modus operandi used by the Defendant on another occasion

was used by the perpetrator of the crime on trial. State v. Faulkner, 314 Md. 630,
552 A.2d 8961, 900 (1989).




DR Rt SN

B oani'a

B s

pig 3 “Fa

S + 7

10. In order to establish modus operandi, the other crimes must be "so
nearly identical in method as to earmark them as the handwork of the accused.

McKnight v. State, 280 Md. at 613.

11. However, earmarks that are not distinctive when considered separately,
may yield a distinctive combination if considerated together and tend to suggest

the perpetrator of the crimes is the same. Moore v. State, 73 Md. App. 36,41-42

(1887) .

12. The earmarks of the Defendant in these offenses yields a distinctive
combination, that when considerated together, suggest that the Defendant is the
perpetrator of all of the offenses. (See attached 34 page synopsis of the
offenses) .

13. The evidence of the "other crimes" is independently and substantially
relevant to the contested issue of identity. This evidence is reasonably necessary .

and serves an appropriate probative purpose. State v. Faulkner, 552 A.2d 896, 901.

14. The probative value of the "other crimes evidence" is not substantially

outweighed by any unfair prejudice. Harris v. State, 567 A.2d 476, 501 Md.

App. (1989).
WHEREFORE, the State prays that this Honorable Court:
a. hold a hearing on this motion; and
b. grant the State's Motion for the joinder of Case Numbers 89CR2294, 89CR2295,

89CR2570, 89CR5882, 89CR7000, 89CR6997, 89CR6999, 89CR2569, and 89CR2296, 89CR3085,
and 89CR6998.

i

&v‘a//% /4 C’C’KA/Q\ ot LY

o'c
State s Attorney %or Baltimore County

= e

MICKEY Jf NOI
Assistarft State's Attorney for
Baltimore County
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ROBIN S. COFFIN
Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's Motion for Joint

Trial of Offenses was mailed on this /Z;ﬁi'day of April, 1990 to: Nancy Cohen,

500 virginia Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 and Russell White, Suite 1110,

Hampton Plaza, 300 E. Joppa Road, Towson, Maryland 21204.

MJIN:RSC/mas

W

ROBIN S. COFFIN
Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County




On Wednesday, January 18, 1989, between the hours of 0105
and 0120 hours, Ms. Sylvia Lynn Santana, DOB: 11/2/71, was asleep
in her parent's bedroom, located in the rear portion, first floor,
of her residence at 2418 Plainfield Road, 21222, Baltimore County.
Ms. Santana's poodle began barking at the (interior) bedroom
doors, which are hinged, louvered doors, and not solid wood. Ms.
Santana awakened, peered through the slats in the door, asking
"Who's there?" The doors were forced open, knocking Ms. Santana
backward, by an unknown white male, wearing a dark ski mask
covering his head and face, a navy colored bomber style, waist
length winter jacket, navy colored slacks, and dark gloves. She
described the man as being over six foot tall, appearing to have
somewhat of a pot belly, at least 35 years old. She said the man
walked slowly and his voice was medium toned, calm but hurried.

The man shoved Ms. Santana backward, causing her to fall on
the bed, and he lied on top of her. She told him to take any-
thing he wanted, but not to hurt her. The man calmly told her to
do as he said and she wouldn't get hurt. She asked if he was

"no!''. The man raised her

going to hurt her and he responded,
shirt, touched and kissed her breast, and removed her shorts and
underpants. He held her down by laying one arm across her shoulders.
The hand used to touch her breast was no longer gloved. As he
kissed her breast, he raised his ski mask to the bridge of his
nose, revealing a thick, dark mustache. He told her she had nice
breasts.
The man unzipped his pants and removed his penis, telling
her to touch his penis. He had great difficulty in obtaining and
maintaining an erection and kept telling her to touch his penis,
to "help'" him and to '"'move' with him as he forced vaginal inter-
course. The man asked her if she ''did this", referring to sexual
intercourse. Ms. Santana responded, ''mo', and the man said he
had seen her and her boyfriend the Friday night before. Ms.
Santana's boyfriend stayed at her residence on January 13th, the
Friday night before, but they did not engage in sexual intercourse.
The intercourse was completed very briefly and the man stood
up and zippered his pants. He asked her if she was going to tell




anybody, and she said she would not. He asked her if she could
fix the bedroom door. She said yes, she could find someone to
fix it. The man said, "Don't tell anybody and I won't have to
tie you up. Just lay there.'" She assured him she would'nt tell
“anyone.

Ms. Santana observed the man walk in the direction of the
kitchen, then heard an unusual sliding sound. She said he walked
very slowly. After a few moments of silence, she got up and checked
the doors of the residence to be sure they were locked, then
telephoned 911.

Police examination of the residence revealed the rear sliding
glass doors of the residence were secured with only a block of
wood layed on the inside track. The wood was raised a few inches
higher where the glass doors meet. The exterior aluminum door
frame, at the point where the wood layed, has scratches on it,
appearing to be fresh. Glove impressions were observed on the
glass near the handle of the door.

Ms. Santana received a sexual assault examination from the
resident gynecologist at Greater Baltimore Medical Center, shortly
after the offense. The doctor retrieved hairs from inside of Ms.
Santana's vagina, believed to be foreign.

Ms. Santanas parents left on 1/13/89 for a week long vacation in
Florida. On 1/13, 1/14, and 1/15, Ms. Santana had friends spend
the night with her. On 1/16 and 1/17, she was alone at the
residence during the night. During the offense, nothing was
disturbed nor taken from the residence. The phone in the residence
is located in a very obscure section of the kitchen. Prior to the
offense, Ms. Santana's telephone rang at approximately 2330 hours.
She had been sleeping and did not answer the phone upon awakening.
The phone stopped ringing and began ringing again, shortly there-
after. Ms. Santana answered and the caller was silent, then hung
up.

On 1/18/89, Det. Ford spoke with Dr. Breitenecker, Forensic
Pathologist at G.B.M.C. Dr. Breitenecker stated the laboratory
analysis of the vaginal aspirate obtained from Ms. Santana

showed markedly elevated acid phosphotase levels and quantities




of spermatazoa. Both results were indicative of very recent
intercourse. Dr. Breitenecker stated the aspirate sample is
being preserved for future laboratory analysis. Det. Ford
took custody of the hair sample and submitted it as evidence.
See related police report, H-015454, attachment A.

Prior to the above offense, several burglary/rapes, burglary/
sex offenses, and burglaries, have occurred dating back to 1980.
All offenses have had a similar modus operendi, similar suspect
descriptions and similar locations. A suspect has been developed
in these cases, namely Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr. A synopsis of

these cases is as follows:




On Sunday, September 25, 1988 at approximately 0545 hours,
Michelle Lynn Lay, DOB: 7/17/67, was asleep in her bedroom at
her parents residence at 3813 Bayville Road, 21220, Baltimore
County. Ms. Lay was awakened when she heard her bedroom door
open. She was alone at the residence, and thinking her mother
might have returned, she called, '"mom'. She heard a male voice
say, '"Don't worry, I won't hurt you. I'm a friend of the family",
as' he approached her.

She described him as an unknown white male, at least six foot
tall, approximately 200 1bs., with a pot belly and a heavy, dumpy
build. He wore a navy blue ski mask covering his head and face,

a blue sweat shirt, faded blue jeans, rust colored suede work-type
gloves. He had forward, rounded shoulders and she thought he was
in his thirties.

