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State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

that

The Jurors of the State of Maryland, for the body of Baltimore County, do on their oath present

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

late of Baltimore County aforesaid, on the I7_th___ day of .December

in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and ? - at Baltimore County, aforesaid,

feloniously, wilfully and of deliberately premeditated malice

aforethought did kill and murder one Marialane A. Kosmas

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.
( A r t . 2 7 , S e c . 616)

\«





TO THE PERSON CHARGED:

1. This paper charges you with committing a crime.

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

judicial officer decide whether you should be released

from jail until your trial.

3. You have the right to have a lawyer.

4. A lawyer can be helpful to you by:

(A) explaining the charges in this paper;

(B) telling you the possible penalties;

(C) helping you at trial;

(D) helping you protect your constitutional rights; and

(E) helping you to get a fair penalty if convicted.

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

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

the Public Defender may provide a lawyer for you. The

court clerk will tell you how to contact the Public

Defender.

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

Public Defender will not provide one for you, contact

the court clerk as soon as possible.

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

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

may have to go to trial without one.

The State's Attorney for Baltimore County
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs

• •

1648
STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS(ISSUE BENCH WARRANT)
Bail recominended by Michael Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney: No bail
dob 8/13/33 / -^
6702 Garvey Road, 21237 j ? ^ ] / •

FILED

Indictment
TRUE

Foreman

(7 ,19

WITNESSES:

R o b e r t P h i l l i p s , 1 Dutrow C t . , Ap t .

Connie Bacasnot #9246
Crime Lab

Det. G. V. Kolberg #1566
Crime Lab

CHARGE:

Michael Kosmas, 404 S. Oldham Street, 21224
Edward Mattson
302 E. Joppa Rd., Apt. 810, Towson, Md., 21204

Det. Donald Pfouts #1855
CID PERS

Edna Carrick
2051 Guyway, 21222

Helen Prodromou
4024 Baker Lane, 21236

off. W. W. Ross #1039
PC #9

Off. C. Leader #1981
PC #9

Paula Nyitrai
8626 Delegge Rd., 21237

Off. Charles Jackson #2645
PC #9

Det. Douglas Read #1208
Crime Lab
Det. M. Duckworth #2130
CID PERS (Homicide)
Dr. Paul Guerin
Dr. Thomas D. Smith /TL
Office of the Chief Medical Examined' 0
111 Penn Street, 21201

Jacqueline Alban, 2102 Shire Court, .Fal Iston, Md.7*21047

..."

3 D* 21237

10

MURDER E672-095



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

STATE'S AUTOMATIC DISCOVERY
AND REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY

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

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

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

3. / / 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.

/ X/ The Defendant made an oral statement or confession, the
substance of which is as follows: (Defendant's copy only)

See Attached.

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

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

(Name) (Date)

;

5. Upon notice to the State, the Defendant may inspect the contents
of the State's file in this case, excluding those items otherwise privileged
by law.
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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 17th day of December, 1985 at unknown hours
at 6702 Garvey Road, 21237 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 uoon his
person;

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

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

SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
State's Attorney for Baltimor

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
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STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

S t a n l e y Michae l Kosmas

TO ANY PEACE OFFICER, GREETINGS:

WARRANT

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO ARREST

Stanley Michael Kosmas

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 1648

8702 Garvey Road 21237

D/O/B:_ 8/13/33

to answer to a Charging Document filed in this Court for

.RACE:

Murder

_SEX: M

AND YOU ARE FURTHER DIRECTED TO:

( ) Lodge this warrant as a detainer for the continued detention of the defendant for the offense charged in the Charging
Document,

( x^ Take the defendant before a Judicial Officer of the District Court for the initial appearance pursuant to Md. Rules 4-215
& 4-216.

( ) Take the defendant before this Court and process the defendant pursuant to Md. Rules 4-215 & 4-216.

NoRecommended Bond

( ) Bond Denied ( ) Bond Set

pfir Michael Pulver
Assistant State's Attorney

Judge

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

<
Date Issued 3 / 2 7 / 8 6

CLERK

( ) Defendant on Bail

Date

SHERIFFS RETURN

( ) Defendant in Custody

Copy of Charging Document & Warrant served on Defendant

Bond $_

PEACE OFFICER

Posted

SHERIFF

Committed Pending Hearing

INITIAL APPEARANCE

Recognizance

JUDICIAL OFFICER - Phone No.

Distribution: Green—Clerk; Canary—Institution; White—Defendant

•

\
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HOME PRONE
(301) 525-0455

TIMOTHY D.
ATTORNEY

*

MURPHY
M LAW

LAW OFFICES OF PETER G. ANGELOS

200 Pennsylvania Ave.
Towson, MD 21204

301 - 825-7300 © «©£>

5905 Harford Road
Baltimore, MD 21214

m 301 - 426-3200



STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

Shan l e y M i c h a e l Kosimas

TO ANY PEACE OFFICER, GREETINGS:

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 1648

WARRANT

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO ARREST

Stanley Michael Kosmas

6 70 2 Garvey Road 21237

D/O/B:. 8/13/33

to answer to a Charging Document filed in this Court for

_RACE: W _SEX: M

Murder

AND YOU ARE FURTHER DIRECTED TO:

( ) Lodge this warrant as a detainer for the continued detention of the defendant for the offense charged in the Charging
Document.
Take the defendant before a Judicial Officer of the District Court for the initial appearance pursuant to Md. Rules 4-215
& 4-216.
Take the defendant before this Court and process the defendant pursuant to Md. Rules 4-215 & 4-216.

NORecommended Bond

( ) Bond Denied ( ) Bond Set

Per Michael Pulver
Assistant State's Attorney

Judge

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

Date Issued 3 / ? 7 / 8 6

SHERIFF'S RETURN

( ) Defendant on Bail ( ) Defendant in Custody

CLERK

Copy of Charging Document & Warrant served on Defendant

PEACE-OFFICER SHERIFF

Bond $.

Committed Pending Hearing

Posted

INITIAL APPEARANCE

Recognizance

JJ00ICIAI6OFFICER - Phone No.

A m i 1C

Distribution: Green—Clerk; Canary—Institution; White—Defendant

7
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

a * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

STATE'S AUTOMATIC DISCOVERY
AND REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY

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

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

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

3. / / 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.

/ x / The Defendant made an oral state-pent or confession, the
substance or which is as follows: (Defendant*s copy only)

See Attached.

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

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

(Name) (Date)

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

H ""
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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 addre?s of
anv alibi witness the Defendant intends to call as a witness. The crime
occurred on the 17th d
at 6702 Garvey Road, 21237

av OJ Dec eir.be rf 1985 at unknown nours
ialtimore County Maryland

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

(a) Appear in a line-up for identification;
(b) Speak for identification;
(c) 3e fingerprinted;
(d) Pose for photographs not involving reenactment of a scene;
(e) Try en articles of clothing;
(f) Permit the taking of specimens of material under his fingerna:
(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 handwri ting;
(i) Submit to reasonable physical or mental examination;

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

SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
State's Attornev for Ealtimc

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney

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

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

HICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
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STATE OF KARYLAND

VS

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS (ISSUE BENCH WARRANT) ̂  - " ~ .-\ .'
Bail recommended by Michael Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney: No bail
dob 8/13/33
6702 Garvey Road, 21237

Indictment
TRUE BILL

Foreman

FILED ,19_

WITNESSES:

Robert Phillips, 1 Dutrow Ct., Apt,

Michael Kosmas, 404 S. Oldham Street, 21224 3 D' 21237
Edward Mattson
302 E. Joppa Rd., Apt. 810, Towson, Md., 21204

Det. Donald Pfouts #1855
CID PERS

Edna Carrick „„ _
2051 Guyway, 21222 Connie Bacasnot #9246

Helen Prodromou C r i m e L a b

4024 Baker Lane, 21236 „
off. W. W. Ross #1039 Det- G- v- Kolberg #1566
PQ #9 Crime Lab

Off. C. Leader #1981
PC #9

Paula Nyitrai
8626 Delegge Rd., 21237

Off. Charles Jackson #2645
PC #9

Det. Douglas Read #1208
Crime Lab
Det. M. Duckworth #2130
CID PERS (Homicide)
Dr. Pau,l Guerin
Dr. Thomas D. Smith
Office of the Chief Medical Examiner
111 Penn Street, 21201

Jacqueline Alban, 2102 Shire Court, Fallston, Md., 21047

CHARGE: MURDER I E672-095

i
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State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

that

The Jurors of the State of Maryland, for the body of Baltimore County, do on their oath present

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

late of Baltimore County aforesaid, on the I7.th. . . day of _D§ce_mber

in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and - _ at Baltimore County, aforesaid,

feloniously, wilfully and of deliberately premeditated malice

aforethought did kill and murder one Marialane A. Kosmas

contrary to the form of the Act of Assembly in *uch case made and provided, and against the peace,

government and dignity of the State.
( A r t . 27 , S e c . 616)
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TO THE PERSON CHARGED:

1. This paper charges you with committing a crime.

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

judicial officer decide whether you should be released

from jail until your trial.

3. You have the right to have a lawyer.

4. A lawyer can be helpful to you by:

(A) explaining the charges in this paper;

(B) telling you the possible penalties;

(C) helping you at trial;

(D) helping you protect your constitutional rights; and

(E) helping you to get a fair penalty if convicted.

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

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

the Public Defender may provide a lawyer for you. The

court clerk will tell you how to contact the Public

Defender.

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

Public Defender will not provide one for you, contact

the court clerk as soon as possible.

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

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

may have to go to trial without one.





DISTRICT COURT O* MARYLAND FOR .-..!,..
a .

Located at DTR 0C^Ca^e No... J%?. .f...
Courl Address ^—^-^ty^**^ / j /J S^Ufi

STATE OF MARYLAND VS .. . / t ^ T ' S - ^ ^ . ^
Defendant f

4

•

INITIAL APPEARANCE REPORT (Rule 4-213)
I hereby certify that when the above named Defendant was brought before me for his initial appearance, 1:
1 ] I>ETCRMINED that Defendant had already been provided with a cony of the charging document.
S-rPROVlDED the Defendant with a copy of the charging document. (
M>*fDvlSED Defendant that copy of Charging Document is not available, but will be provided to Defendant within 24 hours.
r"T AEXV-JSED Defendant of right to counsel. Defendant desires • to proceed wjgiout cqm^sel • to e/npjpy* his, own counsel

J^'counsel, but is indigent • to decide later. A tfAAjL^ztlC-^? ^~**
t-T ADVISED Defendant that he is charged witjj^feTony thatisnotwMTn the jurisdiction o&rtie Djjftri'ct Court and that he has a

right to have a preliminary hearing by a request made now or within ten days and that failure to make a timely request will result
in a yyaiver. • Defendant requests preliminary hearing and • clerk will notify him of date • it is scheduled for

• Defendant waives preliminary hearing • Defendant defers election.
REQUIRED Defendant to read the Notice to Defendant printed on the charging document.
READ the Notice to Defendant printed on the charging document to the Defendant.
FURNISHED to the Defendant a copy of the Notice to Defendant printed on the charging document since no charging document
was available.

PreCrial Release Determination (Rule 4-216)

e basis of infi
That Defendant f the Maryland Code.

liable to and developed by me I HAVE DETERMINI
t eligible for release under Art. 27, Sec. 616 1/2 • (c) • i

That he may be released on his personal recognizance because:
D He is not charged with an offense for which the maximum penalty is death or life imprisonment.
D It will reasonably assure his appearance.
• There is a lack of probable cause to believe that the Defendant committed the offense.
That release on personal recognizance will not reasonably ensure the appearance of the defendant as required because.

I imposed the following conditions to ensure his appearance:
• committed him to custody of who agree to supervise him and assist in

ensuring his appearance in court.
• placed him under the supervision of

Probation or Public Officer

•
travel, association, residence

• on the following condition:required a bail bond in the amount of
D without collateral security.
• with collateral security of $

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

• to be satisfied by encumbering real estate.
• with the obligation of a corporation which is an insurer or other surety in the full penalty amount.

