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STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY, TO WIT:

The State of Maryland vs PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP

charged with the crime of First Degree rape, 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 State of Maryland gives the Court here to understand
and be informed that PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP late of Baltimore
County aforesaid, on the 18th day of January, in the year of
our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-nine at Baltimore
County aforesaid, did unlawfully commit a rape upon Sylvia
Lynn Santana in 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 Sylvia Lynn Santana 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 Sylvia Lynn Santana in violation of Art.
27, Sec. 464C, 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 - 4th Degree - Art. 27, Sec. 464C)



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 commit
burglary, in the nighttime, of the dwelling of Sylvia Lynn
Santana, situated 2418 Plainfield Rd., 21222, with intent to
commit a felony therein; against the peace, government and
dignity of the State.

(Burglary with intent to commit a felony - common law and
Art. 27, Sec. 29)



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 make an
assault upon Sylvia Lynn Santanan; against the peace,
government and dignity of the State.

(Assault - 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, unlawfully did batter
Sylvia Lynn Santana; against the peace, government and
dignity of the State.

(Battery - common law)



TO
1.
2.

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) 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. I
date, yo

you do not have a lawyer before the trial

(‘may have to go to trial without one.

THE

STATE'S ATTORNEY FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY fg;pél—
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PAUL HOWARD INSKEEP (Baltimore County Detention Center)
BCI#87663 DOB 4-8-43 o
ADDRESS: no fixed address (if
STATEMENT OF CHARGES: 663146C1

OFFENSE REPORT NO. H(Q15454 \\

CHARGE: First degree rape, etc. ~ /,
f [ ]
{
\

CRIMINAL INFORMATION /

WITNESSES:
Syliva Lynn Santana
2418 Plainfield Rd., 21222
Edward Santana
1601 Inverness Rd., Apt. B, 21222
Joseph Richard Swain
7398 Edsworth Rd., 21222
Off. E. Minnick #3409
Off. Lucille F. McKeldin #2692
PC #12
Det. Karen Gentry #2514
Sex Crimes
Dr. Rudiger Breitnecker
Greater Baltimore Medical Center
6701 N. Charles Street, 21204
Martin Goeller
Gloria Goeller
2418 Plainfield Rd., 21222

FILED OCTiy198%




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE{ CIRCUIT COURT
Ny * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
Paul Howard Inskeep *
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STATE'S AUTOMATIC DISCOVERY
AND REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY

Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County,
and Michael 2. Pulver , Assistant State's Attorney, and in compliance
with Rule 4-263(a) of the Marvland 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 orocedure.

/ / 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.
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P e L D N o
WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
&medtmemmva FAUL HOWARD INSKEEF Case No, BYCREBH2

% I. . NO.
State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: 1. (). . AFRIL &, 1943

TO: YARDEN; BALTIMORE COUNTY DET. CENTER
KENILWORTH + BOSLEY AVE. :
¥ | RALTIMORE, MD 21204

You are hereby COMMANDED TO HANES

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 B
09: 15 A. M. THE EBODY OF FAULRY
YOUR COUNSEL ENTERS AN APPEARA
IN THIS WRIT.

{ 43 before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
aWsor;\Maryland, 0ON OCTOBER 23, 1989 AT
(B FOR ARRAIGNMENT, UNLESS

3/ ON OR BEFORE THE TIME SPECIFIED

, VTZ}‘-

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

Issued:  QCTORER 18, 1989 ot/ (,>m*““ i

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy
RETURN OF SERVICE

NATE DEFENUANT SERVED WITH WRIT & CHARGING DOCUMENT: o

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

R A O T e e e s e s et e e e
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GIGNATURE & TITLE
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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
to 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 with the name and address of
any alibi witness the Defendant intends to call as a witness. The crime
occurred on the 18th day of January 1989 at. 0115 hours
at 2418 Plainfield Rd. 21222 Baltimore County Maryland.

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;
(i) Submit to reasonable physical or mental examination;

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

/

il j CLnst

SAWDRA A. O'CONNOR
/Sfate Attorney for Baltimore County

YDt o

sistant State's Attorney

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy Jf this aforegoing State's Automatic
Discovery and Request for Discovery pas attached to the above indictment
when delivered to the Defendant.

i %

ssistant State's Attorney
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DIST/LOC. s %" RELATED CASES rs TRACKING NUMBER “BFW s |
08-03
COMPLAINANT DEFENDANT
NAME (LAST, ARST, M..) TITLE NAME (LAST, FIRST, M.l) TITLE
Gentry, Karen Det. Inskeep, Paul Howard, sr.
AGENCY SUB-AGENCY 1.D. NO. (POLICE) 1.D. NO. RACE SEX[HT. WT. D.0.B. (MM/DO/YY)
W Mi6'2" | 210 04/08/43
AE CID 2514 OCA HAIR OTHER DESCRIPTION
; H-015454 bm
'WORK TELEPHONE HOME TELEPHONE WORK TELEPHONE HOME TELEPHONE
ADDRESS APT. NO. ADDRESS APT. NO.
Baltimore County Police Department- CID C/0 Baltimore County Detention Center
Y STATE ZIP CODE CITY STATE 2P CODE
Towson MD 21204 | R Towson MD 21204
INITIAL APPEARANCE

[ Juvenile Waiver

?eleased on own Recog;No probable cause for arrest
opy of charges provided [J Copy not provided
m;Defendam advised of right to counsel [J Undecided

[0 waived [J Employ own counsel [J Public Defender

Advised of right to preliminary hearing
Preliminary Hearing [J was [J was not requested.
[ Relgased on own Recog. [ Supervised by/Custody of
Bail$ §==-x s\ (Full; %; without collateral security)
Committed
Hearing/Trial Date

sugeCgmmy_LaLh) 22 vae /257
.D.#

BAIL  Posted [ cash [ Corporate [ Property

DATE Judge/Comm./Clerk 1.D. #

IL REYIEW PRELIMINARY HEARING
Bail to Remain the Same 7o educed to. . (R Requested/Waived State's Attorney Notified
Increased to $ i ROR Unsecured Represented by Counsel Counsel Waived' .

; : Probable Cause/Defen. Held Bond/Recog. Continued .

Advnst to nsel________ [ Received copy of ctyges Bail Set § Full % P S T “\\l-
JudgeN_ [l e Date. 7 ¢ / Y? No Probable Cause/Dismissed/Defendant Released

6 PRELIMINARY INQUIRY

* Judge
C.D. Filed in Circuit Court

: o Date.
913.54 Papers Forwarded ANARY
ATE

Advised def. of Right to Counsel ________[] Received copy of charges : " -
B Amended/New C. D. Filed
g Referred to Public Defender Waived Counsel ; DATE
b i thain Siis Eaitent Dismissed For Lack of Prosecution
B e = Date Judge Date
0
,g o charging docume ‘ A n filed in Circuit Court, the charges are dismissed.
™ fter hearing in presédce : nt and a finding of good cause, the time is extended to
Q r State’s Attorney’s‘agt \%
B = ’ Judge
) 2] 4~ 1P} PRETRIAL STATUS
X @ Il Bo d/Recog. | Recog. |Bench Warrant Bail Def. Sur. |Forf. Stricken/ | Previous Bail
? i FTA Date | eited Revoked Issued $ Amt |by Surety |War. Recalled| Reinstated
o AWAY:
: Y
8 ~-3 2/ Judge
R COURT APPEARANCE
e | e Court made certain that defendant received a copy of the charging document, informed defendant of right to counsel and importance of
b assistance of counsel. Advised defendant of nature of charges and allowable penalties including mandatory or minimum, conducted waiver inquiry
“q 'gefendam wants to waive counsel, and if continued advised defendant that at next appearance, appearing without counsel could be a waiver.
e ®
b <4 Judge |
- g efendant appeared without counsel. Meritorious reason. Case continued:

Date

NOIOD AT (DA

Judge

N/00)\



Defense Counsel - Defendant / NS mf / auwl

SIERAMDINGY .. 4 ... ocoonssosivesimmssossiviosl  Besessesruninnnsissmsassonionsd CAEBOND. coiviivineiiinied  Livorvisessines 6(3 / VC C’/ ...........
TRIAL No. of Charges........ 2. ..... |
O 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 O Private [ Public Defender 0O JTtP O Jury Trial Waived {
: - A Sy i
Charge #1 [&}ﬂ ~ (7 fagou AR: O Non-CJIS” A/Sec: 27/4/62 _ Code: /~f/ 67 |
Amended: A Art/Sec: Code: 1
Max Sentence: PLEA: ONP [OStet Verdict [ PSI Ordered: Sub Curia Until:
... COms....... .. CME...c...... TR O RESTITUTIONS............... TS R |
Sentence: O DOC [OLocal Commencing: Credit time awaiting trial: I
Suspended Sentence: Probation time: O Supervised [ Unsupervised |
T Ry R P PR e R R SN SR RS R R R v i S N S o :
i
.................................................................................................................................................................................... 4
.................................................................................................................................................................................... .j
........................................................................................................................................ |
Date 2 Judge i
Charge #2/§ urq (0444 M AR: O Non-CJIS  Art/Sec: C/b Code: / ~2.- o0 {
Amended: , Art/Sec: Code: {
Max Sentence: PLEA: ONP [OStet Verdict [0 PSI Ordered: Sub Curia Untit: ;
PR il CRRTD aeeiniiiviss D e neic GBI o esrasns RESTITUTIONS.............. L e (e SRR R e TR !
Sentence: O DOC [OLocal Commencing: Credit time awaiting trial: i
Suspended Sentence: Probation time: [0 Supervised [ Unsupervised !
I s b e s S R L S R B i S S s i G e e P e e o b f
BN el SRR, . ¢ NN IR DI (R N T
e e A T e
* Charge #3 AR: O Non-CJIS  Art/Sec: Code:
Amended: Art/Sec: Code:
Max Sentence: PLEA: ONP [Stet Verdict [0 PSI Ordered: ~ Sub Curia Until:
BURED ERIEIED. . e iniininin RS . voiicnnss BEIEB . v ssanersss RESTITUTIONS............... 1o et 0 S S S S e
Sentence: ODOC [OLocal Commencing: Credit time awaiting trial:
Suspended Sentence: Probation time: [0 Supervised [ Unsupervised
IR G i bt n g s B s R A S B s A s R R I e L e Iy
EE)
............................................................................................................................................................................... c:.-- d{
@ +

----c---..--..............D.-a-t; ------------------------- eeccectote . -.‘;..‘: m.....'."jl".d.é.e.-.".'.........-.---'.-.-.-...;d...\\
= J \ E N
[0 Defendant Advised of Right of Appeal. Upon Perfecting of Appeal, [ d and [J Recog. to Continue; " W\!
0O Present Bond to Continue; 1 Appeal Bond in Amountof $............. to be R qedt O Sentence not to be Stayed; (I Other-........ B.. \L ‘
......................................................................... (If Sentence is Satlsﬁed Perf ‘ 5 f Appeal, no Appeal Bond Requir i
)

Bond forfeiture entered as judgment in the amount of $............cccceuneeneee. Date —— with interest from date of forfeiture and
costs and liens filed in Circuit Court. Docket entries forwarded to Bail Bond Commissioner, if any, and to State's Attorney and Chief &
Clerk.

Date Clerk { t
ndictmentfist Eensrsonardet o CREHICERIIE ... o it L i vsniiviinanneiisivanihssessmnessabursinsnrind (D -
Defendant Notified of Nolle Pros/Stet................cccceeeneeiie. (D i
Judgment Recorded in District Court...............ccceenivnenn... (Date)
REEL & QAge SIne ShL) S e NN (Court)
¥L. _ﬁ_lllﬁj___ﬂb(ﬂj____&iﬁ_)_qaﬁfz-ﬂ i T N e s s (Date)
P T PR RO SO SN ittt = (Date)
Appaal Forwarded ...........c..cccovnieencnivsboncarmssrnrnsesnns ssinss (Date)




DISTRICT COUR'{OS)F MARYLAND FOR . Baltimore County/ Dundalk

Center Place, City/County
Locatalbiat - . i, Dundalk, MD 21222 Cage No. ... 5 663ld4eCl ==
Court Address
STATE OF MARYLAND ys Inskeep, Paul Howard, sr. =
Defendant
Charge (1). Repe-lst degree . = C/0 Baltimore County Detention Ctr.
Address
T S N Gl e o AT LG R | S, WD e o

Arresting Officer’s Agency, Sub-Agency, 1.D.

Y e Code 1-2200 cC# H-015454

STATE OF MARYLAND, ......... I o e , 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,
XXXX¥X Initial 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 a judicial officer of the District Court.

Issued....... September 5'0 SRR /ZW/I Ty

Name of Law Enforcement Agency for Service

RETURN OF SERVICE

)@ L OOy that at .o e .. L2:0Q.... oclockP... M. on . UYSIVY..at ...
- 3 Date
“(’Q—ll : Kg,m(u\x;rﬁt\’bb ¥ a \aou( ............................. , I executed this Arrest Warrant by
Place

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

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

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

COURT COPY



DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR

LOCATED AT (COURT ADDRESS)
100 Center Place, RELATED CR/T° .ASE
Dundalk, MD 21222
(7 i e 300K ¥

(.6314601 66314GCL Ir@ceep, Paul I*I«r;w\rardl‘sr.xxx B
08-03 it 86314601

Gentry, Karen : Det. Inskeep, Paul Howard, sr.
v ' W MG6'2" 210  04/08/43
AE [ CiD 2514
| H-015454 brn
. 887-2223
Baltimore County Police Department- CID C/0 Baltimore County Detention Center
Towson MD 21204 R Towson X MD ; 21204

L
COMMITMENT / PROBATION

EEn T aendil - TEREEES

663146C1)

TESTATENENT OF CHARGES 07 o 1 b e o o o)

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

LIT IS FORMALLY GHARGED THAT THE DEFENDANT (ot op 3 % o “£mf =y s 50 babs s s i
MDCCS AR ON OR ABOUT (DATE) AT (PLACE)

1 1-1103 January 18, 1989 2418 Plainfield Rd., Baltimore, MD 21222 . . .did engage in

raginal intercourse with Sylvia Lynn Santana, by force, against the will and without the

consent of the victim, and committed said act in connection with the breaking and entering

pf a dwelling house.

IN VIOLATION OF:

D ANN. CODE, ART. 27 3 SEC. 462 ;[Jcommon Law oF mp; ~ [[Jrus. LocaL Law, anT. SEC.

AGAINST THE PEACE,
GOVERNMENT AND
[:’COMAR OR AGENCY CODE NO. ;DORDINANCE NO. i DIGNITY OF THE STATE.

MDCCS AR ON OR ABOUT (DATE) AT (PLACE)

2 1-2200 January 18, 1989 2418 Plainfield Rd., Baltimore, MD 21222 . . . did break and

enter, in the nighttime, the dwelling house of Sylvia Lynn Santana, located at 2418 Plainfield

Rd., Baltimore, MD 21222, with the intent to commit a felony therein.

IN VIOLATION OF:
DMD ANN. CODE, ART. SEC. :@X)MMON-LAW OF MD; [:]Pus. LOCAL LAW, ART. SEC.
AGAINST THE PEACE,

GOVERNMENT AND
DCOMAR OR AGENCY CODE NO. ;DORDINANCE NO. i DIGNITY OF THE STATE.

[]cONTINUED ON ATTACHED SHEET (FORM DG/CR 3A)

DATE TIME

;}/J\_ﬁ // 7> JUDICIAL ow. FHS J

FORM DC/CR 3 (1-89) COURT COPY




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 1f you plan to plead guilty, a lawyer can be helpful.
f 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
L fEr e o o SO e e S AR e S G SR Ot e S CBasErNG: - T i
Court Address
COMPLAINANT DEFENDANT

...Petective Karen Gentry ... ............... VS ..Paul Howard Inskeep Sr. ..
Name (Print) Name (Print)

il A00 BR0AMEERDEIVE L e el Baltimore County Detention Ctr.
Address (Number and Street) Address (Number and Street)

... Towson,. Maryland 21204 ... . ... . . 887-2223 ..Towson, Maryland 21204 .
City, State, and Zip Code Telephone City, State, and Zip Code Telephone
S o o PR it R e S I R S
Agency, Sub-Agency, and [.D.# (Officer Only)

DEFENDANT’S DESCRIPTION: Driver’s License# I=521=676=313=275 .. ... ... Sex.M.. Race.W.. Ht6/2

e e Eyes Heni ... ...... Complexion Fair. . ......... DOB:.4/8/43........

FR T 10N CRIL SR 560 . Other. . ... DR ) o6 GAUGREIRG |- (0L 07 SBR-GUATHY UCY Ingy ThiaRea o L.

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.. January.18,. 1989 bet. 0105-0120 hrs. .

Date

at..2418.Plainfield .Rd..Balto...Co}.).l..21222 ................................... , the above-named Defendant

ace

...... Ms...Santana.was. asleep.in .her. parent's. bedxoom,. located on. the first floor of the
residence.at.2418. Plainfield. Rd....She. was awakened by her poodle barking., Ms. Santana
peered . through .the . lauvered .slats.in.the. bedroom door. .. She observed an unknown white male,

Date

Subscribe and sworn to before me this
T s SR L BT T e D SR S i SRS S LA T e T,

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.

\ (/ Y
................... S I i bk (XLt
Date Officer’s Signature

I understand that a charging document has been issued and that I must appear for trial [Jon.......%. ..

Date

" i el e T S B e o , U when notified by the Clerk, at the Court location shown at the top of this form.

. % . Applicant’s Signat
LI declined to issue a charging document because of lack of probable cause. e A

Date Commissioner

DC/CR 1 (Rev. 11/85) (See Reverse Side)
COURT
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NOTICE TO APPLICANT FOR A CHARGING DOCUMENT

You are making an application for a charging document which may lead to the arrest and detention of the
individual you are charging. If, as a result of your application, a charging document is issued by the commissioner,
it will not be possible for the commissioner to withdraw the document. The charge may only be disposed of by
trial or by action of the State’s Attorney.