Ms. Lay began yelling, ''mo'", and moved to the far side of
her bed. The man grabbed her, pulled her back to the other side
of the bed, stating, "I won't hurt you. If you don't go along
with me, I'll tie you up.'" He tore off her underpants and raised
her nightgown above her breasts, then lied on top of her. He
removed the glove from his right hand and fondled her right
breast as he held her wrists down with his left hand. She said
the hand was large and average textured. He attempted to kiss her
and she noticed he was unshaven and{@ad a full mustache.” He kept
telling her he won't hurt her and he would tie her up. He unfast-
ened his brown leather belt, unzipped and lowered his pants. Then
put his finger in her vagina. He penetrated her vagina with
his penis, but had difficulty maintaining an erection. Ms. Lay
told him she would rather die than cooperate, that she was only
21 (years old), and attends college.

The man got up and told her not to tell anyone. The man
left toward the dining room, located in the rear of the house,
and the sliding glass doors opened and closed. Ms. Lay's parents
were away in West Virginia when the offense occurred.

While the man was in the residence, he removed the kitchen
telephone from it's receiver, disabling the telephone in her

bedroom. Ms. Lay believed a tube of Blistex lip balm was missing

from her bedroom dresser. Nothing was missing nor disturbed in



the remainder of the house.

Ms. Lay received a sexual assault examination at Union
Memorial Hospital. Det. Saunders took custody of the items
collected during the exam. These items along with the victims
clothing and bed clothes were submitted to the FBI Forensic
Laboratory for the identification and analysis of foreign hairs,
fibers, and body fluids suitable for comparative examination.

Police examination of the sliding glass doors revealed they
are easily opened, even when locked, by lifting and pulling
back on the door.

Ms. Lay's house is located within one half of a mile of
Mary Jane Foard of 306 Lambson Court, 21220. Paul Howard Inskeep,
Sr. lived with Ms. Foard until 1981, when he was criminally
charged with sexually assaulting Ms. Foard's eldest daughter,
Renee Hamil (details of this are included in the latter part of
this application). Mr. Inskeep fathered Ms. Foard's youngest
daughter, and visits her regularly. Ms. Foard has seen Mr.
Inskeep driving through the neighborhood regularly, even on days
he is not visiting his daughter.

See related police report G-272263, attachment B.



On Sunday, December 7, 1986 at approximately 0245 hours,
Kathleen Hope Grannas, DOB: 6/21/53, was asleep in her ground
floor bedroom at 3708 Holly Grove Road, 21220, Baltimore County.
She heard a scratching sound at her bedroom door and alerted her
boyfriend, Daniel Patton, who was sleeping beside her. The
noise stopped and Mr. Patton got up to check if the noise had
been made by his 9-year old son, in the next bedroom. Mr. Patton
unlocked and opened the bedroom door and observed an unknown
white male crouched beside the door knob. They described the man
as being a white male, approximately 6 foot, 2 inches, 180 pounds
with a stocky to heavy build, wearing a brown ski mask covering
his head and face, brown gloves, a dark jacket and dark pants.
They said the man spoke in a calm, normal tone, but felt he was
attempting to disguise his voice.

The man stood up, holding an object in his left hand, and
calmly told Mr. Patton to get back in bed. The man asked if
there was any money in the house. Mr. Patton told him there was
money in his pants pocket, but not much. The man asked, "Is
that all?'" and Mr. Patton said it was the onlyAmoney. The man
asked, "You swear?'", Mr. Patton said he swears there is no other
money in the house. At one point, Ms. Grannas told the man she
had money in her purse on the dining room table.

The man said he had a gun and didn't want to hurt anybody.
He then asked if anyone else was in the house. Mr. Patton told
him his son was sleeping in the next room. The man stood silent,
looking at Mr. Patton and Mrs. Grannas for a few seconds. He
then stated, "I'm going to leave, give me a few minutes." Mr.
Patton said, ''Okay'", and the man asked, '"You swear?'" Mr. Patton
said "yes'". The man closed the bedroom door. After a few moments,
they heard a door open and close. After a few minutes of silence,
Mr. Patton got up, checked his son, then checked the house. He
discovered the kitchen door unlocked and the rear laundry room
doors night latch was off. All door's were locked by Ms. Grannas
prior to retiring.

Police examination of the house revealed the lock on the

kitchen window was defective, allowing it to be opened from the



outside. A partial footprint appearing to be fresh was observed
on the ground outside of the window. The exterior telephone
lines had been severed.

The man stayed in the bedroom doorway as he spoke to Mr.
Patton and Ms. Grannas. He did not attempt to retrieve the money
from Mr. Patton's pants located inside the bedroom at any time.
Ms. Grannas checked for the money in her purse and found the money
untouched. Nothing else in the house appeared to be disturbed,
nor taken.

Sometime later, Ms. Grannas discovered her driver's license
missing from her purse. Sometime after the offense, Ms. Grannas
had been contacted by a county roads employee who had recovered
her license on Interstate 70, near the Catonsville area. By this
time, she had obtained a new driver's license and told him to throw
it away.

Prior to the offense, Mr. Grannas had been receiving phone
calls that when she answered the phone, the caller remained
silent. Her telephone number was unlisted and.she knew of no
one that would be making the calls.

On the night of the offense, Ms. Grannas' children, aged 11
and 5 years, were spending the night with their father. Mr.
Patton usually works at night and drives his car to Ms. Granna's
house. On this night Mr. Patton was off work. He and Ms. Grannas
had gone out to dinner, picked up Mr. Patton's son, then rode in
Ms. Grannas' car to her house. Ms. Grannas's house is located
within one block of Mary Jane Foard's house.

See related police report, F-062221, attachment C.



On Wednesday, January 1, 1986 at approximately 0345 hours,
Kimberly Jo Bryde, DOB: 1/14/70, was asleep on the living room
sofa at 3925 Misty View Road, 21220, Baltimore County. Ms.
Bryde was awakened by an unknown male sitting on the sofa with
his arm around her waist. He told her, '"Take your shirt off'",
then stated, "If you yell, I'll leave.'" Ms. Bryde said the man
repeated his speech.

Ms. Bryde described the man as a white male, six foot tall,
heavy build, wearing a brown ski mask over his head and face, a
dark colored heavy winter coat, pee type or watchman type,
baggy dark blue work type pants and brown gloves. He held in
his hand a shiney object she believed to be a razor type knife.

Ms. Bryde screamed, '"Butch'", in an effort to summons Howard
Vernon Vicars, who was sleeping in an upstairs bedroom. The man
shoved his fingers in her mouth in an effort to muffle her scream.
As Mr. Vicans awakened and began walking downstairs, the man fled
from the residence exiting through the rear door. Mr. Vicars
chased the man as he ran northbound between two houses, but lost
sight of him after that. As Mr. Vicars was walking back to the
residence, he observed a red four wheel drive vehicle driving on
Bayville Road, toward Carroll Island Road. This was the only
vehicle being driven in the area.

Police examination of the residence revealed the screen was
removed from the dining room window. The glass was broken in the
window and the window was raised approximately eight inches.

Familiar with Mr. Inskeep being a suspect, the police officers
responded to the residence contacted Woodlawn Precinct requesting
the officers check 1415 Langford Road, 21207. This residence is
where Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr. was residing at the time, along
with his parents. Off. Collins responded to the residence and
found Mr. Inskeep's vehicle was not there, a 1983 Chevy Mini
Blazer, red in color with black stripes, bearing Maryland regis-
tration Y03453. He broadcast this information over the police
radio. At approximately 0605 hours, Off. Collins observed Mr.
Inskeep driving the vehicle on Langford Road near Newfield Road.

Off. Collins stopped the vehicle and approached the driver, Paul



Howard Inskeep Sr. Off Collins observed fresh mud on the floor
mat of the vehicle, a pair of gloves on the console of the
vehicle, and two blankets that appeared to be concealing items in
the vehicle. Mr. Inskeep quickly exited the vehicle and locked
the door behind him. He was wearing ill-fitting dark blue work
pants, a dark blue sweat shirt, and brown work boots. He was

not wearing a coat, although the weather was cold. Mr. Inskeep
appeared to be very nervous and repeated his speech.