-Informed the Defendant that a warrant for his arrest will be issued if he violates the conditions of release and informed him that
if the"recognizance or bail bond is forfeited and he willfully fails to surrender himself within 30 days following the forfeiture, he may be
charged and--iTned not more than $5.000 or imprisoned for not more thafi-S-years-ocbeth, if given in connection with a charge of felony;
or cha/gea and fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than 1 year or botluj^-aivan in connection with a misdemeanor charge.

Informed the Defendant that he must nojify the Court in writing of any cbtfnge ©©address or/feppHenejmwber.

Receipt

I have p^fead^JZThad read to me the offense with which I am charged, the conditions of release, the penalty for violation of the condi-
tions of release, the Notice of Advice of Bight to Counsel, and I acknowledge receipt ofa copy hereof. I have been informed that the trial
date/preliminary inquiry/preliminary JiU&xipg date, ff. ./O? rf£A*49S.^£>\>. . ^jtt.. •/?%• o'clock

M. at
or that I will be/advised/Of the date by the clerk. I agree to the conditions of'release and,ag/£e to appear,,at trial./

Date
DC/CR 7(Rev. 2/85)

Custodian

\1
ature of Defendant

(This form replaces CR 706.)



4-216:

In determining which conditions of release will reasonably ensure the appearance of the Defendant as required,
the judicial officer, on the basis of information available or developed in a pretrial release inquiry may take into account

(1) The nature and circumstances of the offense charged, the nature of the evidence against the Defendant,
and the potential sentence upon conviction, insofar as these factors are relevant tot he risk of non appearance.

(2) The Defendant's prior record of appearance at court proceedings or flight to avoid prosecution or failure
to appear at court proceedings.

(3) The Defendant's family ties, employment status and history, financial resources, reputation, character and
mental condition, length of residence in the community and length of residence in this State.

(4) The recommendation of an agency which conducts pretrial release investigations.
(5) The recommendation of the State's Attorney.
(6) Information presented by Defendant's counsel.
(7) The danger of the Defendant to himself or herself and others.
(8) Any other factor including prior convictions, bearing on the risk of a willful failure to appear.

•



DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR
-eity/Couniy

Located at ./ -^ ... Case No. .«O.U . .vr
Court Address

STATE OF MARYLAND VS
Defendant

INITIAL APPEARANCE QUESTIONNAIRE

cc#
Alias

Phone
Previous Address ^ •/^)....,/:../. How Long ... /xg ... /xy / • * • . - .

State of Maryland

Present Offenses

Name

Address

Marital Status (A/. {'T???'. .fiSfWRa/ of Dependents M Children

With whom are^you living Relationship

Employer . ~^^X£^<trihr. .-^f... ^ ^ i t ^ ^ ^ ^ r ^ Length of Tir
Address ../.. (J.Y. Zip Code

Phone # Approx. Income S.S. # . . . .

/ T v . How Long .A. >-v ••«.•• w • Last Employer

CRIMINAL CONVICTIONS:

Charge

AWAITING TRIAL ON OTHER CHARGES:

Charge /" ^N Trial Date Where

Date

Bail

PRESENTLY ON PAROLE/PROBATION:

Charge / )^ Probation Agent Term

ASP client during past 12 months? Yes No

Defendant appears to have has admits , denies an alcohol , drug problem? No

ASP Referral

DC/CR 7A (Rev. 3/85)

Commissioner/JU'

INITIAL APPEARANCE QUESTI&NNAIF
Date
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DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR

Located at / / / . .UA^JU.^.k^y.. J&4*r........ DTR /JpCR Case

STATE OF MARYLAND VS

Charge:

City/Count

J

Hearing or Trial Date

BAIL BOND
KNOW ALL PERSONS BY THESE PRESENTS:

That I/we, the undersigned, jointly and severally acknowledge that I/we, oi/r
assigns are held and firmly bound^jnto thegfate of Maryland in the penalty sum

Dollars ($.*7^>ew .rrr )
• without collateral security;
• with collateral security equal in value to the greater of $25.00 or
S"with collateral security equal in value to the full penalty amount;
• with the obligation of the corporation

insurer in the full penalty amount.

To secure payment the • Defendant • Surety has,
• deposited by • cash • certified check the amount of $
• pledged the following intangible personal property:

naLreprgsentatives/sjiccessors ind
0 Ji

encumbered the real estate described in the Declaration of Trust nhsd herewith, or iiya Deed of TVust dat
of. w7/Q&&n • , 19/6. from the undersigned Surety to
to the use of the State of Maryland.

THE CONDITION OF THIS BOND IS that the Defendant personally appear as required, in any court in which the charges
are pending, or in which a charging document may be filed based on the same acts or transactions, or to which the action
may be transferred, removed, or, if from the District Court, appealed.

IF, however, the Defendant fails to perform the foregoing condition, this bond shall be forfeited forthwith, for payment
of the above penalty sum in accordance with law.

IT IS AGREED AND UNDERSTOOD that this bond shall continue in full force and effect until discharged pursuant
to Rule 4-217.

AND the undersigned Surety convenants that the compensation chargeable in connection with the execution of this bond
consisted of a D fee • premium • service charge for the loan of money • other (describe)

in the amount of $...'.

The undersigned Surety hereby certifies that he has read and understands the Notice to Surety on the reverse side of this form.

IN,WITNESS/WHEREOF, these presents have been executed under seal this 4./. ., day
of ..M*kV.C<L>,., 19.

. IX\>.KlHAMA</ (SEAL) (SEAL)
lf\/\ ' Detefldant , Personal Surety

By: (SEAL)
Attorney-in-Fact

Print OfcTypa Name & Address of Personal Surety (1) & Telephone I^o.

Print or Type NamS & Address of Personal Surety (2) & Telephone No.

Print or Type Name

Prjin or Type Name & Address of Attorney-in-Fact & Telephone No.

Zip

Zip

Zip

SIGNED, scaled, and acknowledged befi

k
/

DC/CR 8 (Rfev. 4/85)
(This form replaces CR 708.)

(See Reverse Side

Zip

JL& £"*:>
(722 BB-Md. Rules)
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IMPORTANT NOTICE TO SURETY POSTING BOND

YOUR OBLIGATION ON POSTING BOND
You have pledged bond for the release of another person. This makes you responsible for seeing that
the Defendant appears in Court at the time and place specified on the Bond.

DISCHARGE OF BOND BY SURRENDERING DEFENDANT
If you believe that the Defendant may not appear or if he is planning to leave the State of Maryland,
you may surrender him and any fee received for the bond to a commissioner at any time before forfeiture
and be relieved of the obligation.

YOUR LOSS IF DEFENDANT DOES NOT APPEAR FOR TRIAL
Failure of the Defendant to appear will result in the forfeiture of the bond. The forfeiture may be
satisfied by payment of the full amount of the bond or by producing the Defendant within 90 days
of the forfeiture. You may request a judge to grant an extension up to 180 days for the satisfaction
of the bond. If the Defendant is produced within the required time you must petition the Court to
enter the forfeiture satisfied. The Court may require that the expenses of the state in producing the
Defendant be paid. Failure to pay the forfeiture will result in the entry of a judgment against you,
and could result in the seizure and sale of your house, car or other personal property to satisfy the
judgment.

RETURN OF BOND AFTER DEFENDANT APPEARS FOR TRIAL
If you have posted cash bond and the Defendant has been placed on probation before judgment, found
not guilty, or the charges were dismissed, nol prossed or stetted, the amount refunded to you will be
returned by check.

If an appeal is filed, the bond will continue in effect until trial in the higher court. However, the bond
may be immediately released if the Defendant personally appears to sign a release of the bond and
a statement that he understands that a new bond must be posted if he does file an appeal. This release
can be signed only by the Defendant in the presence of a Court official. The refund will then be made
to you by check.

, A '



OFFICE OF FINANCE
REVENUE DIVISION
TOWSON, MD. 21204

JULY i-,

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
STATE AND COUNTY REAL PROPERTY TAXES

LEVY PERIOD

TAXPAYER'S COPY
DETACH AND RETAIN

BILL DATE

G7/D1/85
METROPOLITAN CHARGES

SEWER BENEFIT ? ft • MO
SEWER SERVICE 170-77
WATER BENEFIT 2 M - 8 5
WATER DISTRIBUTION 31-2 5

TOTAL METROPOLITAN 2 5 5 - 2 7

ASSESSMENT RATE PER $100 CHARGES
COUNTY TAX 37-.»4bO 2 - ^ 5 1 , 1 2 1 - =13
STATE TAX 37-,«4bO - 2 1 7a«b7
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT CHARGES 255-27

PROPERTY NUMBER OWNER S NAME. ADDRESS

m-n-CPooan *b «r
KOSHAS-, STANLEY

GROSS BILL 1-.M5S.B7

KOSMAS-. "1ARIALANE A
f O a GARVEY RD
BALTIfiORE HD 21337

GRFENVIEU 1AN0R
GARVEY RP

32 038
COUNTY
DISCOUNT

v

TOTAL AFTER
DISCOUNT
OH INTEREST

SEE BACK OF BILL AND BROCHURE
FOR OTHER 'IMPORTANT INFORMATION

:

, . . . : ; ' , ^ ' - ' • • • ' • • ' , - . / . • • • . : • ' • • • . . • • ; ' ^ B v - - • ' . • • . . - • •
•m

M

5 1 v ? ' - . • • • • ; • . : ' . ' : ' . : ' ; :

• ; • • • • , • • , • • • ' ' " '
 ;

 • ] ' ' '

'•' ' . "T*
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V A L I D O N L Y I H E R E B Y C E R T I F Y T H A T T H E A T T A C H E D ' l S " T R U E C O P Y O F A
1<JITH R E C O R D O N * ' L F > * N T H E D I V I S I O N O F V I T R E C O R D S

- I M P R E S S E D -
S E A L

D A . E I S S U E D : *** 3
S T ( M E R E G I S T R A R O F V I T A L R E C O R D ?

W A R N I N G : I t i s u n l a w f u l t u d u p l i c a t e t h i s c o p y b y p h o t o s t a t / p h o t o g r a p h .

ft
J

STATE OF MARYLAND
DEPARTMENT Of' HEALTH «ND MENTAL HYGIfiNE •>

MEDICAL EXAMINER'S CLHTSFSCATE OF DEATH
J

ITTACE
iMaria lane A. Kosmas

Female jWhite XSX 6-6-45 40

Calif
/b CITIZEN OF WHAT LC •_

U.S.A.
.E. E- MARRIED „

OF feSli

T̂H ^:tp 3: 12 ___17 ,9 85 j

1] • ] 0
12 20 ,85 Ta •

!i DATE
PRONOUNCE

10 CITY OP I O W N OF DJAIH

t Rosedale Dutrow Court (in car)
uS-JAi - t i
I3o. " - I t

Md.
if. FA'-^~VNAMT

Alex

) BAtTIMCRE C'.TY OR COON". Y OF MATH

Baltimore County

^•»O«OfWC*c:SO4«|

Housewife
Ub COUNTY

Balto.
I l i i CIT- OR TO

Balto.

I t i WAS DICEASEO EVES J N U S. ARMfO FORCES?

No

Thannos
lit* SOCIAL stcuRrn N,;

:•!•. INSIO! Cl'f UHIT' V:t * * - : r f I ADDRESS

6
- : f I ADDRESS

6702 Garvey Rd. 21237
; MOTHER'S M A I D E N NAME

Irene Flezanis
INFORMANT

. ' •

1220-42-9560 i Steve M. Kosmas, Same as 15e
fCr c .- o r : :•8 C»>USE OFOEAIH(F_n:iM only one cti-j-e o

PART I DEATH WAS CAUSED BY: _. n , •
DIATS CAUSE t - S t r a n g u l a t i o n

C r^Jil'Oi".. »i any, which \
rt ftse *o imsntdJate '

•' CUE TO. OR AS A CONSEQUENCE I

:o i-v (ol itotmg ihiMj^fcr- , nu t TO. OR AS A CONSEQUENCE C-

O^SEI -"•- . : * ' -

Mil < OTiiHiBWfioin(owmtoin(onmiiitmc *o own tun Ml BlSUSi Sf CONDITION 6IVIN IK PJ8I I a

!!•. DATE Of OPfRATION

'./WAI CAO-St WAS

JNCiCRLYIMG SfoR
CONTKIEUriNGrjCAUSE Of DEATH

INJURY OCCURRED
.vi ill E
AT WORK I WORK

WJU r-| NOT WHILE fX
F WORK -1 AT WOSK

Hb. CONDITION FOR WHICH OPER;T '."•• WASPERFORWtD?