You will be required to appear at the trial as a witness. Failure to appear on the date set by the court could
result in your arrest for failure to obey a court order. e

The application which you have filed has been filed under oath. Article 27, Section 151, of the Annotated
Code of Maryland provides that any person who makes a false statement or report of a crime or causes such a
false report or statement to be made to any official or agency of this State, knowing the same, or any material
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 imprisoned, in the discretion of the court.

It is essential that you furnish as much information as possible about the offense. To be sure that your infor-
mation is adequate, your application should clearly state the following:

1. WHO?
Identify the accused, (the person you are complaining about), and identify yourself.

2. WHEN?
The time, day, month and year of the offense.

3. WHERE? . _
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.

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 possible.

5. WHY?
The facts you give must show the accused intended to commit a criminal act.

6. HOW? 3 f .

- How the aceused committed the offense. For example, if you were physically 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 accus-
ed cause the damage?

7. At the top of the application, you will notice a space marked ‘‘DESCRIPTION.’”’ The information in
this space refers to the accused. It is important that you furnish as much of this as possible so that the
accused may be easily identified.

If you need further assistance in completing your application, please feel free to ask the commissioner.

NOTICE TO APPLICANT FOR A CHARGING DOCUMENT




Defendant’s Name. . Paul Howaxd Inskeep, Sr. ... ....................... Case No... H-015454 ..................

CONTINUATION SHEET
(2)

APPLICATION FOR STATEMENT OF CHARGES/STATEMENT OF PROBABLE CAUSE

I . .. e e R R i e

........ The man. unzipped his pants, and attempted vaginal intercourse. He told Ms. Santana

door had scratches on it appearing to be fresh. Glove impressions were observed on the

.................... CE L e i

Date

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



CONTINUATION SHEET
(3)

APPLICATION FOR STATEMENT OF CHARGES/STATEMENT OF PROBABLE CAUSE

Date = Applicant’s Signatu

DC/CR 1A (Rev. 5/85) COURT C
OPY
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DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR ................ 124 M1 MCO‘/’”V ...........

City/County
Located at. ........ sraracxi 3 iou B O TR E’é{ Case No....... GCZ/ YC‘—/ ..........
STATE OF MARYLAND VS. mvﬂf&ﬁfﬁ“"//?ﬂ/w bk i .. ’///73 ...............
X:MW ..... Coonty ) xMQIWmWZ’UY
A SS

INITIAL APPEARANCE REPORT (Rule 4-213)

I hereb ify that when the above named Defendant was brought before me for his initial appearance, L:

O EASED Defendant on personal recognizance due to a finding of no probable cause for the warrantless arrest.
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 AD D Defendant that copy of Charging Document is not available, but will be provided as soon as possible and

e Defendant a copy of the Notice of Advice of Right to Counsel.
IRED Defendant to read or 0O READ to Defendant, the Notice of Advice of Right to Counsel.
ADVISED Defendant that if he appears for trial without a lawyer, the Court could determine that he has waived counsel
z}aﬁxplfoceed to trial with Defendant unrepresented by a lawyer.

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. [J It is scheduled for.................... i i
O Clerk will notify him of date. [J Defendant waives preliminary hearing. efendant defers election.

Pretrial Release Determination (Rule 4-216)

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

O That Defendant is not eligible for release under [0 Art. 27, Sec. 616 1/2 O Art. 27, Sec. 638 B of the Maryland Code.

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

[0 He is not charged with an offense for which the maximum penalty is death or life imprisonment. .~
O It will reasonably assure his appearance. :
z‘?fm‘rthe charges against the Defendant are nonjailable offenses.
hag4elease on personal recogngx)/f w1ll %)t reasonably ensure the appearance of the Defendant as required because .......

~

he following condition(s) are imposed:

DAL e TR A I R e s g SR B o R S SROIIIEs HE S - L IR Pt SOR e i Dok oo R S
who agree to supervise him and assist in ensuring his appearance in court.

PR L TR T T T T T ) e e e TR SR e G e e e A

Sesubyeatsd Biefentant (OIS IOHOWING TESURCHIANIS ... ... ... i e s e ioa oDt ins sasagas ves Tones s bnsen vhnbubtains s ss Sxa sadassus boss

A T il Don e ORIt Of & . ittt e srnacoand i s , on the following condition(s):
O without collateral security.

ith collateral security equal in value to the greater of $25.00 or 70‘) ...% of the full penalty amount, to wit: $d{""‘<
D/t(;)ﬂb'e/satnsﬁed by depositing the required amount in cash or certified check, or the pledging of intangible property

‘oved by the Court.
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:
1. that a condition of ANY release

Date

EI/ -
I have read [] 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 Counsgh and I acknowledge recelp; of a copy hereof. I have been informed that
the trial date/preliminary inquiry/preliminary hearing date is . ? W

........................ ey e e . s .
?;72 will be advised of the date by the clerk. I agree to the conditions of elea
.... J”;b'.};” SR T e - A S D

DC/CR 7 (Rev. 1/88)



NOTICE OF ADVICE OF RIGHT.TC 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 possibie 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 lawyér
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.

Sa



~ i } et = \
( un T /(/AW/V ME Cé\//\/ g
”DJ§TKICT COUR<OF MARYLAND FOR ... 5« ! e s e
......................... -E‘Case No(y(//‘(’/
"y J . Court Address // /
2 > Lot SR A
STATE OF MARYLAND L f(‘.(i.’ﬁf..&.?’....../.?fi?.( ..... ’.[.)./.r..”..J..(...'..f,«....7‘.?? ....... /%3
Defendan s
/] - 3 i “ -.x-d-d-r.e.s.s ......................................................................
LD. No Bwlen pO. I720Y
TR T U WP e R o e i e i

‘ 7o 4 @ 1
COMMITMENT PENDING HEARING /= 7“7

(izn’(z/'[ B

,.f}

TO:

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to recew/er :from any officer the body of the above—named Defendant

who is charged with the offense(s) of ... Kt (U’/ ...... .‘.....’,;f.‘:.l..‘; ...... /"]'/{r ....... / ....................
In default of$/<"/’c’) ....... banl( ......... T‘..% acce;zgabl[e)
O Bail review was held by Judge................ ES e e TIRGRE e L and Defendant is committed
in default of $/u( A e bailG......... % acceptable). 1
O Having been surrendered by bondsman, bond of $.............................o.... to continue |
YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to:
O Transfer the Defendant to the jail or detention CENtEr iN........................ocoocoooiiiiieiieieee e,
............................................................................... 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:

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

Y | e
Via (LA Nt VT
Court B el v Clan

Purpose
0O Bail Review

S/Prd'lmmary Hearing/Inquiry
Trial

/ e L !
................. //» e <
Date Time Clerk/Judge/Commissioner LD.

*Applies to second commitment only.

DC/CR 12 (Rev. 5/88)



DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR....... Balto., County . . .. .. .

City/County
Pocated at: ..o TONBGR. M, e e Case No....663146C1

Court Address

STATE OF MARYLAND VS i ARAESSR Sy, . PNl W, oo

Charge: (1) HO0l15454

TO THE SFAEE'S AFTORNEY FOR . ............: s S S R COUNTY:
Please be advised the following action took place in the above entitled case regarding a preliminary hearing.

ErBeiehdant akfitmatively waived ticht to a preliminany-heaniiip on .. i io g e e

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

waiving right to a preliminary hearing. 2/15/89 @ 4:30 PM

[El=A~preliminary-hearing- was -held om... ..o . . i , 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
Rule 4-221. 10/16/89.

9/18/89

Date State’s Attorney

NOTICE TO STATE’S ATTORNEY
DC/CR 29 (Rev. 11/85)






'
. STATE OF MARYLAND S IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
Vs, . 2 : i " OF MARYLAND FOR
PAUL H_INSKEEP oo BALTIMORE COUNTY
| * : B9CRE882
* X * * * * * * X * X * - * * *

MOTIONS PURSUANT TO MARYLAND RULE 4-252

Defendanf by his/her attorney pursuant to Marvland Rule 4-252,
_respectfully rapresents unto this Honorable Court:

1. That any identification of thw defendant was . or will be
procedurses by pollce authorltles and/or was or w111 be the result
of an i1llegal arrest or search.

2. That evidence was obtained as the result of an illegal
- search and seizure, arrest, and/or interception of communications.

2. That any statement/confessions taken from the defendant
ware inmvoluntary and/or elicited during custodial interrogation
without observance of procedural requirments of law.

. 4. That the defendant will be prejudiced by the joinder of his
trial with that of any co-defendants and the joinder of charges

% arising from separate incidents.

5. That the indictment/information is defective.
6. That this prosecution is barred because of statute of
limitations, immunity, and/or double Jjeopardy.

WHEREFORE, the defendant prays the following relief:
a) Dismissal of the indictment/information;
; b) Suppression of any in-court identification and/or illegally
seized svidence and/or any statements/confessions:
c) Severance of indictments/informations and/or severance of
his/her trial from that of any codefendants;
d) And any further relief available by law.