When he was asked to be taken to the victim for a one-on-one
identification, Mr. Inskeep went to his vehicle and put on a brown
jacket. He again locked his vehicle.

When Ms. Bryde observed Mr. Inskeep, she felt his pants,
height and build were the same as the man who had broken in.
Because of the ski mask having been worn, she could not make a
positive identification of the man.

Ms. Brydes residence is located within % mile from Mary Jane
Foard's house.

See related police report, E-683337, attachment B
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Tuesday, September 24, 1985, at approximately 0342 hours,
Lynn Marie Sevil, DOB: 8/31/54, was asleep in her upstairs bed-
room at her residence at 1144 Newfield Road. Ms. Sevil was
awakened by an unknown white male approaching her bed. She
described the man as being six foot, approximately 200 pounds,
in his thirties, wearing a blue knit ski mask covering his head
and face, a burgandy cotton baseball type jacket with gold colored
stripes on the wrists and waistband, holding a pen light.

Ms. Sevil screamed and the man held an object to the left
side of her face, telling her to shut up or he would cut her. He
then told her to remove her clothing. She told him she was nude
and he asked to see her. Ms. Sevil said, ''mo", then asked him
not to do anything because she was having female trouble. She
also stated if he would just leave, she wouldn't say anything.
The man asked, '"You won't say anything?'" She stated, '"Just leave
now.'" The man left the room, pulling the door closed behind him
until it was only slightly ajar.

Ms. Sevil's roommates, Kathleen McIntire and Stephen Keller,
were asleep in another bedroom during the incident.

The Police were notified and the responding K-9 officer entered
the residence through the undamaged, unlocked, rear door. Ms.
McIntire was interviewed and related she had locked both doors,
including the dead bolt locks, to the residence, prior to retiring
for the night.

Subsequent interviews with Ms. McIntire revealed a ''skeleton
key'" was missing from near the back door and her slip was missing
from the den area of the residence. She described the glip as
being a beige half slip with lace ruffles on the bottom, having
a four inch tear on the side seam. Nothing else was disturbed,
nor taken from the residence.
| Det. Valentine, Baltimore County Police Sex Crimes Unit,
conducted subsequent interviews with neighbors of Ms. Sevil.

Mary Johnson, residing at 1146 Newfield Road, related she
had observed a red truck being driven by a white male with a
mustache, glasses (sometimes), driving slowly along the alley at

the rear of her residence. She observed the vehicle on four or
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five occassions prior to the incident with Ms. Sevil. She believed
the driver to be looking at her house as he drove by. The most
recent time she had seen the vehicle was on 9/21/85, between the
hours of 1900 to 1930.

Betty Smith, residing at 1156 Newfield Road, related she had
observed a red truck, bearing Maryland registration Y03453,
driving slowly in the rear alley of her house on 9/20/85. She
first observed the vehicle at approximately 0630 hours, driving
slowly. At approximately 0650 hours, she observed the vehicle
parked in front of 1150 Newfield Road with the driver in the
vehicle. At 0750 hours, she left for work and observed the
vehicle still parked in front of 1150 Newfield Road. As she drove
by the truck, the driver lowered his head. This prevented Mrs.
Smith from seeing his face and only a green and white baseball
cap he was wearing could be observed.

Mrs. Smith contacted the police. Off. Patton, Precinct 2,
responded to the call and observed a 1983 red Chevy Blazer, bearing
Maryland registration Y03453, parked in front of 1150 Newfield
Road. He approached the vehicle and driver. The driver was Paul
Howard Inskeep, Sr. At the time of the stop, Mr. Inskeep was
wearing blue jeans, a light colored shirt and a reddish, baseball
type jacket.

Mr. Inskeep appeared to be extremely nervous when questioned
by Off. Patton. Mr. Inskeep stated he was waiting for his father
to meet him at the location. Off. Patton asked him why he was
to meet his father at this location since he and his father both
resided less than % block away (1415 Langford Road). Mr. Inskeep
could not provide an answer to the question.

Ms. McIntire was reinterviewed by Off. Fox, Precinct 2, on
10/22/85. She related approximately one week after the offense,
she observed a white male with dark hair and a mustache, eye-
glasses, approximately 35 years old, in a red Chevy Blazer,
Maryland registration Y34535. The man and truck were stopped at
the intersection of Kirkwood Road and Newfield Road, facing her
residence. The man appeared to be looking at her residence.

He then slowly drove away, watching Ms. McIntire as he passed.

See related police report, E-596593, attachment E.
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On Friday, August 16, 1985 at approximately 0110 hours,
Robin Denise Hovermale, DOB: 1/31/66, was asleep in her first
floor bedroom at her residence of 425 Crisfield Road, 21220,
Baltimore County. Ms. Hovermale was awakened by a loud bang.
She closed her eyes again, then heard a second loud sound. Her
bedroom door, which had been locked, flew open and an unknown
white male was standing in the doorway. She described the man
as being tall, having a heavy build, wearing a dark nylon jacket,
wind breaker type, dark pants, a ski mask covering his head and
face, dark with tan around the eyes and mouth, dark gloves and
shining a pen light at her. She believed he had a mustache.

Ms. Hovermale screamed, ''Tony'", and nudged her boyfriend,
Anthony Mouring, who was asleep beside her. The man told them,
"Don't move, I have a gun.'" He hesitated, then asked Tony what
his name was. Mr. Mourning responded, '"Tony'. The man told him
to roll on his stomach, and when Mr. Mouring complied, the man
tied Tony's hands behind his back with strips of terry cloth. The
man put a hard object into Mr. Mourings' back and asked, 'Do you
know what this is?" Tony responded he did, beiieving the object
to be a handgun.

The man then tore off Ms. Rovermale's terry cloth romper,
and removed her underpants. She was crying loudly and he calmly
told her to be quiet. She held her pillow against her face to
muffle her cries. The man put his (ungloved) finger in her
vagina then rubbed her body and breasts. He unzipped his pants
and lied on top of her and attempted to have vaginal intercourse
with her. His penis was not fully erect and he had difficulty
penetrating her vagina. The man stood up, fumbled around her
bureau, then applied hand lotion on her vulva and in her vagina.
He then grabbed Ms. Hovermale around her waist and drug her onto
the floor, then across the floor a few feet.

The man rubbed more hand lotion on the inside of her thighs.
He repeatedly attempted to penetrate her vagina with his penis,
however, he still was having difficulty maintaining an erection,
he was not successful. He pushed her knees up, pushed away the

pillow she was still clutching, and again attempted vaginal inter-
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rourse. The man was successful, and as he forced intercourse,
ralmly said, '"'Stop crying and I'll leave, stop crying and I'll
.eave." He then said, ''Move a little, move a little." She
inderstood this to mean he wanted her to assist with the inter-
course. He again told her to stop crying. The man got up, tied
1er feet, then her hands together with strips of terry cloth.
I'he man touched something on Robins bureau and she observed him
nolding her mirror. She described the mirror as being hand sized,
with a brown rectangular frame and the handle broken off. One
side had a normal mirror, the other side had a magnifying mirror.
The man lifted the bedside telephone off its receiver,
listened, then replaced it. He left the bedroom, returned and
shone the pen light into Mr. Mouring's eyes. He left and
returned to the doorway four of five additional times, then
left the residence. After several moments, Robyn untied herself
then untied Tony. They ran to her parents bedroom to call the
police, however the phone line was dead. They then went to a
neighbor's house and telephoned 911. ‘
Police examination of the residence showed the molding had
been pried off with an unknown tool, probably a screw driver, and
one pane of glass had been removed from the rear kitchen window.
The window was near the door, and he apparently reached in and
unlocked the door. The exterior light bulb, near the door, had

been unscrewed. The exterior telephone lines, also located at

the rear of the house were severed. In the dining room, the phone

had been removed from the jack and thrown into a nearby laundry
basket.
Ms. Hovermale could not find her mirror and believed the man

had kept it. Mr. Mouring believed he had fifteen dollars in

various bills laying on the dining room table that was subsequently

missing. Nothing else appeared to be disturbed nor taken from
the residence. Both Ms. Hovermale and Mr. Mouring believed the
man was surprized when he observed Mr. Mouring in the bedroom.
Both Ms. Hovermale and Mr. Mouring stated the man spoke in a calm
but hurried tone.