2!b TIME OF INJURY
1-<OUP A.M MONTH D-y YEAR

12 17 „ 85
i l t PLACE OF INJURY !»-~ow

ST«fT,FAC*Orr.»*««* t:c I

street (in car)

i l l H C W INJURY O r C USBED c i - i ' N«luBf o r I-JJU

subject strangled

iO AUTOPSY'

VES X J

211 IOCATION

Dutrow Court Baltimore, MD.
??«. Icef'i'y thai ? ?ook •:J>O'g'; of ih^ijieii^^rTUfe'Xdbtd obove '••tld

) rt'idted dom: Nc*cjfa,i cotftes I J, MCAKM L,

Iti^pfclton 1 j Inquiry 1 I ond in my opinion

Homicide UVJ • Undetermined manner 1 J,

TITLE -SPECIFYi

-, „ Acting Chie£..nr...»u,M» 12/21/85

Thomas D. Smith, M.D.' ' ADDRESS. I l l Perm St . Balto.MD.
23o.8JRIfcl, CREMATION. f'FMCVAl

Burial
?3b DATE

12-24-85
V.i NAME Of CECiTERf O?. CREMATORY

Greek Orthodox
24 H.HNEKAL QIRECTOS

Leonard J. Ruck, Inc.,5305 Harford Rd.

Ui. LOCATION
C TV O« TOW

V Md.
lit,. CA1E SEC D BY REGISTRAR ?5b REGISTRAR'S SIGNATURE
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DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR"C/A ^Wc
Located at Case No..

Court Address

STATE OF MARYLAND VS ?^?*r~*1?r:/..
Defendant

TO:

COMMITMENT PENDING HEARING

Telephone

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to receive from any officer the body of the above-named Defendant who is charg-

ed with the offense(s) of

• In default of $. ^ ^ ^ ^ T T r E a i l ( % acceptable).

0 /Bail review was held by Judge. &&£&-£JcQr1^? 3 / S t / / . &X? ... .and Defendant is committed

in default of $ bail ( % acceptable). ( Q I L K t ^ « J « J J .

• Having been surrendered by bondsman, bond of $ to continue. ^/

YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to:
• Transfer the Defendant to the jail or detention center in

county/city. If the Defendant has not been transferred prior
to the next session of court, he is to be brought before the court in your county for bail review.

• Produce the Defendant:
• for further review before a judicial officer of the District Court for

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

for court appearance as follows:
Court
Location
Date
Time
Purpose
• Bail Review
• Preliminary Hearing/Inquiry
• Trial
• Other (describe) & f

Date

\>

ClerlAiinidge/Commissioner I.D.

*Applies to second commitment only

DC/CR 12 (Rev.7/85)
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DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR <•&&v5k
Located at .///..4&>.tff//jZ.f4*/.</l/'.../&c4...: Case P

STATE OF MARYLAND vs

City/Cou

Defendant

I.D. .. .

DOB

TO:

RELEASE FROM COMMITMENT

ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to release the above-named defendant.

D Bail Review was held and defendant is released on his/her recognizance.

WBond in the amount of $ /.$... %-JT.O was posted by (y^/^,

• Preliminary hearing was held and charge(s) were dismissed.

Trial wa^ held) in the District Court and no further commitment was imposed. Disposition

• Defendant having been committed in default of payment of fine of

the fine and cost have now been paid.

Date

DC/CR 13 (Rev. 7/84) RELEASE FROM COMMITMENT



C\
? MARYLAND FOR ^

Located at

STATl OF MARYLAND

. ///.. .4tS;. <<?/A<e.fJ*/;<.6^.. .S&<i...:
City/Cou

Case No.

vs
Defendant

I.D. ...

TO:

RELEASE FROM COMMITMENT

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to release the above-named defendant.

• Bail Review was held and defendant is released on his/her recognizance.

nH Bond in the amount of $ /.^... Trjf.^. was posted by / •

DOB

D Preliminary hearing was held and charge(s) were dismissed.

Trial was held) in the District Court and no further commitment was imposed. Disposition

D Defendant having been committed in default of payment of fine of

the fine and cost have now been paid.

DC/CR 13 (Rev. 7/84) RELEASE FROM COMMITMENT
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DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR

Located at / / / . (O.-. j4lM£. 4.fMCf.. .AtM^ Case fr

2.
City/County

STATE OF MARYLAND
Defendant /

DECLARATION OF TRUST OF REAL ESTATE
TO SECURE PERFORMANCE OF A BAIL BOND

STATE OF MARYLAND,

The undersigned • Defendant, i# S

certain land and
.. Maryland,

m.6k./m:..ik*3X
in order to secure the performance of the oail bond annexed hereto, being first sworn (or, if Surety is a corporation, its undersigned officer
being first sworn), acknowledges and declares under oath as follows:

That the undersigned is the sole owner of EJ a fee simple absolute, or

• a leasehold subject to. arLanrfJIaTNground rentpf $ ,* .y y.........<..^y..
premises situate in. /pTJ^T... J&itf6*£ £.. *&&-'#. .Vjfefc^fe?. /5r.rm"~Y:<if. °.<ft>^<
and described as.. .4??/5>.<L,...<nf. tQ&WUrJ.. fc<d.j .. j3*&.4r-. (.P. f.£r:*&&fcf.

/ Insert lot, block, subdivision or other description f /

that the undersigned is competent to execute a conveyance of said land and premises and that the undersigned hereby holds the same in
trust to the use and subject to the demand of the State of Marylandgj collateral security for. the per^rjjaance of that bond.

That said property is assessed for $ •?.fa. $r$... x2 = $. ./^~r. rrF:.. from which the

following incumbrances should be deducted:

Ground rent capitalized at 6 % $ .

Mortgages/Deeds of Trust totalling $ .

Federal/State Tax Liens

Mechanics Liens $.

Judgment & Other Liens $ .,

Other outstanding Bail Bonds

Total Incumbrances

and that the present net equity in the property is

That if the undersigned is a body corporate, this Declaration of Trust is its act and deed and that its undersigned officer is fully authoriz-
ed to execute this Declaration of Trust on its behalf.

AND the undersigned further declares, covenants and undertakes not to sell, transfer, convey, assign, or incumber, the land and premises
or any interest therein, so long as the bail bond hereby secured remains undischarged and in full force and effect, without the consent of
the court in which the bail bond is filed, it being understood that upon discharge of the bail bond, the clerk of the court will execute a
release in writing endorsed on the foot of this document (or by a separate Deed of Release), which may be recorded in the same manner
and with like effect of a release of mortgage if this Declaration of Trust is recorded among the Land Records.

SWORN to, signed, sealed and acknowledged before me, this . . . . 'f. I... . / d a y of

^CommissioneiyGlulu'JUUIje

of the District ^ourt of Maryland for.

CounW/City

DC/CR 9 (Rev. 7/84)
(This form replaces CR 737.)

DECLARATION OF TRUST OF REAL ESTATE
TO SECURE PERFORMANCE OF A BAIL BOND

7
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DISTRICT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR
City/County

Located at Case No
Court Address

STATE OF MARYLAND

TO: L

VS
Defendant

Address

endanl

. . .

COMMITMENT PENDING HEARING

Telephone

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to receive from any officer the body of the above-named Defendant who is charg-

ed with the offense(s) of

• In default of $ bail ( % acceptable).

H-̂ Bail review was held by Judge.. ^y\J-r-&-M(X-<?. ~. I .P. !J. &>P. and Defendant is committed^
in default of $ bail ( % acceptable). v^*9u4-3f ^O<3LXLC_G_ Cff jQ-^&-^^J'iUt^i_

° 0
D Having been surrendered by bondsman, bond of $ to continue.

YOU ARE FURTHER COMMANDED to:

• Transfer the Defendant to the jail or detention center in
county/city. If the Defendant has not been transferred prior

to the next session of court, he is to be brought before the court in your county for bail review.

• Produce the Defendant:
• for further review before a judicial officer of the District Court for

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

• for court appearance as follows:
Court
Location
Date
Time
Purpose
• Bail Review
D Preliminary Hearing/Inquiry
• Trial
• Other (describe)

Date Clerk/Judge/Commissioner I D .

*Applies to second commitment only

DC/CR 12 (Rev.7/85)





HEARING

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE JNTY

State of Maryland vs. S t ^ l e y M i c h a e l Kosmas

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: Stanley Michael Kosmas
6702 Garvey Road
Baltimore, MD 21237

Case No. 86CR1648

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, on A p r i l 22 , 1986 at

0 9 : 1 5 A.M. f o r ARRAIGNMENT, u n l e s s y o u r counse l e n t e r s an appearance i n
w r i t i n g on or before the date spec i f i ed in t h i s summons.

Fa i lu re to comply may r e s u l t in a warrant being issued f o r your a r res t .

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

Issued: April 1, 1986

ELMER H. KAHLINE£>R.
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

SHERIFF FEE *



^ ^ " ^ NOTICE OF HEARING

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO' TY

State of Maryland vs. S t a n l e y M i c h a e l Kosmas

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to7wit:

TO: Stanley Michael Kosmas
6702 Qarvey Road
Baltimore, MD 21237 "

0

Case No.

I
86CR1&48

LA
You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, on A p r i l 22 , 1986 at

09 :15 A.M. f o r ARRAIGNMENT, u n l e s s you r counse l e n t e r s on appearance in
writing on or before the date spec i f i ed in t h i s summons.

Fa i lu re to comply may r e s u l t in a warrant being issued for your a r res t .

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

Issued: A p r i l 1, .1.986

ELMER H. KAHLINE(>R.
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

RE«ON

PILED

SHERIFF FEE $

RIFF OF EALTO. CO.,
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

— IN THE —

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE

COUNTY

CRIMINAL DOCKET FOLIO

NO. j

MR. CLERK:

Please enter my appearance for the Defendant(s) in the above entitled case.

ATTORNEY'S NAME:

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE NO.: YAL'^?-J1Q._ ZIP

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing was mailed this ±Jr_\r_r____ day of

--^^ZL^ktdr: , 19F.4-, to ^l^sdt^^-l^LJL^^-^- State's Attorney for Baltimore
County, Towson Couri-House, Towson, Maryland 21204.

Mail Original and^TeUow coby to Clerk's office.

Mail Pink copylo Stag's Attorneys office.

Retain Green/copy.

'EFENDANT
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TXDML/GJI
KOSMAS

STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Criminal No: 86CR1648 /

DEFENDANT'S REQUEST FOR INSPECTION
AND DISCOVERY

Now comes the Defendant, Stanley Kosmas, by his attorneys Peter

G. Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, pursuant to Maryland Rule 4-263,

and hereby requests from the State:

1. Any and all search warrants and affidavits in support thereof

utilized by the State in this case, and any and all documents,

records, statements, and tangibles obtained directly or derivatively

by the State therefrom.

2. Any and all tapes or recordings or transcripts thereof

concerning or dealing with this case directly or indirectly, including

but not limited to, those which are reflected or referred to in any

discovery materials furnished the Defendant.

3. All writings, words, and documents to which reference is made

in any discovery materials furnished the Defendant by the State.

4. The names and addresses of each person the State intends to

call as a witness at any hearing or trial to prove its case in chief

or to rebut any alibi testimony.