Mgy - Gl

Nancy ébhen

\ ‘Assistdnt Public Defender
500 Virginia Ave.
Towson, Marvland 21204
RPBE

Citation of authorities: . Chapman v. California, 386 U.8. 18 (1967)
Coleman v. State, B Md. App. 65 £1969), Mapp v. Ohio, 367 t.S. 18
LlEL), Millard v, State, 286 Md. 145 (1979}, Erman v. Statse,
49 Md! App. 605 (1981), McKnight v. State, 280 Md. 604 (1977),
Ayre v. State, 291 Md.155 (1981), Benton v. Maryland, 295 U.S.
784 (1979), McMorris Ve State, 277 Md. 62 {19767 .

e
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ZZ/ | WRIT OF HAREAS CORPUS
L% .CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC ¢ v
State of Maryland vs.  paUL HOWART TNSKEEF Case No, E%cada¥“

g R G B
State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: IR AFRIL 8, 1943

TO:  yARDEN; BﬁITTMDRF COUNTY DET. CENTER REC'D - SHERITE'e ner
KENTLWORTH + BOSLEY AVE. : =PRSS OFFICE
RALTIMORE, WD :1.204 1969 0CT 1 3 )

You_ are hereby COMMANDED TO HA

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 4 B
09:15 A .M. THE BODY OF PAULN
YOUR COUNSEL ENTERS AN APPEARA
IN THIS WRIT.

before the Judges of the C|rcu1t Court for
43inﬂm?vahnd ON OCTORER 23, 1989 AT
* HOR ARRATIGNMENT. UNLESS
3/ 0N OR BEFORE THE TIME SPECIFIED

Issued: DCTORER 18, 1989 ()-AM i

COPY SENT TO .
E SHERIFF'S OFFICE \

W J0-2 3.5 RETURN OF SERVICE
DATE DEFENDANT SERVED WITH WRIT & CHARGING DOCUMENT:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

FILED e |

REASON:



. ! NOTICE OF HEARING

4 »IRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE G\ TY

- =

QHWOfMaWHndV& Faul Howard Inskeep Case No.  goCREEe2

wh &

State of Marylaﬁd, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: Nancy Cohen ;» Esguire
S00 Virginda Avenue
Fublic Defender’S OFffice
Towson: Mo 21204
You are hereby NOTIFIED TO AFFE before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401

-{ﬁlgﬁMﬂ@meMnd on March 1, 1990 at
09:15 A.M. for the Trial of \{ :

g& gkd case.

Any posteronement of this date must
MO, Rule 4-271.

cordance with

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

Issued: November 2, 1989 PP (1>ho~L‘4

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Joan Mather Deputy

Criminal Assignment Commissioner
8872694

cE: Michawel Fulver: Esquire
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882
* * * * % * * * *

MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVER \\
Defendant, Paul H. Inskeep, by his att?%neyﬂ Napc M. Cohen,

Assistant Public Defender, moves this Honoréble Co compel

discovery in the above captioned case and fd{w says:

1. Defendant is charged with rape and related offenses.

2. The State, through the FBI crime laboratory;wﬂés
conducted DNA identification tests which purport to show that
defendant is the perpetrator of the alleged rape.

3. Defendant has retained Cellmark Diagnostics to perform
confirmatory testing. 1In order to do so, Defendant must have
either the remains of the evidentiary sample that was submitted
to the FBI or, if the sample was consumed during analysis, the
nylon membrane containing the DNA material, that was extracted
from the sample by the FBI and exposed to their probe.

4. Defense counsel has had numerous contacts with the
Assistant State’s Attorney’s prosecuting this case where the
above mentioned items were requested, but has yet to receive a
definitive response.

5. DNA identification is a very time consuming process and
Defendant must have the requested material well in advance of
trial in order to competently prepare his defense.

i6' DNA identification testing procedures have been

critﬂcized by the scientific community for inadequate quality

FILED oec1ng9




control, insufficient population data, contamination of samples

and probes, and false positives, making it imperative that

Defendant be allowed to retest the evidence before it can be

admitted at trial.

7. To deny Defendant the opportunity to retest the evidence

that forms the basis of DNA identification would violate his

rights to due process of law, confrontation of witnesses and

effective assistance of counsel under the United States

Constitution, Amendments VvV, VI, VIII, XIV, and Maryland

Declaration of Rights Article 21, 22, 23, 24 and 25.

WHEREFORE, Defendant prays this Honorable Court:

A.

B.

Hold a hearing on this motion; and

Order the State to turn over to defendant a) the
remains of the evidentiary sample for further
testing, or b) the nylon membrane containing the
DNA material which was extracted from the
evidentiary sample and exposed to the FBI‘s DNA
probe, and

Grant such further relief as the Court may deem
appropriate.

Respectfully submitted,

Nam, UM, Cehunn

Nancy'M. Cohen

Assistant Public Defender
500 Virginia Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
321=3779




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Motion was
delivered to Michael Pulver, Esq. and Glenn Lazzaro, Esq.,
Assistant State’s Attorneys for Baltimore County, County Courts
Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 this 13th day of December,

1989.

Miser Cph - Opdhon,

Nancy (M. Cohen
Assistant Public Defender




NUTIUE OF HEARINQ
pqcuw COURT FOR BALTIMORE coC\‘Y
State of Maryland vs. Faul Howard .Inahzeep _ Case No, 89CREBEZ
State of Maryland, Baltjrpor"e County to wit: .
TO: Nancy Cohen; Esquire
S00 Virginda Avenue

Fublic Defender’'8§ O0Fffice B ATy
Towson, - MI 21204 o

You are hereby NOTIFIED TO AHRES
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 4 .

09:185 A.M. for MOTIONS 4n:¢tH

N before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Maryland,  on February 5. 1990 at
§ case,

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

Issued: January 18., 1990 bt/ ()M

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per  Joan Mather Deputy
Criminal Assignment Commissioner
8872694

Michael Pulver £S&

: / %
v f BLOW "
» }'w“”v\._: Gt 2.2 AK O) CSQ
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

PAUL H. INSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882

\" \.\‘
Defendant, Paul H. Inskeep, by his attorney, wahcyyM. Cohen,
\ N
Assistant Public Defender, hereby makes the followfng regquest for

\

discovery pertaining specifically to DNA identification gfst\
performed by the FBI crime laboratory in the above captioﬁéd”ﬁ
case:

1. Any and all laboratory worksheets, bench notes, logs,
notes or recordings of any kind made by any and all of the FBI
personnel who participated in, supervised or in any way were
involved with the above referenced test.

2. Copies of any and all autoradiography developed in
connection with any and all tests performed in the above
captioned case.

3. Copies of any and all photographs taken of preliminary
gels or any other stage of the testing procedure.

4. A copy of the FBI crime laboratory protocol for DNA
identification testing.

5. The population data base for each and every DNA probe
ﬁ§ed by the FBI crime laboratory in the above referenced test.

\\ 6. Any and all data regarding proficiency testing of the
FBI, ckime laboratory, DNA identification lab.
7. The specific restriction enzymes that were used in the

above referenced test.

EILED Jan 19 1990

P
~




8. The number of sites of variation that were tested.

9. Any and all procedures utilized for the determination
and/or correction of band shifting in the above referenced test.

10. Any and all reports produced in connection with or as a
result of the above referenced test.

11. Defendant further requests that he be provided with the
name and address of each and every technician who participated in
the above referenced test, the name and address of any other
expert the State intends to call, and an opportunity to interview
these witnesses.

12. Failure to provide Defendant with the above requested
information will violate his rights to due process of law,
confrontation of witnesses and effective assistance of counsel
under the United State’s Constitution, Amendments Vv, VI, VIII,
XIV, and Maryland Declaration of Rights Article 21, 22, 23, 24
and 25.

Respectfully submitted,

Mool - Colim

N%nc§)M. Cohen

Assistant Public Defender
500 Virginia Avenue
Towson, MD 21204
321-3779




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Motion was
delivered to the Office of the State’s Attorney for Baltimore
County, County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 this 19th

day of January, 1990.

U\[\C\MM Gd . Colopan
NancyUM. Cohen
Assistant Public Defender
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COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

STATE’S ATTORNEY DE\JFE'NDANT’S ATTORNEY
_ﬂ/_;_a&zﬁ.% .................................. .,‘.{_'.'QA;.Q .............................
COYRT REPORTER . GLERK
. e \ 7 O\
Gine BECE SN . nawe Ph ol Bbbocn
/
M // \‘,
CHARGE __&70.4,,______-_-__--_- _---..-----____.-_--____-------:.-_-__l\_ ________________________
R SRR TR PR SR DT YW T AR )
COURT JURY GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERE
MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE’S CASE defs. Motion for Judgment of ACQUITTAL
e I e T Ty A N

.3 v —————— —————————————— - - - -~ o - —— -

VERDICT: GUILTY ON COUNTS NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE TERM OF SUSPENDED PROB. FINE & COSTS
Depa‘z)'fmnent
Correction
Balto. Co.