On 8/18/85, Ms. Hovermale went to Pc. 11 and spoke with Off.
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On Saturday, March 30, 1985 at approximately 0500 hours,
Monica Marie Trimp, DOB: 4/5/66, was asleep in her basement
level bedroom at her residence at 432 Water Watch Court, 21220,
Baltimore County. Ms. Trimp had just fallen asleep when she was
awakened by a noise in her room. She observed an unknown white
male standing in the doorway of her bedroom, holding a flash-
light. She described the man as being approximately 6 foot, 1
inch tall, heavy set, but neither muscular nor obese, round or
sloped shouldered, leaning his head forward as he talked, wearing
a dark blue or green windbreaker jacket with a light colored or
white pocket lining, dark denim or cottom work type pants, dark
hard type shoes, a dark colored ski mask covering his head and
face, leather winter work type gloves.

The man unfastened his coat, sat on the bed, and pulled her
bed covers slightly down. Ms. Trimp said, ''Please don't hurt
me.'", and he responded, "I have a knife, don't make me use it."
The man raised her sweater, then directed her to remove her
sweater. She complied and he removed his glove and touched her
breasts. He told her to remove her pants and she complied. He
then had vaginal intercourse with her. Ms. Trimp engaged the
man in conversation during this time. He told her he had seen
her before, but was afraid to approach her on the street. He
also said he had been previously married and was 28 years old.

He also asked her if she was a virgin.

At one point, the man raised the ski mask to his nose. Ms.
Trimp observed his lips were not full and he had a mustache, light
in color. Through the eye holes, she observed he had a somewhat
lazy right eye.

After the intercourse, the man got up. He leaned over and
kissed her on her cheek, stated he'd like to see her again. He

walked to her doorway, hesitated a moment, then left through the

rear sliding glass doors by opening then closing the door behind
him. After a few minutes, Ms. Trimp ran to the doors and secured
the doors by lowering the charlie bar. She then telephoned the
police.

The man had apparently gained entry to the house through the
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sliding glass doors that had not been locked.

Familiar with Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr., the responding
officers requested officers from Woodlawn Precinct check 1415
Langford Road for Mr. Inskeep's Chevy Blazer truck. At approx-
imately 0659 hours, Off. Shaffer responded and observed the truck,
bearing Maryland registration Y03453, parked in front of the
residence. The truck had rain drops on the hood and roof, but
the sides of the truck were dry. The windshield had rain drops
on it, but the area cleared by the windshield wipers was some-
what dry. All other parked vehicles in the area had rain drops
on them, including the sides and windshield.

Paul Meredith Inskeep came out of the residence and approached
Off. Shaffer, asking, "I saw you check my vehicle that my son
drives. Is something wrong.'" When Off. Shaffer explained his
presence, Mr. Inskeep said, Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr. had only
driven the truck from the rear alley to the front of the residence
at 0600 hours, because it was trash collection day.

Off. Shaffer noted the distance from the alley to the front
of the house was insufficient to cause the wind to dry the sides
of the truck while it was still raining. ‘

On 1/15/86 at approximately 1455 hours, Ms. Trimp contacted
Off. Heavner, Precinct 2. She stated she had been in front of
Cockeysville Elementary School, 10535 York Road, when she
observed a white male operating a red four wheel drive truck
driving by her. The man honked the horn and waived at her. She
believed the man was the same man that had raped her.

On 1/16/86 at approximately 1415 hours, Off. Holthaus conducted
a follow up interview with Ms. Trimp. During this time, Off.
Holthaus showed her a photograph of Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr. in
an effort to determine if he was the man in the red truck. Ms.
Trimp said, '"'That's him, that's the man who raped me." She also
said the photo was very similar to the man in the truck.

Ms. Trimp stated she is absolutely positive that photograph
is of the same man that raped her. She said through the eye holes
she saw his eyes and when he raised the ski mask, she saw the
shape of his cheeks and jaws, his mouth and mustache. She also

said she got a good view of the man's front and back, as well as
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his profile during the offense. She said the slouched stance
depicted in the photo is also the same as the man that raped her.

Ms. Trimp's residence is located two blocks from the residence
of Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr's. ex-wife and two children (a son and
daughter), at 2133 Graythrone Road, 21220.

Det. Price interviewed Mrs. Inskeep who advised Mr. Inskeep
had visited her and their children during the weekend of the
offense, as well as the previous weekend. The reason for the
frequency of his visits to her residence was due to her having her
arm and leg in a cast.

See related police report, E-437901, attachment G.
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On Friday, August 24, 1984 between 0100 and 0355 hours,
Jeanette Adele Stanko, DOB: 8/29/62, was asleep in her basement
level bedroom at her residence of 1461 Clairidge Road, 21207,
Baltimore County. She was awakened by a hand on her shoulder.

Ms. Stanko started to scream and her mouth was covered with a
gloved hand. An unknown white male calmly stated, '"Please don't
scream. I've got a knife. Please don't make me use it."

She described the man as a white male, approximately 6 foot,
3 inches, heavy build, wearing a dark ski mask covering his head
and face, a black pullover shirt, black pants, wearing dark wool
gloves with vinyl palms. The man's stature had a hunched over
appearance, and he walked slowly.

The man unhooked her bra, removed the glove from his right
hand and fondled and kissed her breasts. He repeated, '"Don't
make me hurt you.'" He removed her underpants and pulled her to
the edge of the bed. He took her hand and told her to lay on the
floor. The man lowered his pants, lied on top of her and attempted
to have vaginal intercourse with her. The man had difficulty in
obtaining and maintaing an erection and told Ms. Stanko to "help"
him. After a few seconds, the man got up, fastened his pants, and
left through the rear basement door, which had been previously
dead bolt locked.

Police examination of the residence revealed entry was gained
by climbing up an 8-foot rear deck, cutting a piece of screen from
the kitchen door and unlocking the screen door. The interior door
had been left open for ventilation. It was apparent the man
unlocked the deadbolt lock of the basement door and opened the
door prior to waking Ms. Stanko. She stated the door is tight
fitting and squeaks loudly. In addition, the dead bolt makes a
loud click when unlocked. She heard neither before the man exited
through the door. Nothing else was disturbed, nor taken from
the residence.

Ms. Stanko's residence is located approximately 2 blocks
from Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr's. residence at 1415 Langford Road.

Prior to the offense, Ms. Stanko had been out of town for two

weeks, only returning home the night before. See related police
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report, E-257370, attachment H.

On 9/4/84, Wilkens precinct officers conducted a community
meeting regarding the two burglary/rapes (this offense and the
offense included on the following pages), that had occurred in
the Edmondson Heights area (around Langford Road area). The
community was provided with a full description of the suspect in
these offenses.

On 9/5/84, Elizabeth Jedlicka, residing at 1414 Kirkwood
Road, stated she felt her neighbor, residing at 1415 Langford
Road, matched the suspect description, exactly. In addition,
she stated on 9/3/84 her and her daughter were getting out of their
vehicle in the common alley behind Langford and Kirkwood Roads.
They observed Mr. Inskeep walk by them. Mr. Inskeep stopped,
turned around, and stared at them as they walked to the door of
their residence. Once they reached the door, he commenced
walking again.