5. The substance of all statements made by the Defendant to the

State or its agents which the State intends to use at hearing or

trial, whether in its case in chief or in Ĉ l?**t

-1-
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6. All written reports or statements made in connection with the

action by each expert consulted by the State, including the results of

any physical or mental examination, scientific test, experiment, or

comparison and/or the substance of any oral report or conclusion,

within the meaning of Maryland Rule 4-263 (b)(4).

7. All autopsy reports and all other papers, photographs,

slides, specimens and objects relating to the examination of the body

of the decedent in the possession or control of the Coroner, including

all comparisons of blood, fingerprints, clothing, hair, fiber, or

other materials made in connection with this case.

8. All tangible items the State intends to utilize at a hearing

or trial within the meaning of Maryland Rule 4-263(b)(5).

9. All tangible objects obtained during the investigation of

this case, including:

(a) Tangible objects obtained from the scene of the crime.

(b) Tangible objects obtained from the person of the deceased.

10. All photographs of the scene of the crime and the body of

the deceased.

11. All property of the Defendant within the meaning of Maryland

Rule 4-363(b)(6), whether or not the State intends to use them at the

hearing or trial.

12. The identity including names and addresses, of all

individuals known by the State to have been involved in the alleged

crime.

13. Any written statements and/or the substance of any oral

statements made by any of the individuals in the preceding request.

14. A copy of the defendant's prior criminal record, if any, as

is within the possession, custody, or control of the State, the

- 2 -
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existence of which is known, or by the exercise of due diligence may

become known, to the attorney for the State.

15. Any and all other records and/or information which could be

useful or helpful to the defense in impeaching the State's witnesses

or otherwise, or which could possibly lead to records or information

of an impeaching nature, or which could exculpate or tend to exculpate

the Defendant in this matter, whether or not specifically requested

above.

16. Any and all information in the State's possession or in the

possession of any law enforcement agency with respect to the above

action.

17. Any and all written or oral reports or statements made by

any person the State intends to call as a witness at any hearing or

trial to prove its case in chief or to rebut any alibi testimony.

18. Any and all writings, words, notes and/or documents

connected with this case made by an investigator for the State.

Peter G. Angelfos

Gary J .y^g
Law Of/ifaes of/Peter G. Angelos
5905 Hafctord Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214
(301) 426-3200

Attorney for Defendant

'
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this day of April, 1986, a copy of

the foregoing Defendant's Request for Inspection and Discovery was

hand delivered to Michael Pulver, Esquire, Assistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 5th Floor, Towson,

Maryland 21204.

-4-
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs

STANLEY KOSMAS

* * * * * *

*

*

*
*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

CRIMINAL NO: 8 6CR164 8
* * * * * * *

PLEA

Now comes the defendant, Stanley Kosmas, by his

Peter G. Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, and respectfully'

submits the following plea to the court.

1. The defendant, Stanley Kosmas, pleads not guilty to all

counts of the indictment charged against him.

Peter G. Angelos

77/
Gary J. ^gnatowski
LAW OFFICES' OF PETER G. ANGELOS
5905 Harford Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214
(301) 426-3200
Attorney for Defendant

-3-
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Plea was

hand-delivered to Michael Pulver, Esquire, State's Attorney's

Office, Courthouse, Towson, Maryland, on the 7th day of May,

1986.

<?ary J. r

.

-4-



0
•



-

TXDKS/GJI
KOSMOS

STATE OF MARYLAND

vs

STANLEY KOSMAS

* * * * * *

*

*

*

*

*
* *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

CRIMINAL NO: 86CR1648
* * * * * * *

MOTION FOR BILL OF PARTICULARS

Comes now the defendant, STANLEY KOSMAS, by and through his

attorney, Peter G. Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski , and

respectfully moves the Court for an Order requiring the State'

Attorney to file a Bill of Particulars and in support states the

following:

1. That the defendant has been charged on a general charge

of "murder."

2. That the charge lacks specificity and particularity and

does not make available to the defendant sufficient facts to

adequately prepare his defense and to prevent surprise. -'-'

WHEREFORE the defendant requests that the 'court direct the

State's Attorney to furnish him in detail the following

information:

A. What specific acts the State alleges the defendant did

to constitute "murder."

B. What the defendant's exact location was during the

alleged murder.

C. What time the alleged murder did occur.

D. What was the decedent's time of death?

yi I :
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Peter G. Angelos

7 77
Gary SL Ignatowski
LAW OraiCES OF PETER G. ANGELOS
5905 Harford Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214
(301) 426-3200

Attorney for Defendant

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Motion was

hand-delivered to Michael Pulver, Esquire, State's Attorney's

Office, Courthouse, Towson, Maryland, on the 7th day of May,

1986.

Gary J./Ig/iatowski

c
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Case No. 86CR1648

COURT FOR BALTIMORE

State of Maryland vs. Stanley Michael Kosmas

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: Peter G Angelos # Esquire

201 N. Charles St.
Baltimore, MD 21201

You are hereby NOTIFIED TO A before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, on September 8* 1986

09: 13 A.M. FOR THE Trial OF rME ENTITLED CASE.

Any postponement of this date must* be ir* accordance with
MD. Rule 4-271.

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

Issued: May 8- 1986
'ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Joan Mather Deputy
Criminal Assignment Commissioner
494-2694

CC; Michael Pulver, Esquire



CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO FY

State of Maryland vs. Stanley Michael Kasma© Case No. 86CR164B

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: Peter Q Angelo* • Esquire

5905 Harford Rood
Baltimore, MD 21214

You are hereby NOTIF IED TO A P F 1 L J | ^ before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson; Maryland, on September 8* 1986 a
09:15 A.M. FOR THE Trial C D CASE.

Any postponement of this date must be xn accordance with
MIL Rule 4-271.

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

Issued: May 14, 1986
ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Joan Mather Deputy
Criminal Assignment Commissioner
494-2694

CC: Michael Pulver, Esquire



CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COl' TY

State of Maryland vs. Starfjtey Michael Kosmas Case No. &6CR164B

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Gary J Igrnatowski > Esquire

5905 Harford Road
Baltimore, MD 21214

You are hereby NOTIFIED TO A before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, on September 8> 1986 a

09:15 A.M. FOR THE Trial 0 ^TITLED CASE.

Any postponement of this date n>
MD. Rule 4-271.

ccardance with

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

Issued: May 14, 1986
ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Joan Mather Deputy
Criminal Assignment Commissioner
494-2694

CC' Michael Pulver* Esquire
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR BILL OF PARTICULARS

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

County, and Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and respectfully states:

1. That the State's response to the Defendant's Request for

Particulars has been answer in the State's Answer to the Defendant's

Request for Discovery.

2. That any other information requested by the Defendant in

his Motion for Bill of Particulars is outside the scope of disclosure

required by the State and therefore impermissible.

WHEREFORE, the State requests that this Honorable Court deny

the Defendant's request ordering the State to provide the requested

detailed information.

//,

EILED

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's Answer
To Defendant's Motion for Bill of Particulars was mailed^ttjiss /J2
day of May, 19 86, to Peter G. Angelos, Esqui^
Baltimore, Maryland 21214.

905 H Road,

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Hadder v. State, 238 Md. 341 (1965).

Wilson v. State, 4 Md. App. 192 (1968).

•

. ,



Ocr

"'"\V-



"

STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY KOSMAS * CASE NO. 86 CR 164 8

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *̂ *T""* * * *

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

Now comes Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney fortJBalti-
more County, and Michael A. Pulver , 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 ob-
tained from or belonging to the Defendant.

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

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

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

/x / The Defendant made an oral statement or confession,
the substance of which is as follows: (Defendant's copy only)

See Attached. MAYl4«*

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

*Attached are copies of the Laboratory Analysis Reports, the Autopsy
Report, and the Search and Seizure Warrant.
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A<l/l/ The Co-defendant(s) made a written statement
or confession, the copy of which is attached hereto.

M/lJ 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 exculpatory, in any manner, to the Defendant.

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

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

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

See attached copy of Indictment.
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0
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
State's Attorney for
Baltimore County

MICHAEL A. PULVER
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 13- day of May , 19 86, to Peter G. Angelos,
Esquire, 51T05 Harford Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21214.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
583-6610

MAP/j11
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STANLEY MICHAEL FOSMAS{ISSUE BENCfi WARRANT)
Bail recommended by Michael Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney: No bail
dob 8/13/33
6702 Garvey Road, 21237

Xndictasent
TRUE BILL

FILED

WITNESSES :

Fcretan

,19

Robert Phillips, 1 Dutrow Ct.# Apt

Michael Kcsmas, 404 S. Oldham Street, 21224 3D' 2 ] 2 3~
Edward Mattson
3C2 E. Joppa Rd., Apt. BIO, Tcwsor., Md., 21204

Det. Donald Pfouts #1855
C2D PERS

2051 Guyway, 21222 Connie Bacasnot #9246
Helen Prodronou Crime Lab
4C24 Baker Lane, 21236 x r

off. w. N. Ross #1039 D e t- G- v- Kolberg #15
PC #o Crime Lab

Off. C. Leader #1951
PC #9

Paula Nyitrai
8626 Delete Rd. , 21237

Off. Charles Jackson #2645
PC #9

Det. Douglas Read #1208
Crime Lab

Det. M. Duckworth #2130
CID PERS (HoTricide)

Dr. rB^l Guerin
Dr. Thomas D. Smith
Office of the Chief Medical Examiner
111 Fenn Street, 21201

Jacqueline Alban, 2102 Shire Court, Fallston, Md., 21047

E6"2-095
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TXDML/GJI
KOSMAS

STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Criminal No: 86CR1648

* * * X^TN *

MOTION TO SUPPRESS UNLAWFULLY
OBTAINED STATEMENT

Now comes the Defendant, Stanley Kosmas, by his attorneys, Peter

G. Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, pursuant to Maryland Rule

4-252(a)(4), and moves this Court for an Order suppressing from use at

trial a statement taken of the Defendant herein on December 20, 1985.

The grounds for the motion are as follows:

1. That the Defendant, Stanley Kosmas, is charged with the

murder of his wife, Marialane A. Kosmas.

2. That on or about December 18, 1985 the Defendant's son

Michael Kosmas made a missing person complaint to the Baltimore County

Police Department complaining that no one in the Kosmas family had

seen his mother since December 16, 1985.

3. That on or about December 18, 1985, the Defendant Stanley

Kosmas also made a missing person complaint concerning the absence of

his wife to the Baltimore County Police Department.

4. That in reference to the missing person complaint, the

Defendant was contacted and interviewed by a Baltimore County Police

Officer on December 18, 1985.

MAY
-l-
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5. That on December 20, 1985 at approximately 9:40 a.m., the

Defendant herein was interviewed by Baltimore County Detective Donald

Pfouts concerning the missing person report he had made on his wife on

December 18, 1985.

6. That during the course of the interview of Mr. Kosmas at his

home on December 20, 19 85, Mr. Edward Mattson, a private investigator

hired by the victim's mother to locate the victim, appeared at Mr.

Kosmas' residence and advised Detective Pfouts that he had found the

victim's body at 11:00 a.m. that day. Shortly thereafter, Irene

Thanos and Janette Thanos, the victim's mother and sister

respectively, also appeared at the scene.

7. That at the time Detective Pfouts conducted the interview of

Mr. Kosmas on December 20, 1985, the Defendant herein was a suspect

in the case and therefore, prior to any questioning by Officer Pfouts,

Mr. Kosmas should have been afforded the constitutional rights

guaranteed to him by the United States Constitution. Detective

Pfout's failure to advise Mr. Kosmas of these rights prior to

questioning renders the statement inadmissible at trial.

WHEREFORE, for the aforegoing reasons and those to be assigned at

a hearing hereon, the Defendant respectfully requests that the

Statement of Stanley Kosmas taken on December 20, 1985 be suppressed

and ruled inadmissible at trial.

Peter G.