Detention
Center

REMARKS Zaeol daZ 3/0./90. fpd. X s .
s e,

MUST REPORT TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT FIFTH FLOOR, ROOM 508, COUNTY COURTS
BUILDING IMMEDIATELY WITH COUNSEL.
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CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY . ¢/ s &8 g

Towson, Maryland 21204 : 7C £ 70290, & 7C7 30¢ 4~

ErCeRAATY -fs7v 5k
District Court Case No. . S.ZC. R € 2% 7 7% ;¢

ot SR IS QG 3250
___-.é{ _.& ___________________ - '19-?.-0

REPORT OF PRISONER BROUGHT TO COURT FOR TRIAL

FROM: SUZANNE MENSH, Clerk

TO: THE SHERIFF OF BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
Name Of Prisoner __-_‘.é)g;-k,ﬁ-_;i.'l_ﬁj-l-ﬁf% ............................................
3 ; o s > ﬁ_é— 5]

Date Of Trial ... 2f- @ oo ,19.2.2 Judge srhecrnod. G De L. o0, )@

Charge . LLCfilur . B i b B i o i

DISPOSITION:

A, Shntenced'To BeppatinentiOf Corpaetlon - oo - o o oo oot L Tl
Length Of Sentence

B. Sentenced To Baltimore County Detention Center __________________
Length Of Sentence

@ Remanded To Baltimore County Detention Center _____% ‘.-_./_--s} <k O&IZO-A/Y\»QG

Prg L e [T T R TR R B e g dre B O SN L e i LA A B DR R
Length Of Probation

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

T TR Y (SR T

Defendant Released From This Case Only.
Release In Transit.

SUZANNE MENSH, CLERK

Deputy Clerk

5,
0
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IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU! Q

.

SmmoﬂMMWNMV& Faul Howard Inskeep Case No. 89CREBB2

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: * Nancy Cohen ,» Esquire
¢ 500 Virginia Avende
Fublic Defender’S Office

Towson, MWD 21204 p.
S 3 AR
You are hereby NOTIFIED TO AF S before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 4 '\ e R aryland, on Jne 4, 1990 at
09:1% A.M. for the Trial ofltﬁ!~* y Atled case.

Any posteponement of this date mustq

M, Rule 4-271.

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

Issued: February &, 19%0 w it/ (1>m‘“4f ;

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baitimore County

Per Joan Mather - Deputy
Criminal Assignment Commissioney
8872694

b Michael Fulver, Esguire



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN TH™ “IRCUIT COURT
g % FOR BAL. ORE COUNTY

Pont. poroarns ToskeSP : $¢ CR B2

RO R R R RS e Set TNE SR R CAE DB e B ol DR e SW SO RES o TN RS S s i S

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

Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney For Baltimore County, and /’hz;**tj
PyLver. , Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, and in Answer
to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and Inspection, says the following:

1. Upon reasonable notice to this office, the Defendant 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 obtained 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 statements 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.

2 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 con&gsslon, the substance of
which is as follows: ;

4, The Co-defendant(s) made no statements dé///

which are known to the State at the present time.

ions, oral or written,

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:

cee ATTaches/ Lo tness LrsT.
FILED MARQ 119V




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.

SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
STATE'S ATTORNEY FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

e SRk

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 zi day of
B, to A/mnc/ Cohen oo U, vg A True  Tew Lo [25Ye) zlz,au/

AL A L

ASSISTANT STATE'S ATTORNEY FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
COUNTY COURTS BUILDING
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTé&?RE COUNTY
PAUL H. INNSKEEP * CASE NO. 59 CR 5882
* * * * * * e & * %

MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERf >

/// \
Defendant, Paul H. Innskeep, by his attorney; Nancy!M.

Cohen, Assistant Public Defender, hereby moves this Honorable
Court to compel the State to provide discovery in the aboveuw
captioned case and for his reasons says:

1. Defendant is charged with rape and related offenses.

2. The State, through the FBI crime laboratory, has
performed DNA identification tests which allegedly show defendant
to be the perpetrator of the rape.

3. Defendant has made repeated requests for discovery of
pertinent data necessary to evaluate both the testing process and
the conclusions drawn therefrom. See attached Supplemental
Motion for Discovery filed on January 19, 1990 and incorporated
herein by reference.

4. On March 21, 1990 Defendant received a two page FBI
report (dated August 7, 1989) regarding the DNA identification
test in question.

5. To date no additional discovery has been received.

6. DNA identification is a very complex procedure that is
currently the subject of much debate within the scientific
community. Defendant’s experts cannot possibly evaluate the
FBI’s work without all of the requested data, and such an

evaluation will take a considerable amount of time.




7. Defendant’s trial has already been postponed once, and
he seeks to avoid further delay by obtaining the necessary
information well in advance of trial.

8. In addition to the requests made in defendant’s
Supplemental Motion for Discovery, he requests the following:

a. All reports generated by DNA analysis performed;

b. Two sets of actual autoradiographs generated;

c. All scientific designation, documentation, and
identification of each probe utilized and supporting data as to
whether or not each probe detects genes which segregate
independently;

d. All scientific documentation regarding sizing,
measurements and calculations, including the measurements of
fragments and calculations used to calculate the standard
deviations;

e. All band measurement data including all scientific
designation and documentation used to determine the frequency of
occurrence of the DNA print patter:

f. Scientific data identifying the quantity in micrograms
and the actual measurement of fragments extracted form all
specimens of DNA extracted including spectrophotometer readings
and photos from the ethidium bromide stains of the analytical
gels;

g. Specifically identified and dated scientific data as to
the geneotype of each individual in the data base used to

calculate the report;
h. Specifically dated and identified scientific data to

identify whether the population data base is within the




Hardy/Weinberg equilibrium;
i. All scientific data regarding internal and external
proficiency testing including results;
j. All data regarding internal or external quality
assurance controls.
WHEREFORE, Defendant prays this Honorable Court:
A. Hold a hearing on this Motion; and
B. Order the State to deliver to defendant the
requested materials no later than Friday, April 20,

1996,

Respectfully submitted,

. . Codum

Nancy M. Cohen

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY this 23rd day of March, 1990 that a copy of
the foregoing Motion was delivered to the Office of the State’s

Attorney for Baltimore County, County Courts Building, Towson,

Maryland 21204.

N /{f\‘ g\ AU @ plao it
Nancygr. Cohen
Assistant Public Defender




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

Vs * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882
* * * * * * * * *

DEFEND 'S SUPPLEMEN OTION FO SCOVERY

Defendant, Paul H. Inskeep, by his attorney, Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender, hereby makes the following request for
discovery pertaining specifically to DNA identification test
performed by the FBI crime laboratory in the above captioned
case:

1. Any and all laboratory worksheets, bench notes, logs,
notes or recordings of any kind made by any and all of the FBI
personnel who participated in, supervised or in any Q;y were
involved with the above referenced test.

2. Copies of any and all autoradiography developed in
connection with any and all tests performed in the above
captioned case.

3. Copies of any and all photographs taken of preliminary
gels or any other stage of the testing procedure.

4. A copy of the FBI crime laboratory protocol for DNA
identification testing.

5. The population data base for each and every DNA probe
used by the FBI crime laboratory in the above referenced test.

6. Any and all data regarding proficiency testing of the
FBI crime laboratory, DNA identification lab.

7. The specific restriction enzymes that were used in the

above referenced test.




8. The number of sites of variation that were tested.

9. Any and all procedures utilized for the determination
and/or correction of band shifting in the above referenced test.

10. Any and all reports produced in connection with or as a
result of the above referenced test.

11. Defendant further requests that he be provided with the
name and address of each and every technician who participated in
the above referenced test, the name and address of any other
expert the State intends to call, and an opportunity to interview
these witnesses.

12. Failure to provide Defendant with the above requested
information will violate his rights to due process of law,
confrontation of witnesses and effective assistance of counsel
under the United State’s Constitution, Amendments V, VI, VIII,
X1V, and Maryland Declaration of Rights Article 21, 22, 23, 24
and 25.

Respectfully submitted,

Wl - Calusn
Nancy¥) M. Cohen
Assistant Public Defender
500 Virginia Avenue
Towson, MD 21204
321-3779




CER Ca \%
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Motion was
delivered to the Office of the State’s Attorney for Baltimore
County, County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 this 19th

day of January, 1990.

A

A L U Codosn
NancyUM. Cohen
Assistant Public Defender




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INSKEEP * CASE NOS. 89-CR-5882
89-CR-6997
* 89-CR-6998
! — [ |
* * * * \ *
MOTION FOR APPROPRIATE RELIEF N /1
\

\ N
Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimqgglf ty,

and Mickey J. Norman and Robin S. Coffin, Assistant State's Attorneys f??
Baltimore County, and request this Court to issue a Court Order for such\«
reasons as stated below:

1. That the Defendant has been charged with First Degree Rape and the
above-captioned cases are currently scheduled for trial on June 4, 1990.

2. That on November 22, 1989, evidence from the above-captioned cases
were sent to Cellmark Diagnostics by the Baltimore County Police, who requested
that the evidence be tested for the presence of DNA and compared to the known
DNA of the Defendant, Inskeep.

3. That on February 7, 1990, Detective Gentry, of the Baltimore County
Police, received a letter from Dr. Garner of Cellmark Diagnostics. Refer to
Attached Copy.