On 9/6/84, a police surveillance was conducted in Langford
Road area. From that night and several following nights, Off.
Coburn noted that beginning at approximately 0300 hours, activities
could be observed in the Inskeep residence. The lights and tele-
vision being turned on and off, and Mr. Inskeep and his parents
moving throughout the house.

A 1984 red S-10 Chevy Mini Blazer, bearing Maryland registra-
tion Y03453 was observed parked in front of the residence, and
many times in the rear alley. The vehicle was registered to Paul
Meredith Inskeep, but operated by Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr.

On 9/11/84, an anonymous caller contacted Woodlawn Precinct,
stating they observed a red Chevy Blazer with apartial tag number
-—-453, was being slowly driven in the alley behind the 1400 block
of Clairidge Road. The operator matched the description of the
suspect given during the community meeting. The truck rode through
the alley several times.

Off. Coburn noted that there are ample parking spaces on
Langford Road, and the surrounding streets. Parking in the alley
and driving through surrounding alleys would not be necessitated for

finding a parking place.
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On 9/12/84 at approximately 0015 hours, Det. Weiber was
parked in the alley behind the 1100 block of Harwall Road, as part
of the surveillance. Det. Weiber observed Paul Howard Inskeep,
Sr. walking east bound in the alley, crossing Kirkwood Road. Det.
Weiber was in an unmarked AMC police vehicle. Mr. Inskeep walked
approximately ten yards past the vehicle, turned around and
walked to the rear of the vehicle. He stooped down, read the tag
number, then walked to the driver side window and looked at Det.
Weiber, then walked west bound toward Kirkwood Road.

Det. Weiber stopped Mr. Inskeep and identified himself. Mr.
Inskeep asked if he was doing something wrong, then said he couldn't
sleep and was going for a walk. He was asked for identification
and he produced a hankercheif, stating that was all he had with
him. He provided his correct information and stated twice more
that he was just going for a walk.

Det. Weiber requested through the radio, for Cpl. Smith to
respond to his location. Mr. Inskeep became very nervous and
said he was jogging, not walking. He added he occassionally walks
or jogs through neighborhood alleys when he couldn't sleep.

Mr. Inskeep was wearing a black pull over type shirt, black
slacks, black leather tie-type shoes. He was asked why he wasn't
wearing jogging type clothes, and Mr. Inskeep said he was just
walking, taking a short cut through the alley back to his house.
Det. Weiber noted that Mr. Inskeep had been heading in the opposite
direction of his house, and a shorter route would have been on
Kirkwood Road, not the rear alley.

Mr. Inskeep was asked why he had looked at the tag number of
the vehicle and he said, '""Because I thought it was a police car."

After he was stopped, Mr. Inskeep walked out of the alley,
then south bound on Kirkwood Road toward Newfield Road, away

from his residence.
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On Wednesday, August 1, 1984, Sally Maria Monteferrante, DOB:
6/24/50, had been reading in an upstairs den of her residence at
1413 Kirkwood Road, 21207, Baltimore County. At approximately
0400 hours, she went into her bedroom, shut off the lights and
went to sleep. Shortly thereafter, Ms. Monteferrante was awakened
by someone shining a flashlight in the hallway outside of her
room.

She described the man as being a white male, approximately
6 foot, 2 inches, 200 pounds, large build, fair complexion, with
a mustache, wearing a black bandana covering the lower half of his
face, a black baggy, full length rain coat, and dark shoes.

Ms. Monteferrante asked, '"Who's there?'" The man walked into
the bedroom and told her he had a knife. He said he wasn't going
to hurt her, but would use the knife if he had to.

The man lied in the bed and directed her to remove her terry
cloth romper. She complied, and the man lied on top of her and
attempted to have vaginal intercourse with her. He had a good deal
of difficulty obtaining and maintaining an erection. He told her
to "help" him penetrate her vagina with his peﬁis, and she complied.
He repeatedly asked her if she was a virgin. He had vaginal inter-
course with her for a few moments and afterwards told her she was
"good'"'. He asked her if she was going to call the police, then left
through the rear kitchen door.

While the man was in her bed, Ms. Monteferrante felt the
knife he was holding in his hand. She believed it to be a hunting
type knife.

Police examination of the residence showed the man gained
entry by putting a small bench taken from a neighbor's trash area,
under the rear kitchen window. The window was unlocked and while
standing on the bench, the man opened the window and took the door
keys hanging under the window sill. The kitchen door was unlocked
with the keys and entry was gained. Ms. Monteferrante felt the
man was somehow previously aware that keys hung under the window.
The keys were left at the residence.

The man removed her kitchen telephone from it's receiver.

Nothing else in the residence was disturbed, nor taken.
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Ms. Monteferrante's residence is located within two blocks
of Mr. Inskeep's residence of 1415 Langford Road.

When Mr. Inskeep was stopped by Det. Weiber, he was less
than % of a block from Ms. Monteferrante's house.

See related police report, E-237148, attachment I.
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On Monday, November 16, 1981 at approximately 2400 hours,
Renee Hammel, DOB: 8/11/68, was asleep in her bedroom at 306
Lambson Court, 21220, Baltimore County. She was awakened by her
mother's boyfriend, Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr. He told her his
back was sore and he wanted her to '"'crack'" it. He then demonstrated
how he wanted her to do it. He strattled her, then sat on her
lower back and rubbed her back with his hands. He then sat on
her buttocks and continued rubbing her back. He lied on the
bed and told her to sit on his buttocks and rub his back. He
then told her she was doing it wrong, and rolled on his back. He
told her his ribs hurt and asked her to rub them. She complied,
sitting next to him. Twice he told her to sit on top of him,
strattled, but she instead, asked him how this would help his
back. He lifted her by her waist and sat her on his penis. Ms.
Hammel said he ''began grunting'', as he held her on top of him.
She asked him to leave her bedroom. He told her 'don't tell' and
left her room.

At approximately 0200 hours, Ms. Hammel was awakened by Mr.
Inskeep sitting on her bed. He told her his back still hurt and
she again asked him to leave her room. He again told her not to
tell anyone.

Ms. Hammel told her mother, Mary Jane Foard, about the incident.
Ms. Foard subsequently proceeded with criminal charges, and
severed her relationship with Mr. Inskeep.

See related police report, D-414440, attachment J.
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On Tuesday, March 2, 1982 at approximately 0520 hours, Mary
Jane Foard was asleep in her daughter's bedroom when she was
awakened by loud noises. She walked to the top of the stairs,
heard noises at her front door and observed the door knob moving
back and forth. She ran to her bedroom to telephone police, but
the line was dead. Ms. Foard then opened a window and began
screaming for help. At this point, she heard the door being
"smashed in'"', forced open, and heard footsteps coming up the stairs.
She hid behind the bedroom door, holding a can of mace. Paul
Howard Inskeep, Sr., entered the room and she sprayed him with
mace. He overpowered her and drug her down the stair case and
into the living room. Renee Hammel was awakened by the noises and
ran to her mother's aid. Mr. Inskeep grabbed Ms. Hammel by her
hair, but she broke free and ran into her grandmother's bedroom.
Mr. Inskeep told her to go into her bedroom and Ms. Foard told
her to comply with the request. As she neared him, he grabbed her
by her hair and forced both her and Ms. Foard into Ms. Hammel's
bedroom and closed the door behind them. He shoved Ms. Foard to
the floor on the other side of the bed, then attempted to lift
Ms. Hammel's shirt over her head, ripping the shirt during the
struggle and causing her to fall to the ground.