- 2 -

Angelo«f
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-/Gary J/Ylgnato^ski
Law Of/ffljces at Peter G. Angelos
5905 Halfford Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214
(301) 426-3200

Attorney for Defendant

STATEMENT OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

1. Rule 4-252.

2. Tillery v. State, 3 Md. App. 142, 238 A.2d 125 (1968).

3. Cummings v. State, 27 Md. App. 361, 341 A.2d 294 (1975)

4. Marrs v. State, 53 Md. App. 230, 452 A.2d 992 (1982).

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this 22nd day of May, 1986, a copy of

the foregoing Defendant's Motion to Suppress Unlawfully Obtained

Statement with Statement of Points and Authorities was mailed to

Michael Pulver, Esquire, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, County Courts Building, 5th Floor, Towson, Maryland 21204.

Gary J./lgnatows
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STATE OF MARYLAND

r n
IN THE

vs.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Criminal No.: 86CR1648

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY

Now comes the Defendant, Stanley Kosmas, by his ;attorney^,

Peter G. Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, pursuant to mile 4-2(

and moves this Court for an Order to Compel Discovery. TTfte grounds

for the motion are as follows:

1. That on or about April 28, 1986, Defendant timely served

upon the State's Attorney for Baltimore County a Request for Inspection

and Discovery.

2. That on May 13, 1986, the State answered Defendant's

request and provided a copy of a statement made by the Defendant; copies

of Laboratory Analysis Reports; an Autopsy Report; a Search and Seizure

Warrant and the names and addresses of witnesses the State intends to

call to prove its case in chief or to rebut alibi testimony. In

its response the State also stated that it would make several itmes

available for inspection and copying.

3. The State has failed to furnish the Defendant the

.lECELVED
following which he has

|9B5HIV<2S fi;, 3
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a. Any and all tapes or recordings or transcripts

thereof concerning or dealing with this case directly or indirectly,

including but not limited to, those which are reflected or referred

to in any discovery materials furnished the Defendant.

b. Any and all records and/or information which could

be useful or helpful to the defense in impeaching the State's witnesses

or otherwise, or which could possibly lead to records or information

of an impeaching nature, or which could exculpate or tend to exculpate

the Defendant in this matter, whether or not specifically requested

above.

c. Any and all information in the State's possession

or in the possession of any law enforcement agency with respect to

the above action.

d. Any and all written or oral reports or statements

made by any person the State intends to call as a witness at any

hearing or trial to prove its case in chief or to rebut any alibi testimony.

e. Any and all writings, words, notes and/or documents

connected with this case made by an investigator for the State.

4. Because the applicable rules prescribe that this Motion

To Compel be filed within ten days, the Defendant is filing this motion

in advance of having made good faith attempts to resolve this discovery

dispute with counsel for the State. Upon the filing of this Motion,

however, counsel for the Defendant will make such efforts and, if no

resolution is reached, will file with this Court the certification

required by Rule 4-263(f).

Peter G. Angela's //

2"
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'Gary ^/
Law Of faces/©f Peter G. Angelos
5905 Harford Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214
(301) 426-3200

Attorney for Defendant

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this 2'frjfc day of Maŷ , 198,6̂  a copy of

the foregoing Motion to Compel Discovery was harid—•4e±tveSr̂ d' to Michael

Pulver, Esquire, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, County

Courts Building, 5th Floor, Towson, Maryland 21204.

-3-
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STATE OF MARYLAND

— IN THE —

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE

COUNTY

CRIMINAL DOCKET

NO

MR. CLERK:

Please enter my appearance for the Defendant(s) in the above entitled case.

ATTORNEY'S NAME: A

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE NO.: QJ£L21JJZ1

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing was mailed this :ir_ day of

A, to ^L---J.J-iZZ-l Statej^Attorney for Baltimore

County, Towson Court House, Towson, Maryland 21204.

Mail Original and Yellow copy to Clerk's office.

Mail Pink copy to State's Attori]

Retain Green copy.



COURT CLERKS WORK SHEET

TRIAL DATE _1[|?J.jj£k Judge

STATE'S ATTORNEY DEFENDANTS ATTORNEY

COURT REPORTER CLERK

CASE # __J.*?-Sl_f>_JL":J7_? NAME

CHARGE

TRIAL PLEA
COURT JURY GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERE

MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE'S CASE defs. Motion for Judgment of ACQUITTAL

~G¥ANTED~~ OVERRULED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE defs. Motion For Judgment of ACQUITTAL

VERDICT:

SENTENCE

Department
of

Correction

Balto. Co.
Detention

Center

REMARKS

GRANTED

GUILTY ON COUNTS

TERM OF

KD diAte 4-

OVERRULED

NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SUSPENDED PROB. FINE &

r \

t>MII run "TiMfrmw LJJ ^bg

COSTS

/

I

.CsdjsrJ.

NOTE: IF PRE-SENTENCE REPORT IS ORDERED OR DEFENDANT IS ON PROBATION DEFENDANT
MUST REPORT TO PROBATION INTAKE OFFICE ROOM 346 COUNTY COURTS BUILDING IM-
MEDIATELY WITH COUNSEL.
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State of Maryland vs.

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:
•

TO: STANLEY MICHAEL KQ8MAS
6702 8ARVEY ROAD
HflLTIWORE> MH 21237

JF HEARING

y-^JIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CCX' lTY

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. B6CR1648

You are hereby SUMMONED 10 APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, UH SEPTEMBER 8* 19&6 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . FOR ( R I A L .

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

Issued: AUliUSi 2 1 . 1986

BHERlf-F'.S RETURN

DAJE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHERIFF FEE: *



N U I J. t, L UI 11 fc. H K1N G

-CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC *TY

Case No. 86CR1648State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: STANLEY K0SMA8

6702 GARVEY ROAD
BALTIMORE, MB 2123?

You are hereby COMMANDED TO PROWJLE THE DEFENDANT before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER 8# 1986 AT

0 9 : 15 A . M . FOR TRIAL 0!- THE ABOVE ENTITLED CASE.

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

Issued: AU0US1 2 1 , 1986

Per

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy



State

State

of

of

Maryland

Maryland

vs. SI

, Baltimore

Wi SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC

ANLEY MICHAEL KOBMAS

County to wit:

<TY

Case No. B6CR16A&

TO: MICHAEL KUSMAS

404 S. OLDHAM ST.

BALTIMORE, MD 21224

You are hereby SUMMONED TO AI'PLAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER ti> :I.V86 AT
09'. IS A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR IHE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1V86

ELMER
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE BERVED:

KAIL SERVICE NUT MAUE

REASON:

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



Wl bUtfriUNS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC (TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 86CK1648

TO: LUNA CARRICK
205J. GUYWAY

JUUNKALK MD >1222

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER B, 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A .M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

Per

SHERIFF'S RETURN

UATfr SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

SHERIFF FEE



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC ITY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 86CR1648

TO: HELEN PROCLROMOV
4024 BAKER LANE

HALTIMOREi MD 21236

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER 8> 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 i 1986

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

BHERll-F'S RETURN

LiAU. SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

' 583-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



WlI NESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO ITY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: PAULA NYITRAI
8626 DELEGGE RD.

BALTIMORE, MD 21237

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER B, 19B6 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

Per

SHERIFF'S RETURN

BATE SERVED: .

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
S83-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE Cf VJTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 8ACR1A4B

TO: JACQUELINE ALBAN

2102 SHIRE COURT

I ALLSTON, Mil 21047

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER 8> 1986 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . fO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 ,

S H E R I F F ' S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

HA1E SERVICE NO? MADE

REASON:

SHERIFF

ELMER
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE *



W J. I NESS SUfiiiUNS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO' " >TY

Case No. 86CR1648State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: ROBERT PHILLIPS
1 DUTROW COURT
APT. 3 Ei
BALTIMORE, MD 21237

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER 8* i V 8 6 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

BATE. SERVED:

HATE. SERMICE NOT MADE

REASON:

SHERIFF

ELMER H. KAHLINE^.
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO1 TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 86CR1648

T0: EDWARD MATTSGN
302 E. JOPPA RD.
APT. 810
TOWSONJ HD 2 1 2 0 4

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, Q^ SEPTEMBER 8/ 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

SHERIFF

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFF1CE
583-6630

FEE $



State of Maryland vs.

W.I.IN! iriHONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE C

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. B6CR1648

TO: JLIR PAUL GUERIN
OFFICE OF THE MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET
BALTIMORE, MD 212G1

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APHAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER B> 1985 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A .M. FO TESTIFY FUR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

^"r-^ 'ELMER H. KAHLINE/
/?/ , x % \ Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

^•)xfl^{^/ Per SVT£J Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE

DATE SERVED. STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON: '

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

"IRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO"' TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: ).iR THOMAS SMITH
OFFICE OF THE MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET
BALTIMORE, MD 21201

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER 8, 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE S T A T E . . , * * *

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

S H E R I F F ' 8 RETURN

1.IAIE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SHERIFF

'ELMER
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC ITY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: pfj DONALD h PFOUTS
1855
PERS

Case No. 86CR1648

C C . NO. E6/2095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, (JH SEPTEMBER 8, 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , .1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SHERIFF

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE: *



SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO' 'TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: I 'U WAYNE W ROSS
1039
PCO9

Case No. B6CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, (JN SEPTEMBER &> 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A .M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUBUST 21* 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVEIl:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

SHERIFF FEE: *

70.



"IRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO1 TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KQSHA8

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: f-o CHARLES J LEADER
1981
PC09

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E6720V5
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER B, 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

S H E R I F F ' S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

SHERIFF

'ELMER
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
SI A IE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE: *

7/



WITNESS SUMMONS

".IRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO1 "TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL K08HAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: |-o CHARLES J JACKSON
2645
PC09

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER 8, 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A .M. TO fESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 21, 1986

SHERIFF'8 RETURN

HATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MAKE

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

SHERIFF FEE- •



.NESS SUMMONS

"IRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO1 TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAB

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: po MILTON » DUCKWORTH
2130
PERS

Case No. B 6 C R U 4 8

C.C. NO. E672095
C I TAT I ON NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QM SEPTEMBER 8, 1VB6 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 21 # 1986

Per

SHERIFF- 'S RETURN

HATE SERMEU; „_ „

HATL SERVICE NOT MAHI£:

REASON:

ELMER
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

SHERIFF FEE: *

-73



State of Maryland vs.

WITNESS SIMMONS

^IRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO1 TY

STANLEY MICHAEL K08MAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: po DOUGLAS M READ
J.208
LAB

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, FJN SEPTEMBER &> 1986 AT

09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DA IE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHERIFF

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STA IE 'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
383-6650

FEE: *



WllNEbS SUMMONS

"IRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COI'" TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL K0SMA8

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: PO GREGORY KOLBERG V
1566
LAB

Case No. 86CR1448

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER 8» 1986 A*

0 9 : 1 b A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

BATE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

SHERIFF FEE: $



WITNESS SUMMONS

"IRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO' TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL K08HAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: LXV CONCEPCIGN BACABNOT V
9246
LAB

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED 10 APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER 8» 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 3 A .M. TO TESTIFY FOR (HE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

Per

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MAUL:

REASON:

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

SHERIFF FEE: *



WITNESS SUMMONS

MRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO' TY

•

Case No. 86CR1648State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T 0 : ° A UL A NY1TRAI
8626 DELEGGE RD.

BALTIMORE, MD 2123?

You are hereby SUMMONED TO AF'PFAF< before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, 0N SEPTEMBER &$ 3 986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

AUGUST 21i 1986

Per

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT

REAS

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

SHE RIFF- FEE *

-77



NOTICE OF HEARING

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC "~TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

6702 QARVEY ROAD

b A I... TIM 0 R E i M D 212 3 7

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosl

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . FOR T R I A L .

WE
Case No. B4CR1648

-. • •• p

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Maryland, 0N SEPTEMBER B, 1986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986
ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE 9Efry,lf?E

REASG
PR BAJJ-O- SO* Mt>.