4. That Cellmark hac, in fact, began testing evidence in two of the above-
captioned cases, but upon discovering a possible conflict they terminated the
testing.

5. That Cellmark will not divulge to the State what procedures they
uncertook in examining the evidence and/or what, if any, results were obtained
as a result of the analysis of the evidence.

6. That until the State is aware of exactly what was done with the evicdence,
the State will be unable to make an informed decision as to whether or not the

evicdence should be submitted to another laboratory for testing.

e )
=1 By AAR ¢ O )
{‘ (198 I';-(’j—‘\.zlé} { o 51 @)




Vs

That the evidence submitted to Cellmark, for testing, is very important

and necessary to the State in the prosecution of the above-captioned Defendant.

WHEREFORE, the State respectfully requests that this Court:

A.

Issue an Order to Cellmark Diagnostic directing them to maintain the
evidence in such an environment that would prohibit the evidence from
deteriorating or in any way become contaminated so that future testing
on said evidence may be completed,

Pass an Order directing Cellmark Diagnostic to complete the testing on
said evidence,

Pass an Order directing Cellmark Diagnostic to disclose to the State all

procedures, and the results of any and all procedures of testing performed

) S
I T~

I

on said evidence,
And that the Court’schedule a hearing, ds soon as possible, concerning the
above-stated matte

For such other and further relief as the nature of this cause requires.

¥:; . L~<« ‘/ﬁ(a O Comaon. gy 2r/
SANDRA A O'CONNOR -
State's Attorney for Baltimore County

——/‘4’4%04 7[\—/

MICKEY J./NORMAN/ 7/
Assistant| State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

14'10/"0\» C%ﬂ 2 e

ROBIN COFFIN
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that a copy of the aforegoing Motion for Appropriate Relief
was mailed this ,Z( P day of March, 1990, to Nancy Cohen, Assistant Public Defender,

500 Virginia Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

o 2 O, J ’
MICKEY J. NORMAN [
Assistant [State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

I FURTHER CERTIFY, that a copy of the aforegoing Motion for Appropriate Relief
was mailed this cZé’7uﬁ‘ day of March, 1990, to Daniel Garner, Cellmark Diagnostics,

202271 Golden Rod Lane, Germantown, Maryland 20874.

fVLLJ4é£~_,7 ;j§7w/""1::::::::‘

MICKEY J. NORMAN/
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

MIN:RC:dmf




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INSKEEP * CASE NOS. 89-CR-5882
89-CR-6997
B 89-CR-6998
* * * * *
ORDER

Upon the aforegoing Motion for 2ppropriate Relief, it is this

day of , 1990, by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County,

ORDERED that Cellmark Diagnostic maintain the evidence in the above-
captioned case, in such an environment that would prohibit the evidence
from deteriorating or in any way becoming contaminated so that future testing

on said evidence may be completed.

JUDGE
CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. & FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INSKEEP ® CASE NOS. 89-CR-5882
89-CR-6997
* 89-CR-6998
* * * * *
ORDER

Upon the aforegoing Motion for Appropriate Relief, it is this

day of , 1990, by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County,

ORDERED that Cellmark Diagnostic complete the testing on evidence in

the above-captioned case.

JUDGE
CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INSKEEP = CASE NOS. 89-CR-5882
89-CR-6997
* 89-CR-6998
* * * * *
ORDER

Upon the aforegoing Motion for Appropriate Relief, it is this

day of , 1990, by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County,

ORDERED that Cellmark Diagnostic disclose to the State all procedures,
and the results of any and all procedures of testing performed on evidence

in the above-captioned case.

JUDGE
CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY




CELLMARK

DIAGNOSTICS

Cellmark Diagnostics

20271 Goldenrod Lane
Germantown, Maryland 20874

Telephone (301) 428-4980
800-USA-LABS

February 7, 1990 Fax (301) 428-4877

Detective Karen Gentry

Baltimore County Police Department
Sex Crimes Unit

400 Keniiworth Drive

Towson, MD 21204

Dear Detective Gentry:

This is in reference to your cases E-561783 and E-237148

involving Paul Howard Inskeep as the defendant.

Evidence in your case was received in our laboratory on

November 22, 1989. However, on October 3, 1989, Cellmark
Diagnostics was retained by Ms. Nancy M. Cohen, Assistant Public
Defender, to assist her in the defense of Mr. Paul Inskeep.

Due to this conflict of interest, we can not provide you with

any additional assistance in this case. All of the information
concerning your case will remain strictly confidential. The
evidence will be returned to you and can be submitted to another
laboratory. Other laboratories which do DNA analysis include the
Federal Bureau of Investigation and Lifecodes, Inc.

I apologize for the inconvenience this has caused you.

Sincerely, P

e e e a
4 ’____L,;/_’d.: ‘o & 2 e 2o 3L T
Daniel D. Garner, Ph.D.
Director of Laboratories

DDG/rmz

A busmess unit of ICH Americas Inc
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IRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORECO TY

State of Maryland vs. ~ Fuaul Howard Inskeewp Case No. BYCR5BH2

State of Maryla}\d, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: Mancu Cohen; Esguire
SO0 Virginda fivenus
FPublic Defender’'S O0Fffice
Towson. M 21204

You are hereby NOTIFIED TO ARFEHR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 491 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, on Aeril 10, 1990 at
09:1% A .M. for HOTIONS in tﬁg ahave ehtitled cose.

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

Issued: March 29, 1990 ot/ (}M ;

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per HJoan Mather Deputy
Criminal Assignment Commiasioner
88724694

CC: Mickey Novman, Esq.

obin Coffin, &sq.
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CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
Towson, Maryland 21204

REPORT OF PRISONER BROUGHT TO COURT FOR TRIAL
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

NS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INSKEEP * CASE NO. @S CRIESSE8ES
SR -CR 6997,
* 89 CR 6998
* * * * * * * * *
ANSW (0] ’S_MOTION FOR APPRO A '

Defendant, Paul H. Inskeep, by his attorney, Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender answers the State’s Motion for
Appropriate Relief as follows:

1. Defendant is charged with Rape and related offenses in
each of the above captioned cases as well as eight other cases
awaiting trial in this Court.

2. Defendant was advised that DNA identification tests had
been performed in case no. 89 CR 5882.

3. On September 25, 1989, Defendant, through counsel,
retained Cellmark Diagnostics to retest the evidence in case no.
89 CR 5882.

4. Defense counsel advised the State that Cellmark had been
hired and requested the release of any remaining evidence so that
it could be delivered to Cellmark for testing. Assistant State’s
Attorney, Michael Pulver, informed counsel that the FBI lab would
not accept the State’s evidence in other cases involving
Defendant and that the State was considering employing Cellmark
for those cases. Counsel reiterated that Cellmark was a defense
expert and that any testing performed for the State in a case
involving the Defendant would present a conflict of interest.

5. Dr. Daniel Garner, a representative of Cellmark

Diagnostics, assured counsel that once hired by the defense,



Cellmark would refrain from performing any tests on evidence from
the State in cases involving Defendant. Cellmark further advised
that their own procedures would alert them to the submission of
such evidence so that it would be rejected prior to any testing.

6. After months of repeated requests for the evidence in
case no. 89 CR 5882, and the filing of a Motion To Compel
Discovery, defense counsel was informed that the evidence was
stored at the Baltimore County Police Headquarters. While
arranging for transportation of the evidence, it was revealed
that Cellmark had inadvertently accepted evidence from the State
in cases involving Defendant.

7. The State sent evidence to Cellmark knowing that it had
already been retained by the defense. Thus, any resulting loss
is due to the State’s own conduct.

8. Having been retained by Defendant, Cellmark Diagnostics
is an agent of the defense and as such, is bound by the
attorney/client and work product privileges both of which would
be violated if the Court granted the State’s motion.

9. The State has advised Defendant that it will seek to try
together all eleven rape cases now pending against him. Should
the Court grant the State’s motion, Cellmark would be in the
position of State’s expert and Defense expert in one trial. Such
a situation would deny Defendant a fair opportunity to
competently confront and cross examine the State’s evidence and,
ultimately, deny him a fair trial.

10. Should the Court grant the State’s Motion, Defendant

will be left without an expert to competently confront and cross



examine the State’s evidence.

11. This Court lacks jurisdiction to enforce the State’s
contract for services with Cellmark Diagnostics. Cellmark
clearly has its own procedures for dealing with conflict
situations and has declined to deviate from their procedures in
this case. The State is free to pursue civil action to enforce
its contract with Cellmark, but cannot use a criminal court for
that purpose.

12. This Court lacks authority to Order Cellmark to perform
testing.

13. Such other reasons as shall be presented at the hearing
on this Motion.

WHEREFORE, Defendant prays this Honorable Court:

A. Hold a hearing on this Motion;

B. Grant the State’s request to the extent that
Cellmark be prohibited from destroying or
contaminating the evidence.

C. Deny the State’s Motion for an Order directing
Cellmark to test the evidence.

D. Deny the State’s Motion for an Order directing
Cellmark to disclose information regarding

procedures and test results.