Ms. Hammel, still cluthing her blouse, got free from Mr.
Inskeep and attempted to flee. He grabbed her vulva and arm and
threw her back to the floor. Still holding her arm, he began
rubbing her vulva with his hand. He again attempted to lift her
shirt over her head. Mr. Inskeep tore off her underpants. Ms.
Hammel was still struggling to get away and he punched her on
her back, twice. He then grabbed her by her waist, pulled her
to him and rubbed her vulva against the area of his penis. He
grabbed her breast and attempted to lift her blouse over her
head. Ms. Hammel struggled free from him at this time, as he
attempted to maintain hold of her and punched her. During this
incident, he kept telling Ms. Hammel he wasn't going to hurt her.
She told him he was hurting her, but he continued.

During this time, Ms. Foard could not see what Mr. Inskeep

was doing because the room was dark. She heard her daughter
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yelling and crying for Mr. Inskeep to stop, asking him what he

was doing, and saying he was hurting her. She also heard their
struggling. Ms. Foard felt a handgun in his coat pocket and
removed the handgun. She attempted to fire the gun at him, but
didn't know how to operate the weapon (a .45 caliber automatic).
She twice struck Mr. Inskeep in the head with the gun and forced
herself between him and her daughter. He struggled with Ms.

Foard and attempted to get the weapon from her. He then put her
in a head lock and applied pressure until she was nearly unconscious.
She screamed, she would do anything he wanted, if he would let her
daughter go. He released his hold, told her he loved her and
wanted to be a family. He said he hadn't done what she had said
he'd done to Renee ( he was referring to the pending charges
related to the preceeding offense). He kept hugging her and
saying he loved her. He was calm at this point.

A neighbor, Ronald Cloud, entered the residence at this point,
as he was summonsed by Ms. Foard's grandmother, Lillian Albrecht.
Moments later, police arrived and arrested Mr. Inskeep.

Police examination of the residence showed the front door had
been forced in, broken completely off it's hinges.

The automatic handgun with a loaded clip was recovered from
under Ms. Hammel's bed. Mr. Inskeep's down filled vest was
recovered with another loaded clip, a box of rounds, and a screw-
driver in its pockets. Ms. Hammel's torn sweatshirt and under-
pants were also recovered. A flashlight was recovered in the
living room, and clothesline was found in Ms. Hammel's bedroom.

In the remainder of his clothing, Mr. Inskeep had a knife.
The knife was recovered from another coat pocket.

A crude telephone was found attached to Ms. Foard's exterior
receiver box. Fingerprint comparisons showed Mr. Inskeep's finger-
prints were recovered from the telephone.

See related police report, D-490619, attachment K.

Mr. Inskeep pled guilty to these preceeding two offenses,
and was found guilty. He was placed on probation as a result.
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On September 19, 1980 at approximately 0300 hours. JoAnn
Asbury, DOB: 4/22/57, was asleep in her bedroom at her residence
of 3808 Chestnut Road, 21220, Baltimore County. She was awakened
by an unknown white male, holding his hand over her mouth and a
steak knife to her throat.

She described him as being 6 foot, 1-2 inches tall, 200 to
210 pounds, a wrinkled face, with greenish/brown eyes, dirty
blonde hair, a mustache, wearing a blue, hooded sweat suit with
the draw string pulled tightly around his face and white tennis
shoes. She added he walked like a duck and had rounded shoulders.

The man said he was going to have sex with her. Ms. Asbury
said, '"Okay, just don't hurt me." The man layed the knife on
the night stand, disrobed and got in bed with her. He kissed her
breasts and fondled her vulva and vagina.

Ms. Asbury engaged the man in conversation. During this
time, he told her his name was '"Paul'', he found her name on
insurance papers in her vehicle, knew her phone number and knew
her Doberman Pincher had died the week before. He also related
he had been watching her for about a month and had seen her in
her yard, but didn't know how to approach her.

Ms. Asbury convinced him not to have intercourse with her.
She told him she wouldn't call the police if he left. He stated
he would leave and, '"wouldn't do this again', if she didn't call
the police. She walked him to the door and asked if he would
mind taking out her trash. He complied with this request. As
they walked, Ms. Asbury noted that her kitchen door and the
attached storm door were held open with their latches. The doors
had previously been locked.

Also, while they walked, the man admitted to her he had gotten
the knife from her kitchen and had cut her kitchen telephone cord
with the knife. He handed the knife to her and offered to pay
to have the phone line fixed.

Police examination of the residence revealed entry had been
gained by removing the screen from a rear kitchen window and opening
the unlocked window. The cord on the kitchen telephone was

severed, and her telephone answering machine was turned off.
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While Off. Ash was at the residence investigating the offense,
Ms. Asbury received a call from the man at approximately 0455
hours. He told her the time the police arrived at her house, and
asked her why she had contacted the police. She engaged him in
conversation until 0520 hours. During this time, he told her he
worked at Sparrows Point.

Off. Ash attempted to have the call traced by the phone
cdmpany. The only information obtained was that the call was
from the Towson area of Baltimore County. Ms. Asbury had a non-
published number and felt he obtained the number from her tele-
phone while in her residence. Ms. Asbury had only been living
at this residence for one month.

An ident-Kit composite drawing was compiled by Det. Biltz,
Crime Lab, of the suspect in this offense. Ms. Asbury obtained
a copy of the composite and showed it to her landlord and a
neighbor. These people told her the composite looked like Norman
Pfeltz, her next door neighbor at 3810 Chestnut Road.

She provided Det. Price with this information, who in turn
obtained a photograph of Mr. Pfeltz. The photograph was placed
fourth in a photo array of six photographs. Ms. Asbury observed
the photographs and said, '"'I can't be sure. Number 3 or 4."

A more recent photograph of Mr. Pfeltz was placed in a photo
array of six photographs and she subsequently identified Mr.
Pfeltz.

Det. Price obtained an arrest warrant for Mr. Pfeltz which
was subsequently served. Upon seeing Mr. Pfeltz in person, Det.
Price observed Mr. Pfeltz did not closely match the description
of the suspect given by Ms. Asbury. Det. Price extensively inter-
viewed Mr. Pfeltz regarding the offense. Det. Price interviewed
Mr. Pfeltz's wife, Lisa, who told her her husband had been home
with her the entire morning of September 19th and the night of
September 18th.

As a result of these interviews, as well as Mr. Pfeltz's
hair color, height and weight being different, Det. Price was
convinced Mr. Pfeltz was not the person responsible for this

offense.
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Det. Price conducted interviews with neighbors of Ms. Asbury
and learned a man named ''Paul' closely matched the description
given and often spent the night with his girlfriend, Mary Jane
Foard, at 3812 Chestnut Road.

On 9/25/85, Det. Price went to the residence and interviewed
Ms. Foard. She told him her boyfriend, Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr.
does stay at her house several times a week, but resides with
his parents at 1415 Langford Road. She related he was 37 years
old, 6 foot, 2 inches, 210 pounds, with light brown wavy hair,
brown eyes, and a mustache. She related his build (rounded
shoulders), and walk (duck footed) were the same, and he was
employed at Bethlehem Steel, Sparrows Point. In addition, she
said Mr. Inskeep had not been at her residence on 9/19.

Det. Price subsequently went to 1415 Langford Road and inter-
viewed Mr. Inskeep. Det. Price observed Mr. Inskeep did closely
match the description. Mr. Inskeep was shown the composite and
given the description. He admitted to Det. Price that all infor-
mation did in fact, match himself. He was asked to stand in a
line-up, to stand among four others and be viewed by Ms. Asbury,
at Baltimore County Police Headquarters on 9/26/80, and he agreed.

On 9/26/80, Mr. Inskeep called and said he had contacted
his lawyer and that under no circumstances would he appear in a
line-up.

After conferring with Baltimore County State's Attorney's
office, Det. Price obtained an arrest warrant for Mr. Inskeep,
charging him with this offense. The warrant was served, and Mr.
Inskeep was placed in a line-up with four other men. Without
hesitation, Ms. Asbury identified Mr. Inskeep as the man responsible
for this offense.