SHERIFF-

*



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC !TY 13* 'L

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

TO:

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

ROBERT PHILLIPS ^ J*/?/
1 DUTROU COURT
APT. 3 D
BALTIMORE, MB 21237

SUMMONED TO APPEAR

Case No. 86CR1648

RE

You are hereby
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,

09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

ON SEPTEMBER B, 1986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

SHERIF

BATE SERVED:

BATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

.-vl

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

SHERIFF

SHERIFF OF BAUTO. CO.,

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'8 OFFICE
583-6650

FEE $



WITNESS SUMMONS

~-:iRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS RECEIVED

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: r - ' ' "

TO: CIV CONCEPCION BACASNOT M
9246
LAB

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095

CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,

09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

ON SEPTEMBER 8, 1986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST 211 1986

SHERIFF 'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

U

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE:



WITNESS SUMMONS

~ CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE C AlTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: Ffl DOUGLAS M READ
1208
LAB

Case No. 86CR1648
p C P "~

C.C. NO. E672095
1 9*0! CITATION NO.

You are herebyTUU <x\v ncrcuy SUMMONED TO APPFAR ueiurt

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 40 f Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

ON SEPTEMBER 8, 1986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST 21f 1986

SHERIFF'S RETUI

DATE SE

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

cfHfF np BAUTO. CO.,

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE: $ /



,

WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE a >ITY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO:

Case No. 86CR1648

PO GREGORY KOLBERG V
1566
LAB

C.C. NO. E672095
..CITATION NO.

•

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, Q^ SEPTEMBER B» 1 986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 211 .1.986

SHERIFF'S RET

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE: $



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL. KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: PO DONALD B PFr;JTS
1855
PER8

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR

Case No. 86CR1648

CC.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.
SEPTEMBER 8> 3 986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 i 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE**

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE: f



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO'1MTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: R£ (

Case No. 86CR1648

TO: PC) MILTON D DUCKWORTH
2130
PERS

. U •

r r; r r

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are herebyIUU die neieuy QIIMMriNFTl Tfl APPF'Aft ueiuit

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 40TBosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,

0 9 : 1 5 A .M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

ON SEPTEMBER B, 1986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST

/$" - y S ^

SHERIFF'S RET

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE

21,

IJRN
V\

NOT

1986

MADE:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE: *



WITNESS SUMMONS

°'RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1A4B

RECfcW t-UState of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0 :
EDNA CARRICK
2051 GUYWAY

DUNDALK, MB 21222

,

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, Q^ gCPTEHBER B 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

Per

SHERIFF'S RETURN

"—S
DATE SERV

DATE SERVICE NOT

REASO

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

^RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUMTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: HELEN PROCLROMOV
4024 BAKER LANE

BALTIMORE, MD 21236

Case No. Q6CR1648

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401*Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, Q^ SEPTEMBER 8> 1986 AT

0 9 - 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

SHERIFF
.SHERIFF, QE BALTO. PQ.» MO.

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE * f\



WITNESS SUMMONS

"IRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: PO WAYNE W ROSS
1039
PC09

Case No. B6CR.1.648

Rf: ""[! C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

• 9 : o i

TUU are nertfuy SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,
You are hereby

Itimore Cour

09: 15 A.M.
ON SEPTEMBER B, 1986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST 211 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

D A T E SERVED: _ _̂ _ __ 2. Zl „. ii £..

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE^.
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE:



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO1^ TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL. KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO:

RECEIVED

PO CHARLES J JACKSON
2645
PC09

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, gM SEPTEMBER Bi 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 21i 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: __j£I:_fJL

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:/

0
4ER1FF

SHERIFF OF BALTO. CO., MD.

ELMER H. KAHLINEOR.
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'8 ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

er cJ

FEE: *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO"NTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: PO CHARLES J LEADER
1981
PC09

Case No. BACR1648

RECEIVED
C . C . NO. E672095

'2 " C I T A T I O N NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, Q^ orPTEHBER B, 1986 AT

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 * 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: __.£lZ

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINEOft.
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE: *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU' "Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 86CR1648

r\ MICHAEL KOSMAS
404 8. OLDHAM ST.

BALTIMORE, MD 2 1 ;

JU are hereby

c
;HFRIF!-'S OFF",

5- • « • * •
IXMOHL : CITY. HI-

Kyu are nereuy SUMMONED TO APPEAR ueiurt
Baltimore County, County CourtsT-Juilaing, 401Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,

09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STAT

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

ON SEPTEMBER B, :i.986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 * 1986
ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE i

REASON:

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650
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WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COl' *

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL K 0 S M A % F g F i y c n

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: ' £ RIFF/S OFF! (

T0 : DR THOMAS SMITH AUG Z5 II 2* AM fl

?i l IpFNN l^ :>TRFFTE1Ci : i :CAL E X A M I N E$ALTlMORE
BALTIMORE, MD 21201

Case No. 86CR1648

r"ou are herebyTOU are nereuy SUMMONED TO APPEAR u ts lu r t

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

ON SEPTEMBER 8, 1986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

SHERIFF'S RET

HATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE

REASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

-CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO' TY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS __ Case No. BACR1648
RECEIVED

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit: :f RIFF'S OFF''" >l

TO: l.iR PAUL GUERIN
OFFICE OF THE MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET
BALTIMORE, MD 21201.

S AH I K
'iAlTlMOflfc'ClTY.MU.

You are herebyTUU are nereuy SUMMONED TO APPEAR u e i u r t

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

ON SEPTEMBER 8, 1986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE

EASON:

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
S83-6650

FEE



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC ITY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL K08MAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: JACQUELINE ALBAN
2102 SHIRE COURT

FALLSTON, MD 21047

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR

Case No. 86CR.1.648

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.
SEPTEMBER 8^ 1986 AT

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

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 , 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

SHERIFF

ELMER H. KAHLINE(
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
583-6650

FEE *
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^ C I R C U I T COURT FOR BALTIMORE CC NTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSM.

Stale'of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. B6CR16A&

TO: JACQUELINE ALBAN
2102 SHIRE COURT

I-ALLSTON, MB 21047

You are herebyTUU are iitjiwuy SUMMONFIl TQ APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 40f Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON SEPTEMBER 8, 1986 AT

09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

Witness the Honorably Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland
" •

Issued: AUGUST 2 1 * 1986

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE Nd

REASON:

MA

2.i
rV 4

ELMER
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION ANH
'ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
593-6650

FEE %
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Criminal: 86 CR 1648

MOTION FOR REMOVAL

The Defendant, Stanley Kosmas, by his attorney, Russell J.

White, respectfully moves this Court to remove the above-entitled

case to another County for trial under Rule 4-254 of the Maryland

Rules, and for reasons says the following:

1. The Defendant suggests that he cannot have a fair and

impartial trial in the Circuit Court for Baltimore County.

2. There has been extensive publicity in local newspapers

and magazines concerning this case and the arrest and indictment

of the Defendant.

3. That there is virtually no adult person in Baltimor

County who has not read or heard something regarding this ba.ses*pr

the Defendant's arrest. /

4. That the Defendant is charged in the above-entitled case

with first-degree murder (felony murder).

5. I, Stanley Kosmas, do hereby make oath that I do not

believe that I can have a fair and impartial trial of the
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above-entitled case in Baltimore County, and respectfully request

that said case be removed to another County having jurisdiction.

Sworn to before me this

STANLEY KOSMAS/
1

day of 1986.

OTARY PUBLIC

My Commission Expires

RUSSELL J.
204 West Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 823-7800
Attorney for Defendant

CERTIFICATION

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this f day of /

1986, a copy of this Motion for Removal was mailed to Michael

Pulver, Esquire, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204.

RUSSELL J. WHOTE

- 2 -
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FRANK E. CICONE

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

%\\t (Utrcutt (Uourt for

THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND

September 18, 1986
COUNTY COURTS BUILDING

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

(301) 494-2500

Russell White, Esquire
204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Michael Pulver, Esquire
Assistant State's Attorney
MS 3504

Mrs. Joan Mather
Criminal Assignment Comm.
MS 3201

RE: State of Maryland
vs.

Stanley/^!. Kosmas
86-C~

Please be advised that I have scheduled a Hearing on Change
of Venue in the above -captioned matter for Thursday, September 25,
1986 at 11:00 a.m. in Courtroom No. 5.

Very t̂ ruly

FEC:ems

Fran]

fJLED SEP 131986
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September 18, 1986

Russell White, Hsquire
204 W, Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204 RE: State of Maryland

vs.
Michael Pulver, Hsquire Stanley .M. Kosraas
Assistant State's Attorney 86-CR-1648
MS 3504

Mrs. Joan Mather
Criminal Assignment Coma.
MS 3201

Please be advised that I have scheduled a Hearing on Change
of Venue in the abare-captioned matter for Thursday, September 25,
1986 at 11:00 a.m. in Courtroom No. 5.

Very truly yours,

Frank E. Cicone

FECrems
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

"
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO DISCOVERY

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

County, and Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and in State's Supplemental Answer to Discovery,

say:

1. That the Defendant made the following oral statements:

See Attached. Defendant's copy only.

2. Enclosed is a transcript of a telephone conversation recorded

by the Baltimore County Police Department on December 22, 1985 between

the Defendant and Edward Matson. Defendant's copy only.

3. Attached is a copy of a written statement made by Francis

Crawford on December 26, 1985. Defendant's copy only.

4. Enclosed are copies of Laboratory examinations and Autopsy

examination. Defendant's copy only.

U
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR '
State's Attorney for Baltimore Cou

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing Supplemental Answer
was hand delivered to Russell White, Esquire 9n the/TLjoth day of September,
1986.

MAP/j11

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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COURT CLERKS WORK SHEET

TRIAL DATE J4.J2~X.XF- Judg

M\VCE PULVEI^
STATE'S ATTORNEY

P
A'

DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY

COURT REPORTER CLERK

CASE # ..UCRXbUl. NAME

CHARGE

TRIAL / . _ PLEA
COURT itfRY GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERE

MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE'S CASE defs. Motion for Judgment of ACQUITTAL

GRANTED OVERRULED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE defs. Motion For Judgment of ACQUITTAL

VERDICT:

SENTENCE

Department
of

Correction

Balto. Co.
Detention

Center

REMARKS

GRANTED

GUILTY ON COUNTS

TEftftkOF

NOT GUILTY

SUSPENDED PROB.

x\cd CAS£ -TP &£

i y j ORDtt To 0^

OVERRULED

ON COUNTS

FINE & COSTS

ElLeCL

NOTE: IF PRE-SENTENCE REPORT IS ORDERED OR DEFENDANT IS ON PROBATION DEFENDANT
MUST REPORT TO PROBATION INTAKE OFFICE ROOM 346 COUNTY COURTS BUILDING IM-
MEDIATELY WITH COUNSEL.

/oo
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J. EARLE PLUMHOFF

NEWTON A. WILLIAMS

WILLIAM M- HESSON, JR.*

THOMAS J. RENNER

WILLIAM P. ENGLEHART, JR.

STEPHEN J. NOLAN*

ROBERT L. HANLEY, JR.

ROBERT S. GLUSHAKOW

DOUGLAS L. BURGESS

LOUIS G. CLOSE, m

•ALSO ADMITTED IN D.C.

LAW OFFICES

, PllTMHOFF &

2O4 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND

(3OI) 823-78OO

September 29, 1986

OF COUNSEL

RALPH E. DEITZ

9O26 LIBERTY ROAD

RANDALLSTOWN, MARYLAND 21133

(3OI) 922-2121

RUSSELL J. WHITE

Honorable Frank Cicone
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: State v. Kosmas
Case; 86 CR 1648

Dear Judge Cicone:

Enclosed please find an Order for Removal in the above-entitled
case. Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Very truly yours,

Russell J. White

RJW/pdb

cc: State's Attorneys Office

/OS
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 1648

ORDER

Having read and considered Defendant's Motion for Removal

and a Hearing having been held on said Motion on September 25,

1986, wherein argument was heard and considered, it is this

day of (j^^-^^&^~^ 1986, by the Circuit/'

Court for Baltimore County hereby

ORDERED that the above-entitled case be removed to the

Circuit Court for Somerset County for trial.