E. Such further relief as may be appropriate.

Respectfully submitted,

& .
\\L\,\b»\\f . UM

Nancy M\ Cohen

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

4
I HEREBY CERTIFY this .b day of April, 1990 that a copy
of the foregoing Motion was delivered to Mickey Norman, Esqg. and
Robin Coffin, Esqg., Assistant State’s Attorneys for Baltimore

County, County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204.

\T\Z\m\\‘\\ ANSIRVN

Nancy MY Cohen
Assistant Public Defender




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

Vs * CIRCUIT COURT
PAUL H. INSKEEP * FOR
CASE NO. 89 CR 2294-96, * BALTIMORE COUNTY
89 CR 2569-70, ’
SR, 89 CR 5882, \ ~ 0 Ll
89 CR 7000, 57 Cke 5 ?%9\
89 CR 6997-99
* * * * * * * * *
5QE 385
54 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:

. It gPilty.

Aé. 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.

Nancy #. 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.

W?AM(M Y . Mg/&’l

Nancy /M. Cohen

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




STATE OF MARYLAND b3 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. €3 FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INSKEEP % CASE NOS.: 89 CR 5882
89 CR 6997
89 CR 6998
* # * * *
STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S }\\
MOTTION FOR APPROPRIATE RELIEF {
/’f /
¢/

Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County,
and Robin S. Coffin and Mickey J. Norman, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore
County, and in Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Appropriate Relief,
says:

1. On 3/19/90 Robin S. Coffin and Mickey J. Norman were assigned the
prosecution of the cases against the Defendant.

2. Prior thereto, the cases against the Defendant were assigned to
Michael Pulver and Glen Lazzaro, both of whom have since left the office of the
State's Attorney for Baltimore County.

3. On 3/22/90, the undersigned met with Det. Karen Ford-Gentry regarding
these cases. At that time, we were advised of Cellmark's conflict of interest
and our inability to obtain any information from Cellmark regarding testing on
the submitted evidence.

4. At the time of the undersigns meeting with Det. Gentry, it was the
State's belief that when the evidence from the above-captioned cases was sub-
mitted to Cellmark, the State was unaware of Cellmark's contract with the Defendant.

5. Upon the filing of the Defendant's Answer to the Motion for Appropriate

Relief, the undersigned contacted Michael Pulver, Esquire.

S5



6. It has since been learned that while Michael Pulver was aware of

the contract by the Defendant with Cellmark, he believed that the cases were
seperate and thus not a conflict of interest.
7. The Defendant had contracted with Cellmark to re-test evidence in
Case Number 89 CR 5882, the State contracted with Cellmark to perform DNA Testing
on Case Numbers 89 CR 6998 and 89 CR 6997.

8. That until the State is aware of exactly what was done with the evi-
dence, the State will be unable to make an informed decision as to whether or
not the evidence should be submitted to another laboratory for testing.

9. That the evidence submitted to Cellmark, for testing, is very important

and necessary to the State in the prosecution of the above-captioned Defendant.

WHEREFORE, the State respectfully requests that this Court:

A. 1Issue an Order to Cellmark Diagnostic directing them to maintain the
evidence in such an enviornment that would prohibit the evidence from
deteriorating or in any way become contaminated so that future testing
on said evidence may be completed,

B. Pass an Order directing Cellmark Diagnostic to disclose to the State
all procedures, and the results of any and all procedures of testing
performed on said evidence, and

C. For such other and further relief as the nature of this cause requires.

SANDRA A. O'C OR

State's Attorney for Baltimore County

Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County



LSSyt

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that a copy of the aforegoing Motion for Appropriate Relief
was hand delivered on this :fdfééﬁay 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.

AN S

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



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INSKEEP {/7 SE NO. 89 CR 5882,
= 89 CR 6997,
7AW 89 CR 6998
* * * * /32/’ & * % *

ANSWER TO STATE’S M, ION FOR APPROPRIATE RELIEF

Defendant, Paul H. Inskeep, by his attorney, Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender answers the State’s Motion for
Appropriate Relief as follows:

1. Defendant is charged with Rape and related offenses in
each of the above captioned cases as well as eight other cases
awaiting trial in this Court.

2. Defendant was advised that DNA identification tests had
been performed in case no. 89 CR 5882.

3. On September 25, 1989, Defendant, through counsel,
retained Cellmark Diagnostics to retest the evidence in case no.
89 CR 5882.

4. Defense counsel advised the State that Cellmark had been
hired and requested the release of any remaining evidence so that
it could be delivered to Cellmark for testing. Assistant State’s
Attorney, Michael Pulver, informed counsel that the FBI lab would
not accept the State’s evidence in other cases involving
Defendant and that the State was considering employing Cellmark
for those cases. Counsel reiterated that Cellmark was a defense
expert and that any testing performed for the State in a case
involving the Defendant would present a conflict of interest.

5. Dr. Daniel Garner, a representative of Cellmark

Diagnostics, assured counsel that once hired by the defense,

FILED mov®




Cellmark would refrain from performing any tests on evidence from
the State in cases involving Defendant. Cellmark further advised
that their own procedures would alert them to the submission of
such evidence so that it would be rejected prior to any testing.

6. After months of repeated requests for the evidence in
case no. 89 CR 5882, and the filing of a Motion To Compel
Discovery, defense counsel was informed that the evidence was
stored at the Baltimore County Police Headquarters. While
arranging for transportation of the evidence, it was revealed
that Cellmark had inadvertently accepted evidence from the State
in cases involving Defendant.

7. The State sent evidence to Cellmark knowing that it had
already been retained by the defense. Thus, any resulting loss
is due to the State’s own conduct.

8. Having been retained by Defendant, Cellmark Diagnostics
is an agent of the defense and as such, is bound by the
attorney/client and work product privileges both of which would
be violated if the Court granted the State’s motion.

9. The State has advised Defendant that it will seek to try
together all eleven rape cases now pending against him. Should
the Court grant the State’s motion, Cellmark would be in the
position of State’s expert and Defense expert in one trial. Such
a situation would deny Defendant a fair opportunity to
competently confront and cross examine the State’s evidence and,
ultimately, deny him a fair trial.

10. Should the Court grant the State’s Motion, Defendant

will be left without an expert to competently confront and cross



examine the State’s evidence.

11. This Court lacks jurisdiction to enforce the State’s
contract for services with Cellmark Diagnostics. Cellmark
clearly has its own procedures for dealing with conflict
situations and has declined to deviate from their procedures in
this case. The State is free to pursue civil action to enforce
its contract with Cellmark, but cannot use a criminal court for
that purpose.

12. This Court lacks authority to Order Cellmark to perform
testing.

13. Such other reasons as shall be presented at the hearing
on this Motion.

WHEREFORE, Defendant prays this Honorable Court:

A. Hold a hearing on this Motion;

B. Grant the State’s request to the extent that
Cellmark be prohibited from destroying or
contaminating the evidence.

C. Deny the State’s Motion for an Order directing
Cellmark to test the evidence.

D. Deny the State’s Motion for an Order directing
Cellmark to disclose information regarding

procedures and test results.



E. Such further relief as may be appropriate.

Respectfully submitted,

ansh W

Nancy l\ﬂ Cohen

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

f

I HEREBY CERTIFY this _) day of April, 1990 that a copy
of the foregoing Motion was delivered to Mickey Norman, Esqg. and
Robin Coffin, Esq., Assistant State’s Attorneys for Baltimore

County, County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204.

\\Mm\,\\\ AT

Nancy MY Cohen
Assistant Public Defender




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

PAUL H. INNSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882

Now comes the Defendant, Paul H. Innskee by’ his

attorney, Nancy M. Cohen, Assistant Public Defender for \
Baltimore County pursuant to Maryland Rule 4-264 and respectfully
requests this Honorable Court to order the issuance of a summons
to command:
Special Agent in Charge Joseph V. Corless
Federal Bureau of Investigation
7142 Ambassador Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the Office of Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, on Wednesday,
April 25, 1990, at 10:00 a.m., subject to a mutual agreement
as to a more convenient time and place, and to bring:
Any and all data regarding internal and external
proficiency testing of the DNA Analysis Unit of the FBI
Crime Laboratory, including but not 1limited to all .y
reports reflecting the results of the testing. L
In lieu of personally appearing in the Public Defender’s Office,
you may comply with this summons by forwarding the requested
information directly to Nancy M. Cohen, Assistant Public
Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia Avenue, Towson,

Maryland 21204 so that she receives them by the above compliance

date.




Respectfully submitted,

AA&NM&AKUJ Q&LLA&

Nancy(& Cohen

Assistant Public Defender
500 Virginia Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
323-3779

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Motion was
delivered to the Office of the State’s Attorney for Baltimore

County, County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204, this

12th day of April, 1990.