See related police report, D-069560, attachment L.



Regarding the most recent offense on January 18, 1989 with
Sylvia Santana, Ms. Santan!s residence is approximately one mile
from 1911 Robinwood Road, believed to be the current residence
of Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr.

Baltimore Gas and Electric records were checked and revealed
Virginia JoAnn Boyd, Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr's. wife, requested
service to be connected at 1911 Robinwood Road and disconnected
at 8217 Dundalk Road in June, 1988.

Records were checked by Security Officers at Bethlehem Steel,
Sparrows Point, revealing Mr. Inskeep's work schedule is from
Tuesday through Saturday, 3:00 p.m. to 11:00 p.m. shift. Mr.
Inskeep did, in fact, work on 1/17/89, at these hours.

On 1/18/89, Det. Ford observed the three described vehicles
parked in the driveway of 1911 Robinwood Road.

On 1/18/89 at 1448 hours, Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr. was observed
driving on Robinwood Road in the Audi, Maryland registration
VGT-343 by Off's. Hart and Widenhouse, Essex Precinct. He was
followed and was observed driving to Bethlehem Steel. He parked
his vehicle, got out and walked into the building. Mr. Inskeep
had a full mustache and was wearing a black bomber style, waist
length jacket.

All victims are single white females. All victim's live
alone, were alone at the time, or believed to be alone at the time,
or slept on a different level in the homes than other occupants.
All victims are similar in appearance, attractive with shoulder
length hair, slender to medium build, average heights.

All residents were entered from the rear, usually kitchen
area, with little or no force. If force was required, the
impressions were of a screwdriver type pry tool. Once inside, the
perpetrator would open or unlock an alternate rear door prior to
confronting the victims.

All victims described the perpetrators voice tone as being
calm, but somewhathurried at times. At no time did the perpetrator
raise his voice, have an angry tone, or use profanity. Many felt
the perpetrator was somewhat gentle during the rape. The victims

were asked to assist in the rape, and were sometimes complimented



by the perpetrator. At no time did the perpetrator attempt or
request other sex acts. Many victims noted difficulty in the
perpetrator obtaining and maintaining an erection.

All victims described the perpetrator as the same height,
build, and general age. Most noted a full mustache. Many noted
"slouched" or '"'rounded" shoulders, not an erect stance. Many
noted a distinctive walk, namely "slow' or "Labored", and that
he '"'walked like a duck'. A ski mask, gloves and dark clothing
were described, as often was a flashlight. A knife was threatened
or displayed, as was a gun when confronting more than one person.
Telephones were usually incapacitated in one way or another. Most
received hang up calls prior to the offense, and on occasion, after
the offense.

None of the residences were ransacked and the only items noted
taken were small, personal items of the victim, with little value.

All offenses have occurred within a close proximity of Mr.
Inskeep's residences, or previous residences. When Ms. Santana's
case occurred, Mr. Inskeep was (and still is) living with his wife,
approximately one mile away.

During Ms. Lay's case, Mr. Inskeep was also living at Robin-
wood Road, however, Ms. Lay's house is within %3 a mile from Mary
Jane Foard's house at 306 Lambson Court. Ms. Foard is a former
girlfriend of Mr. Inskeep, and the mother of his youngest daughter.
Mr. Inskeep has visitation rights with this daughter.

Ms. Granna's house is located within 1 block of Ms. Foard's
house. Ms. Bryde's case is located within % mile of Ms. Foard's
house.

Ms. Sevil's case occurred while Mr. Inskeep was living with
his parents at 1415 Langford Road, % block away.

Ms. Hovermale's house is 3 blocks from Ms. Foard's house.

Ms. Trimp's case occurred two blocks from Mr. Inskeep's ex-
wife's house at 2133 Graythorn Road, 'during a time Mr. Inskeep
frequented the residence due to his ex-wife's broken leg and arm.
At no other time have similar offenses occurred in this area.

Ms. Stanko's case occurred while Mr. Inskeep lived with his

parents, 2 blocks away, as did Ms.Monteferrante's case.
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Ms. Asbury's case occurred while Mr. Inskeep frequently
stayed with Ms. Foard at 3812 Chestnut Road. It should be noted
that no other offenses have occurred in the Chestnut Road area since
Ms. Foard moved to Lambson Court.

It should also be noted that other offenses have not occurred
in the Edmondson Heights area since Mr. Inskeep moved out of his
parent's house.

. No other similar offenses have occurred anywhere else in
Baltimore County.

Based on these facts, it is apparent the perpetrator in these
offenses are one and the same. Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr. was
identified as the perpetrator by JoAnn Asbury, Renmee Hammel and
Monica Trimp in their respective cases. Mr. Inskeep and/or his
vehicle was identified in the immediate area just before and/or
after the offenses against Robin Hovermale and Lynn Sevil. After
the offense with Kimberly Bryde, a red truck was observed in the
area. When Mr. Inskeep was observed by Ms. Bryde, she felt his
height, build, and clothing were the same as the perpetrator, and
he had been stopped by the police while driving his red truck.

In conversations your affiant has had with Ms. Foard, she
related the following regarding Mr. Inskeep while he lived with her:
Mr. Inskeep is an avid hunter and has a trunk in which he

keeps his hunting supplies. One time after a hunting trip, Ms.
Foard looked in his trumk. 1In a '"'secret' compartment she found a
pair of her underpants, she believed had been ejaculated on. She
asked him about the underpants and he became enraged. She found
other pieces of herlingere missing after this, but never confronted
him about them.

Based on this, your affiants believe Paul Howard Inskeep, Sr.
is the perpetrator in all the named offenses.

Mr. Inskeep no longer has the red Chevy Blazer. He has been
seen, and is believed to be the exclusive driver of the Audi, bearing
Maryland registration VGT-343 and has been observed driving the
vehicle. The vehicle is registered to Mr.Inskeep's parents (his
father is now deceased).

The Chevrolet Monte Carlo, bearing Maryland registration VNH-215,
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has an orange over all appearance, common to vehicles that frequent
the grounds of Bethlehem Steel.

The Chrysler LeBaron, bearing Maryland registration PDT-432 is
registered to Mr. Inskeep's wife, JoAnn Boyd, and may be used by

Mr. Inskeep.
These vehicles, as well ashis residence, are believed to contain

the listed property to be seized. The basis for this is the expert
opinion of Sergeant Sam Bowerman that the type of serial rapist

Mr. Inskeep is believed to be is very likely to harbor and main-
tain mementos taken from their victims.

Sgt. Bowerman's opinion, in detail, is attached and is as

follows.
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original assault, to satisfy this need of conquest and to

a

fuel has fantancy life, he will often

scene of his crimes that may go undetected (i.e. small items

wn
r__l
e
(@]
0
5
197)
®
]
cr
3
i
[07]
]

& of jewelry, lingerie, a victim's driver
because this type of offender often has a victim criteria and
enjoys keeping track of his exploits, he will periodically
document his experiences with different victims, how they

rated sexually, and what his own feelings were during the crime
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Office of State’s Attorney

Baltimore County
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 887-6600
Sandra A. O’Connor ' R
State’s Attarney //// \
// hpril.9, 1990
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Nancy Cohen
Assistant Public Defender
500 Virginia Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
Russell White Re: State v. Paul Inskeep
Suite 1110 Case Nos.: 89 CR 5882 89 CR 2569
300 E. Joppa Road 89 CR 6997 - 89.CR 2296
Towson, maryland 21204 89 CR 6999 89 CR 2294

89 CR 6988 89 CR 2295
89 GR 7000" 809 CR 2570
89 CR 3085
Dear Nancy,

Enclosed herewith, please find the following documents in compliance
with discovery in the above-captioned cases:

Sylvia Santana

1. One page police report by Officer McKeloin, dated 1/18/89.
2. One page police report by Officer Minnick, dated 1/18/89.
3. One page police report by Officer McKeloin, dated 1/20/89. .
4. One page police report by Officer Tippon, dated 1/18/89.