"A
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 1648

ORDER

Having read and considered Defendant's Motion for Removal

and a Hearing having been held on said Motion on September 25,

1986, wherein argument was heard and considered, it is this

day of , 1986, by the Circuit

Court for Baltimore County hereby

ORDERED that the above-entitled case be removed to the

Circuit Court for Somerset County for trial.

JUDGE





J. EARLE PLUMHOFF
NEWTON A. WILL.AMS
WILLIAM M.HESSON, JR.*
THOMAS J. RENNER
WILLIAM P. ENGLEHART, JR.
STEPHEN J. NOLAN*
ROBERT L.HANLEY, JR.
ROBERT S. GLUSHAKOW
DOUGLAS L. BURGESS
LOUIS G. CLOSE, HI

•ALSO ADMITTED IN D C .

LAW OFFICES

, PLPMHOPP & WltMAMS

W E S T PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 2I2O4

(301)833-7800

October 23, 1986

OF COUNSEL

RALPH E. DEITZ

9 O 2 6 LIBERTY ROAD

RANDALLSTOWN, MARYLAND 21133

(3OI) 922-2121

RUSSELL J. WHITE

Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House

Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

RE: State v. Kosmas

Dear Judge Simpkins:

I thought it might be best to bring this matter to your
attention at this time. The State, per Mr. pulver, has not yet
complied with discovery motions in order to prevent underdo delays
in the trial of this case. It would be greatly appreciated if you
would grant a hearing as soon as possible so that this matter can
"be satisfactorily resolved.

According to Mr. Pulver, he has had difficulty getting the
information from the law enforcement authorities.

Your consideration would, indeed, be appreciated.

Kindest regards.

Very truly yours,

9
Russell J. White

RJW/pdb

cc: Peter Angelos, Esquire
Mike Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney
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(Strcutt (Hourt of j^ommei (Eouufrj

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS. CLERK

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND 21853

Date: October 27. 1986

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

TO: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
6702 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237 No. 86-CR-00423

Re. State of Maryland
vs

Stanley Michael Kosmas

The above case has been scheduled as follows:

HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR DISCOVERY, Wednesday, December 3, 1986 at 1:30 P.M.

You must report to the second floor of the Court House, Court Room, Princess Anne, Maryland,
on the day and hour mentioned above.

Any questions with regard to this notice should be directed to The Honorable Logan C, Widdowson
The State's Attorney for Somerset County, Prince William Street, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853. The

State's Attorney's telephone number is 651-3333.

Very truly yours,

(Mrs.) Dot t ie M. P h i l l i p s

Assignment Clerk
651-1555

CC: The Honorable Logan C. Widdowson
Defendant's Attorney — Russell J. Whites Esquire, Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and

Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire
Surety — Defendant-Stanley Michael Kosmass

Address of Surety 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimores Maryland 21237
File COPY MAILED TO: Michael A. Pulver, Esquire

Assistant State 's Attorney for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
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(Etrnrit (Eaurt of Somerset (Eoimtg

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS, CLERK

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND 21853

Date: October 27, 1986

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

TO: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
6702 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Re:.

No. 86-CR-00423
State of Maryland

vs
Stanley Michael Kosmas

The above case has been scheduled as follows:

HEARING ON ALL OPEN MOTIONS, Monday, January 5, 1987 at 10:00 A.M.

You must report to the second floor of the Court House, Court Room, Princess Anne, Maryland,
on the day and hour mentioned above.

Any questions with regard to this notice should be directed to The Honorable Logaa C. Wid
The State's Attorney for Somerset County, Prince William Street, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853. The
State's Attorney's telephone number is 651-3333.

Very truly yours,

(Mrs.) Dottie M. Phillips

Assignment Clerk
651-1555

CC: The Honorable logan C. Widdowson
Defendant's Attorney — Russell J. White, Esquire, Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and
c «.«, « i „ G? ry t£» Jgn^tflwski, Esquire
Surety -Defendant-Stanley Michael Kosmas,

Address of Surety 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21237
File COPY MAILED TO: Michael A. Pulver, Esquire

Assistant S t a t e ' s Attorney for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
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(Utrattt (Houri of Somerset CUouufg

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS, CLERK

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853

Date- October 27, 1986

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

TO: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
6702 Garvey Road /
Baltimore, Maryland 21237 No. 86-CR-00423

Re. S ta te of Maryland
vs

Stanley Michael Kpsmas

The above case has been scheduled as follows:

JURY TRIAL, Monday, January 26, 1987 through February 6, 1987 at 9:30 A.M.

You must report to the second floor of the Court Kovise, Court Room, Princess Anne, Maryland,
on the day and hour mentioned above.

Any questions with regard to this notice should be directed to The Honorable Logan C. WiddowsOJl
The State's Attorney for Somerset County, Prince William Street, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853. The

State's Attorney's telephone number is 651-3333.

Very truly yours,

(Mrs.) Dot t ie M. P h i l l i p s

Assignment Clerk
651-1555

CC: The Honorable Logan C. Widdowson
Defendant's Attorney — Russell J. White, Esquire, Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and
c . Gary J. Ignatowskis Esquire
Surety - Defendant-Stanley Micttael Kosmas,

Address of Surety 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore, Mayrland 21237
File COPY MAILED TO: Michael A. Pulver, Esquire

Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86-CR-00423

PETITION TO DISMISS INDICTMENT

The Defendant, Stanley Michael Kosmas, by his attorneys,

Russell J. White and Peter G. Angelos, respectfully represent untc

this Court:

1. That the Defendant is charged in the above-entitled

case with first degree murder of his wife.

2. The body of the decedent was found in an automobile

in Baltimore County, Maryland several days after she had been

missing.

3. The principal investigator for the Baltimore County

Police was Detective Milton Duckworth.

4. Although the Defendant hired an investigator, who has

worked countless hours investigating the facts and circumstances

of this case, said investigator is not privy to a great deal of

factual data only within the knowledge of the Baltimore County

Police Department.
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5. In an effort to properly prepare the Defendant's case

for trial, the Defendant's attorney, Russell J. White, contacted

the said Milton Duckworth requesting an interview to discover

facts and circumstances surrounding discovery of the body and

other aspects of the investigation.

6. Said Detective Duckworth said that he would be agree-

able to having an interview, however, it would have to be cleared

with his superiors in the Baltimore County Police Department,

specifically Lt. Randall B. Russin.

7. The said Defendant's attorney wrote to Lt. Russin on

September 17, 1986 requesting permission to interview said

Detective Duckworth (Copy of said letter is attached hereto and

marked as Petitioner's Exhibit A) .

8. Having received no response to the said letter of

September 17, 1986, the Defendant's said attorney wrote a letter

to Detective Duckworth on September 30, 1986. (Copy of said

letter is attached hereto and marked as Petitioner's Exhibit B).

9. On October 1, 1986, said attorney received a reply

from Lt. Russin denying the request for an interview. (Copy of

said letter is attached hereto and marked as Petitioner's Exhibit

C) .

10. On October 31, 1986, another reply was received from

the Baltimore County Police Department confirming the denial of

said request for an interview. (Copy of said letter is attached

hereto and marked as Petitioner's Exhibit D).

-2-
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11. On November 18, 1986, the said Defendant's attorney

sent another letter to the Assistant State's Attorney again

requesting an interview with Detective Duckworth. (Copy of said

letter is attached hereto and marked as Petitioner's Exhibit E).

Said request was denied orally.

12. That there is no proper reason for the State to deny

the Defendant the right to interview Detective Duckworth. There

is no possibility that any injustice would occur as a result of

such an interview, however, the denial of such an interview

amounts to a denial of the Defendant's rights to a fair and

impartial trial.

13. That the refusal of the Detective's superiors to

permit the Defendant's attorney to interview Detective Duckworth

amounts to an obstruction of justice.

WHEREFORE, the Defendant moves this Court to dismiss the

said indictment.

Respectfully submitted,

RUSSELL J. WHITES/
204 West Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 823-7800
Attorney for Defendant

-3-
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I HEREBY CERTIFY tha t on t h i s

~

day of

1986, a copy of the aforegoing petition to Dismiss Indictment

was mailed, postage prepaid, to Michael Pulver, Esquire, Assistant

State's Attorney, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue,

Towson, Maryland 21204.

RUSSELL J. WHITE
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J. EARLE PLUMHOFF

NEWTON A WILLIAMS

WILLIAM M. HESSON. JR.*

THOMAS J. RENNER

WILLIAM P. E.NGLEHART, JR.

STEPHEN J. NOLAN"

ROBERT L HANLEY, JH

ROBERT S GLUSHAKOW

DOUGLAS L. BURGESS

LOUIS G. CLOSE, ni

•ALSO ADMITTEO IN O. C

~
EXHIBIT A

LAW OFFICES

WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE.

TOWSON, MARYLAND 2I2O4

,3011833 7800

September 17, 1986

OF COUNSEL.

RALPH E. DEITZ

9 O 2 S LIBERTY ROAD

R AN DALLSTOWN, MARYLAN D 21133

1301)922-213.

RUSSELL J. WHI TE

Lt. Randall B. Russin
Homicide squad
CID Persons
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: State v. Kosmas
Case: 86 CR 1648

Dear Lt. Russin:

I had requested a personal interview with Milton
Duckworth in connection with the above-entitled case. I
represent the Defendant. Officer Duckworth informed me that
it would be necessary for me to get your permission to interview
him in connection with this case.

It is absolutely essential that I interview him in
order to properly prepare this case for trial. Would you please
give this your serious consideration and give me some response
promptly.

Kindest regards.

Very truly yours.

Russell J. White

RJW/pdb

cc: Mike Pulver
Officer Duckworth
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~ EXHIBIT B
LAW OFFICE

NEWTON A. WILLIAMS

WILLIAM M.MESSON. JR"

THOMAS J. fVENNER

WILLIAM P ENGLEHART. JR

STEPHEN J NOLAN-

ROBERT L HANLEY, J R

ROBERT S GLUSHAKOW

DOUGLAS L BURGESS

LOUIS G. CLO5E, III

CI.A«*»HM .»

?o4 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

TOWSON. MARYLAND 2I2O4

,3Ol|823-7aOO

September 30, 1986

OF COUNSEL

RALPH E. DEITZ

9O26 LIBERTY ROAD

RANDALLSTOWN, MARYLAND 21133

(3OI) 922 2121

RUSSELL J. WHITE

Detective M. Duckworth #2130
CID PERS, Homicide
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: State of Maryland v. Kosmas

Dear Detective Duckworth:

As you will recall, I wrote a letter to you requesting an
interview with regard to the Kosmas case. On one occasion when
I spoke with you you stated that your Lieutenant gave permission
for you to be interviewed but that it would have to be done in the
presence of the Assistant State's Attorney, Mike Pulver, and other
persons from your department. The next time I spoke with you you
said that Major Oatman has forbidden such an interview and that
therefore, you would not permit me to interview you with regard
to the evidence in this case. You also said that I would be
getting a letter to that effect. To date, I have not received
such a letter.

I would be pleased to interview you in the presence of a court
stenographer so that there would be no misinterpretation or misquoting
of the interview. I can't understand your superior's position in
trying to keep me from gathering information relative to this case
unless there is an attempt to hide something.

Very truly yours,

RJW/pdb
cc: Mike Pulver

Russell J. White
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CORNELIUS J. BEHAN

Chief of Police

EXHIBIT C

B A L T I M O R E C O U N T Y P O L I C E D E P A R T M E N T

HEADQUARTERS
400 KENILWORTH DRIVE
TOWSON. MARYLANO 2)204

( 301 ) J9-1- 221 4

September 26, 1986

Russell J. White
204 West Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. White:

Your request to meet with Detective Duckworth was
discussed with my Conmanding Officer, Major Robert Oatman.

Your request has been denied. Any information you would
need could be obtained through a motion for discovery.

If you have any further requests or questions regarding
this matter, please direct them to Major Robert L. Oatman,
Conmanding Officer, Criminal Investigation Division, etc..