JA&waﬁ vy Cb{uAA

Nancy M) Cohen

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




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INNSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882
* * * * *

ORDER

1A
It is this [2. day of April, 1990 ORDERED that the
Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County Shall issue a
summons to:
Special Agent in Charge Joseph V. Corless
Federal Bureau of Investigation
7142 Ambassador Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the office of Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia
Avenue, Towson, MD 21204, on Wednesday, April 25, 1990
at 10:00 a.m. subject to a mutual agreement as to a more
convenient time, and to bring:
Any and all data regarding internal and external
proficiency testing of the DNA Analysis Unit of the FBI

Crime Laboratory, including but n limited to all
reports reflecting the results of the té&sting.
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INNSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882
* * * * *

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL
Directed to: Special Agent in Charge Joseph V. Corless
Federal Bureau of Investigation
7142 Ambassador Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the Office of the Public Defender,
on Wednesday, April 25, 1990 at 10:00 a.m., subject to a
mutual agreement as to more convenient time and place, and to
bring:
Any and all data regarding internal and external
proficiency testing of the DNA Analysis Unit of the FBI
Crime Laboratory, including but not 1limited to all
reports reflecting the results of the testing.
In lieu of personally appearing in the Public Defender Office for
Baltimore County, you may comply with this summons by forwarding
the requested information directly to Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia
Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 so that she receives them by the
above compliance date.
SHERIFF’S RETURN
( )-Served and copy delivered on date indicated below.

( )-Unserved, by reason of
Date: Fee:$

SHERIFF



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INNSKEEP * CASE Nd. 89 CR 5882
o \
* * * .

\

/

. P
Now comes the Defendant, Paul H. Innskeep, by his

d

attorney, Nancy M. Cohen, Assistant Public Defender for\

N

Baltimore County pursuant to Maryland Rule 4-264 and respectfully
requests this Honorable Court to order the issuance of a summons
to command:
Custodian of Records
Federal Bureau of Investigation
7142 Ambassador Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the Office of Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, on Wednesday,
April 25, 1990, at 10:00 a.m., subject to a mutual agreement
as to a more convenient time and place, and to bring:
Any and all data regarding internal and external
proficiency testing of the DNA Analysis Unit of the FBI
Crime Laboratory, including but not 1limited to all
reports reflecting the results of the testing.
In lieu of personally appearing in the‘Public Defender’s Office,
you may comply with this summons by forwarding the requested
information directly to Nancy M. Cohen, Assistant Public
Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia Avenue, Towson,
Maryland 21204 so that she receives them by the above compliance
date.
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Respectfully submitted,

\/ﬂaﬁuxﬁ\JﬁX» @)XUN\

Nancy( M. Cohen

Assistant Public Defender
500 Virginia Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
32137179

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Motion was
delivered to the Office of the State’s Attorney for Baltimore

County, County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204, this

12th day of April, 1990.

\’&&W/\f\ W . (\.Ir/\_u LN
Nancy\M. Cohen
Assistant Public Defender
500 Virginia Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
321-3779




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INNSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882
* * * * *

ORDER

It is this ZD’ﬁL'day of April, 1990 ORDERED that the
Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County Shall issue a
summons to:

Custodian of Records

Federal Bureau of Investigation

7142 Ambassador Road

Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the office of Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia
Avenue, Towson, MD 21204, on Wednesday, April 25, 1990
at 10:00 a.m. subject to a mutual agreement as to a more
convenient time, and to bring:

Any and all data regarding internal and external

proficiency testing of the DNA Analysils Unit of the FBI

Crime Laboratory, including but not 1limited to all
reports reflecting the results of th¢ testing.




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INNSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882
* * * * *

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

Directed to: Custodian of Records
Federal Bureau of Investigation
7142 Ambassador Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the Office of the Public Defender,
on Wednesday, April 25, 1990 at 10:00 a.m., subject to a
mutual agreement as to more convenient time and place, and to
bring:
Any and all data regarding internal and external
proficiency testing of the DNA Analysis Unit of the FBI
Crime Laboratory, including but not 1limited to all
reports reflecting the results of the testing.
In lieu of personally appearing in the Public Defender Office for
Baltimore County, you may comply with this summons by forwarding
the requested information directly to Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia
Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 so that she receives them by the
above compliance date.
SHERIFF’S RETURN
( )-Served and copy delivered on date indicated below.

( )-Unserved, by reason of
Date: Fee:$

SHERIFF



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

PAUL H. INNSKEEP * CASE NO.\ 89 CR 5882

N 3
Now comes the Defendant, Paul H. Innskeep, B?’hi;\

\

attorney, Nancy M. Cohen, Assistant Public Defender for —
Baltimore County pursuant to Maryland Rule 4-264 and respectfully
requests this Honorable Court to order the issuance of a summons
to command:
Special Agent Dwight Adams
c/o Federal Bureau of Investigation
7142 Ambassador Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the Office of Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, on Wednesday,
April 25, 1990, at 10:00 a.m., subject to a mutual agreement
as to a more convenient time and place, and to bring:
Any and all data regarding internal and external
proficiency testing of the DNA Analysis Unit of the FBI
Crime Laboratory, including but not 1limited to all
reports reflecting the results of the testing.
In lieu of personally appearing in the Public Defender’s Office,
you may comply with this summons by forwarding the requested
information directly to Nancy M. Cohen, Assistant Public
Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia Avenue, Towson,
Maryland 21204 so that she receives them by the above compliance
date.
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INNSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882
* * * * *

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL
Directed to: Special Agent Dwight Adams
c/o Federal Bureau of Investigation
7142 Ambassador Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the Office of the Public Defender,
on Wednesday, April 25, 1990 at 10:00 a.m., subject to a
mutual agreement as to more convenient time and place, and to
bring:
Any and all data regarding internal and external
proficiency testing of the DNA Analysis Unit of the FBI
Crime Laboratory, including but not 1limited to all
reports reflecting the results of the testing.
In lieu of personally appearing in the Public Defender Office for
Baltimore County, you may comply with this summons by forwarding
the requested information directly to Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia
Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 so that she receives them by the
above compliance date.
SHERIFF’S RETURN
( )-Served and copy delivered on date indicated below.

( )-Unserved, by reason of
Date: Fee:$

SHERIFF



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INNSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882
* * * * *
ORDER

It is this _I27- day of April, 1990 ORDERED that the
Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County Shall issue a

summons to:
Special Agent Dwight Adams
c/o Federal Bureau of Investigation

7142 Ambassador Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207

to be and appear in the office of Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia
Avenue, Towson, MD 21204, on Wednesday, April 25, 1990
at 10:00 a.m. subject to a mutual agreement as to a more
convenient time, énd to bring:
Any and all data regarding internal and external
proficiency testing of the DNA Analysis Unit of the FBI

Crime Laboratory, including but not limited to all
reports reflecting the results of the tgsting.




Respectfully submitted,

ATV VIV

Nancy M. cohen

Assistant Public Defender
500 Virginia Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
321~3779

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Motion was
delivered to the Office of the State’s Attorney for Baltimore

County, County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204, this

12th day of April, 1990.

M\\ AV

Nancy M Cohen

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




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INNSKEEP * CAS%*NO. 89 CR 5882
* % * * | *

—”

Now comes the Defendant, Paul H. Innskeep, by his
attorney, Nancy M. Cohen, Assistant Public Defender for
Baltimore County pursuant to Maryland Rule 4-264 and respectfully
requests this Honorable Court to order the issuance of a summons
to command:
Custodian of Records for the Crime Laboratory,
DNA Analysis Unit
c/o Federal Bureau of Investigation
7142 Ambassador Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the Office of Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, on Wednesday,
April 25, 1990, at 10:00 a.m., subject to a mutual agreement
as to a more convenient time and place, and to bring:
Any and all data regarding internal and external
proficiency testing of the DNA Analysis Unit of the FBI
Crime Laboratory, including but not 1limited to all
reports reflecting the results of the testing.
In lieu of personally appearing in the Public Defender’s Office,
you may comply with this summons by forwarding the requested
information directly to Nancy M. Cohen, Assistant Public
Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia Avenue, Towson,
Maryland 21204 so that she receives them by the above compliance
date.
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Respectfully submitted,

ALV

Nancy M. Cohen

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Motion was
delivered to the Office of the State’s Attorney for Baltimore
County, County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204, this

12th day of April, 1990.

Nancy M\ Cohen

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




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL INNSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882
* * * * *

ORDER

It is this _ /2" day of April, 1990 ORDERED that the
Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County Shall issue a
summons to:

Custodian of Records for the Crime Laboratory,

DNA Analysis Unit

c/o Federal Bureau of Investigation

7142 Ambassador Road

Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the office of Nancy M. Cohen,
Assistant Public Defender for Baltimore County, 500 Virginia
Avenue, Towson, MD 21204, on Wednesday, April 25, 1990
at 10:00 a.m. subject to a mutual agreement as to a more
convenient time, and to bring:

Any and all data regarding internal and external

proficiency testing of the DNA Analysis Unit of the FBI

Crime Laboratory, including but not™\limited to all
reports reflecting the results of the tegsting.




STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
PAUL H. INNSKEEP * CASE NO. 89 CR 5882
* * * * *

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL
Directed to: Custodian of Records for the Crime Laboratory,
DNA Analysis Unit
c/o Federal Bureau of Investigation
7142 Ambassador Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207
to be and appear in the Office of the Public Defender,
on Wednesday, April 25, 1990 at 10:00 a.m., subject to a
mutual agreement as to more conve<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>