5. One page police report Detective Roeder, dated 2/8/89.

6. One page police report by Detective Geitoel, dated 2/8/89.
7. One page police report by Detective Geitoel, dated 2/8/89.

8. Six page police report by Detective Ford, dated 1/19/89, 2/9/89,
2/22/89 and 2/28/89.

9. One page correspondence by Detective Ford, dated 2/28/89.
10. One page Statement by Sylvia Santana, dated 2/20/89.

11. One page Statement by Martin Goeller, dated 2/20/89.

i@ apr23 @
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13.

14.

15.

16.

-2

One page Statement by Joseph Swain, dated 2/20/89.

One page Statement by Gloria Goeller, dated 2/20/89.

Eleven pages of property inventory sheets.

One page laboratory examination by Detective Wagster, dated 2/24/89.

Two page correspondence by Detective Ford, dated 1/18/89.

ADDITIONAL WITNESSES

Officer Lewis W. Tippon, #1803

Detective James Roeder, #1673
Crime Lab

Special Agent Dwight Adams
F.B.I., Washington, D.C.

Jeannett Stanko

X7
18,
19 .
20.
&k
22,
23.
24.
25,

26.

27

28.

Three page police report by Officer Patton, dated 8/24/84.
One page police report by Officer Hines, dated 8/24/84.

One page police report by Detective Webb, dated 8/24/84.

One page police report by Officer Collins, dated 8/24/84.
One page police report by Cpl. Rosen, dated 9/11/89.

One page police report by Officer DeBoy, dated 8/24/84.

One page police report by Officer Wink, dated 8/28/84.

One page police report by Detective Valentine, dated 8/28/84.
Four pages of property inventory sheets.

Four page police report by Detective Ford, dated 2/16/89, 2/9/89,
and 2/22/89.

Seven page Report ofinvestigation, unsigned, dated 9/13/84.

Nine page Report of Investigation, by Officer Coburn, dated 9/17/84.



Witnesses

Mr. & Mrs. Stanko
1461 Clairidge Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207

Mr. Richard Conner
1212 Harwall Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207

Officer DeBoy, #2101

Robin Hovermale

29

30.

31'

32

k &

34.

354

36

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

Four page police report by Officer Kavanaugh, dated 8/16/85.
One page police report by Detective Read, dated 8/16/85.
One page police report by Detective Einolf, dated 8/24/85.
Two page police report by Officer Iser, dated 6/18/86.

One page police report by Officer Dorer, dated 8/19/85.
One page police report by Detective Ford, dated 8/16/85.
Three pages of property inventory sheets.

One page police report by Officer Chavis, dated 8/19/85.
Two page Statement by Robin Hovermale, dated 6/18/86.

One page Evidence Receipt from Cellmark, dated 11/22/89.
One page Correspondence by Detective Ford, dated 12/13/89.
One page Request for Laboratory Examination, dated 11/7/89.

One page Statement by Antony Mouring, dated 8/16/85.

One page Report of Investigation by Officer Aksomitus, dated 8/28/85.

Seven page police report by Detective Ford, dated 2/22/89, 2/28/89,
2/14/89, and 2/9/89.

Four page correspondence by Detective Ford, dated 8/16/85.

One page correspondence by Detective Einolf, dated 6/19/86.
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64. Seven page Report of Investigation by Officer Collins, dated 1/14/86.
65. Two page correspondence by Detective Einolf, dated 9/6/84.

66. One page correspondence by Sgt. Huggins, dated 9/6/84.

67. One page Report of Investigation by Detective Nash, dated 9/9/84.

68. See 77a.

Witnesses

Detective Sturgen, #277

Salvatore Gilberto
1408 Forrest Park Avenue

Monica Trimp

69.

0.

7k

2.

73

74.

15

3

Tl s
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Four page police report by Officer Aksomitus, dated 3/30/85.
One page police report by Officer Shaffer, dated 3/30/8S.
Two page police report by Detective Price, dated 3/30/85.
Two page police report by Detective Kolberg, dated 3/30/85.
Three paged of property inventory sheets.

Two pages police report by Detective Price, dated 5/3/85.
One page of property inventory sheet.

Four page police report by Detective Ford, dated 3/18/89, 2/9/89,
2/22/89.

One page laboratory examination request, dated 4/1/85.

One page report of Investigation by Officers Heavner & Holthaus, dated 1/16/%

Witnesses -

Detective Kolberg, #1566
Crime Lab

Officer Shaffer, #2220
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Michele Lay

78. Five page police report by Officer Fares, dated 9/25/88.

79. One page police report by Detective Biltz, dated 9/25/88.

80. One page police report by Detective Ostendarp, dated 10/3/88.

8l. Two page police report and photo array by Officer Greenlow, dated
10/4/88.

82. One page police report by Detective Saunders, dated 10/9/88.

83. Three pages of property inventory sheets.

84. One page request for latent print comparison by Detective Ostendarp,
dated 10/3/88.

85. One page Report of Investigation by Sgt. Foracappo, dated 10/6/88.

86. Two page correspondence by Sgt. Foracappo, dated 10/3/88.

87. One page correspondence by Detective Saunders, dated 2/14/89.

88. One page correspondence by Detective Ford, dated 2,/21./89.

89. One page police report by Detective Ford, dated 4/12/89.

90. Two pages of documents obtained from Defendant's home.

91. One page correspondence by Detective Saunders, dated 2/14/89.

92. One page correspondence by Detecti&e Ford, dated 2/21/89.

Witnesses

Detective Tim Ostendarp, #1693
Crime Lab

Detective Biltz, #1317
Crime Lab

Detective Saunders, #2790
CID Sex Offenses

Dr. Marck Ronnenberg
Union Memorial Hospital
201 E. University Parkway
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Mary Foard

93. One page police report by Officer Kitchens, dated 7/27/85.

94. One page police report by Officer Peace, dated 11/27/85.

95. Three page police report by Officer Silk, dated 10/22/85.

96. One page police report by Detective Wagster, dated 10/22/85

97. Two page police report by Detective Peace, dated 11/4/85 and 11/27/85.
98. Three page police report by Detective Ford, dated 2/13/89 and 3/8/89.

99. One page Request for Laboratory Examination by Detective Kolberg,
dated 2/14/89.

100. One page Request for Latent print comparison by Detective Ostendarp,
dated 3/1/89.

101. Two pages of property inventory sheets.

102. One page Arrest Report of Defendant, dated 3/13/90.

103. Twenty-three pages of documents cbtained from Defendant's home.
Witnesses

Detective Wagster, #1804
Crime Lab

Detective Tim Ostendarp, #1613
Crime Lab

Detective Kolberg, #1566
Crime Lab

Officer M. Stutman, #2884

l)
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Mary Jane Foard 82'

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.
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110.

111.

112

113.

114.

115.

116.

Xl

118.

119.

120.

Six page police report by officer May, dated 3/2/82.

One page arrest report on Defendant, dated 3/2/82.

One page police report by officer May, dated 3/2/82.

One page police report by Detective Kolberg, dated 3/2/82.

One page polic

e report by Cpl. Simms, dated 3/3/82.

One pagé police report py OfficerMaycsS:, dated 3/2/82.

One page police report by officer long, dated 3/2/82.

One page polic

e report by Detective Kolberg, dated 3/2/82.

One page police report by Officer Phoore, dated 3/3/82.

One page prope

rty inventory sheet.

Four pages of property inventory sheets.
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