Thank you,

Sincerely,

Lieutenant Randall B. Russin
Crimes Against Persons Section
Criminal Investigation Division

RBR:pf
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Cornelius J. Behan

BA, 1MORE COUNTY POLICE [ PARTMENT
EXHIBIT D

400 KENILWORTH DRIVE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204-4007

(301)494-2214

October 27, 1986

Russell J. White, Esq.
Law Offices
Nolan, Plumhoff & Williams
204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: State v. Kosmas

Dear Mr. White:

I am in receipt of your correspondence dated September 30,
1986 wherein you are requesting to interview Detective
Milton Duckworth with respect to the above captioned
matter.

In light of the discovery procedures available to you under
the Maryland Rules, this agency has adopted a policy against
extra judicial statements by our members.

I can assure you that your insinuation that the department
is trying to hide something in this case is clearly inac-
curate .

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Sincerely,

Mark G. Spurrier
/ ' Director

Legal Services Section

MGS/afh

A NATIONALLY ACCREDITED LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
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^ EXHIBIT E

LAW OFFICES

XOLAN, PLUMHOFF & WILLIAMS
± E A R L E PLUMHOFF C«Alfr«««» _ ^ _
NEWTON A. WILLIAMS
WILLIAM M. HESSON, JR.' 2 O 4 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE
THOMAS J. RENNER 9O26 LIBERTY ROAD

WILLIAM P. ENGLEHART, JR. TOWSON, MARYLAND 2I2O4 RANDALLSTOWN MARYLAND HII33

^ , <3OU 833-7800

ROBERT S. GLUSHAKOW RUSSELL J. WHITE
DOUGLAS L. BURGESS
LOUIS G. CLOSE, IH

O.C. November 1 8 , 1 9 8 6

Mike Pulver, Esquire
Assistant State's Attorney
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: State v. Kosmas

Dear Mike:

I recently received Supplemental Discovery from you. The
Discovery consisted of an inconclusive report from the FBI. Since
the police have been uncooperative in so far as permitting personal
interviews, it is difficult to properly prepare this case for trial.
Enclosed is a copy of a letter I received from the police department
in regard to my request for an interview.

I hereby request that you arrange for me to interview
Detective Duckworth in your presence. I would agree to having
the interview recorded. This would avoid any misquoting at a
later time. Please get back to me promptly on this.

Please let me know whether or not the Discovery is complete
at this time. Also, I would like to know if there is any "Brady"
material either new or old. If you have any knowledge of anything
that would be helpful to the defense, but you are in doubt as to
whether it should be disclosed to us, I suggest you at least let us
know if there is any such information. If you are in doubt, perhaps
we could have a Judge decide whether the information should be dis-
closed to the defense lawyers.

Very truly yours,

RJW/pdb

Enclosure

Russell J. White
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

CASE # 86CR0 04 2 3

ORDER OF COURT

It is ORDERED this day of December, 19 86,
that Detective Milton Duckworth submit to an interview by
the Defendant's Attorneys regarding the investigation of the
above entitled case.

mpkins, Judge
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Office of

Sbe Plate's
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

"

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-OO423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Paul Weinstein Suite 1209
Court Square Building
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
SOMERSET COUNTY

by -«£_ <;K.J~^c*-^
" ITbgah <y/. Widdowson

State's Attorney
for Somerset County

•

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below

Date Served

•

Sheriff's Department
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Office of

Ebe &tat?'E Attorney
for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE'S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Michelle Blackwell 7 120 Minna Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
E-QR SOMERSET COUNTY

'-"by
^ Widdowson

State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Da te Se rved
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

Zht State's Attarrteg
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

ran

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

~

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Bradley Baker Apartment 2B
1 Dutrow Court
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
F&R SOMERSET COUNTY

y( A 1 X
Hog anZCI Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 . erk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served [
Sheriff's Department
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Off** *t
iv gtrtr'g Attorney

-Tix»*««-e

WIDDOWS9N

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Dr. John Smialek Office of the Medical Examiner
111 Penn Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

'A sA {A t

Logafr' C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr i t .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

<Ibe BtnU'B Attorney
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

2)833

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

* *

Sta te of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Michael Kosmas 404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Log'an &.' Windows on
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it . . .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

D a t e S e r v e d
Sheriff's Department
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Office ?f

's Attontpg
5,?*zrrztt Ccurr.y

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Edward Mattson Suite 810
302 E. Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FO^SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan' Cj^widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 /lssi?7Vr** Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Se rved
Sheriff's Department

;
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She
Office of

Attorney
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLLIAH STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

•IMS

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Donald Pfouts, #1855 Baltimore County Police
Department
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C{/Wi ddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr i t .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Edna Carrick 205 1 Guy Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

~- -Eogan^C.1 Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Se rved
. Sheriff's Department
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Office of

b? BlnU'a Attorney
for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDOOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT: .

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Helen P.rodromou 4024 Baker Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
)R SOMERSET COUNTY

n̂ ĈT Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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C. WID3OWSON

~

Sta te of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Officer W. W. Ross, #1039 Precinct 9
Baltimore County Police Department
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
SOMERSET COUNTY

in 'C ./ VJ i ddows'on
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Caur
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Da te Se rved
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

be &tal**n Aitnrnrg
for Somerset County

LOGAN. C. WIDDOWSON

~ -

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanely Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Officer C. Leader, #1981 Pr ec inc t 9
Baltimore County Police Department
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
IR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

DateServed

Mil
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

*_•#• Somerset County
- ' * ' - . _ , _ • * -^Ul * * * STREET

AS C WIDDOWSON

"
~

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Paula Ny itrai 8626 Delegge Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR-, SOMERSET COUNTY

n ̂(>r~W i d d o w s o n
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby coomanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
- Sheriff's Department

• •
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o//;« of

bf &late*fi Atlnrneg
/or Somerset Courtly

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

"
• "

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Officer Charles Jackson, #2645 Prec inc t 9
Baltimore County Police Dept
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
»R SOMERSET COUNTYJP1

Log a-rf C . Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr i t .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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~

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosraas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Douglas Read, #1208 Crime Lab
Baltimore County Police Dept
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FJ1R SOMERSET COUNTY

Logaff C . Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

DateServed
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

far Plate's Attnrneg
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILUIAM STREET

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

"
~

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Milton Duckwork #2 130 Homicide
Baltimore County Police Dept.
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET CQUNTY

Logan^C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Couri
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department

•
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!&• ststr's Attnrrtry

Z A'O^CV. SON

-

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Jacqueline Alban 2102 Shire Court
Fallston, Maryland 2 1047

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
OR SOMERSET COUNTY

Lbga-h C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served ]
Sheriff's Department
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25b* &latp'H Attnrnrij

/or Somerset Courtly

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

ZIB33

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

~

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Phillips 1 Dutrow Court
Apartment 3D
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
-' FOR SOMERSET COUNTYFQ]

X .r£-.fi~<<
Logan G7.~ W i d'dow son
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr i t .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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.-3C.JM C. WIDDOWSON

•
-

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Connie Bacasnot, #9246 Crime Laboratory
Baltimore County Police Department
Baltimore, Maryland 2 1237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan/C. tfiddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served '
Sheriff's Department
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Office of
Wat Plate's Attarttnj

for Somerset County

TCLCPHONC 6SI-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

~

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT: :

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1986 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective G. Kolberg, #1566 Crime Lab
Baltimore County Police Department
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
SOMERSET COUNTY

^_r _^ r> „ «^<JL^_,__.

Logan/C Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1986
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1986 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served .^___
Sheriff's Department
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Q SENDER: Complete items 1 and 2 when additional services are desired, and complete items 3 and 4.

Put your address in the "R RIM TO" space on the reverse side. Failure to do thi , prevent this
card from being returned t M. The return receipt fee will provide vou the name o. ..ie person
delivered to and the date of delivery. For additional fees the following services are available. Consult
postmaster for fees and check box(es) for additional service(s) requested.

1. D Show to whom delivered, date, and addressee's address. 2. • Restricted Delivery.
3. Article Addressed to:

Specia l Agent Michael Malone
FBI Laboratory
Washington, D. C. 20535

5. Signature -Addressee

6. Signature — Agent

X
7. Date of Delivery/ 7

1/7/U-

4. Article Number
P 265 805 181

Type of Service:

D Registered • Insured
3 Certified • COD
• Express Mail

Always obtain signature of addressee or
agent and DATE DELIVERED.

8. Addressee's Address (ONLY if
requested and fee paid)

PS Form 3811, Feb. 1986 DOMESTIC RETURN RECEIPT

P EbS fiDS l f l l
RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

NO INSURANCE COVERAGE PROVIDED
NOT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL

(See Reverse)

P.O.-Slate and ZIP Code _ o n e o c
Washington, D. C. 20535
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1

Special Agent Michael Malone

f&floratory

Postage

Certified Fee

C >
"Special Delivery Fee

Restricted Rejivery I
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Date Delivered
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Date
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UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
OFFIC 3USINESS

SENDER INSTRUCTIONS
Print your name, address, and ZIP Code
in the space below.
• Complete items 1,2,3, and 4 on

tha reverse.
• Attach to front of article if space

permits, otherwise affix to back of
article.

• Endorse article "Return Receipt
Requested" adjacent to number.

86-CR-00423

PENALTY FOR PRIVATE
USE, $300

RETURN
TO

Print S*>*»r's name, attorfess, and ZIP Code in the spate below.

Clerk of the CircuitCourt for Somerset County

P. 0. Drawer 99

Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

t

STICILPOSTAGE STAMP* TO ARTICLE TO COVER FIRST CLASS POSTAGE,
CERTIFIED r -EE, AND CH S FOR ANY SELECTED OPTIONAL SERVICES. (5 int)

1. If you want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right of the return address leaving
the receipt attached and present the article at a post office service window or hand it to your rural carrier,
(no extra charge)

2. If you do not want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right of the return address of
the article, date, detach and retain the receipt, and mail the article.

3. If you want a return receipt, write the certified mail number and your name and address on a return
receipt card, Form 3811. and attach it to the frcnt of the article by means of the gummed ends if space per-
mits. Otherwise, affix to back of article. Endorse front of article RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
adjacent to the number.

4. If you want delivery restricted to the addressee, or to an authorized agent of the addressee, endorse
RESTRICTED DELIVERY on the front of the article.

5. Enter fees for the services requested in the appropriate spaces on the front of this receipt. If return
receipt is requested, check the applicable blocks in item 1 of Form 3811.

6. Save this receipt and present it if you make inquiry.



Office of

&latr*a Attnrneg
for Somerset County

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Special Agent Michael Malone FBI Laboratory
Washington, D.C. 20535

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan Ct/ Widdowson
State's At torney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

ate hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
*fd* County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
£t to. testify as to the truth of your knowledge on

of the1?State of Maryland in the above-capt ioned case.
Tier nil not at your peril and have you the and there this

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Ncrrg^X^L^ Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

Date Served t m Sheriff's Department
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State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

. SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Special Agent Michael Malone FBI Laboratory
Washington, D.C. 20535

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
SOMERSET COUNTY

Log an (K Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

bt State's Attnrneg
for Somerset County

I LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
»T»Tt» ATTORNtr

i

r

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Alexis Kosmas 6702 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE.OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
F0£_, SOMERSET COUNTY

C. Widdowson
State's At torney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Se rved

'
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

Hbt Plate's Atlnrnty
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

31893

TELEPHQNt A9I-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATf s ATTDRNtV

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-0423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Aris Melissaratos 3629 Elmora Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR-SOMERSET COUNTY

Etrg"an 'C t? Wi ddowson
State's At torney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served -
Sheriff's Department
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Ofjk* of

^!r"s Attorney
MNCM Court]

f ftfitil, MAHTLAND

_"*̂ -A»s. C A'DDCWSON

-

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

COURT:

Please issue summons to the foil owing per son to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Christine Mattson

TO THE PERSON ABOVE

GREETING:

Suite 810
302 E. Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
EO,R SOMERSET COUNTY

^—•—L"6g'ant/C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

,
NAMED:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr i t .

,t . _ //

Date Issued: January

Summoned and copy de

Da te Se rved

5, 1987 s/Zrd£^*S^Z~~/~.y Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

livered to witness on date indicated below.

Sheriff's Department
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Office of

ilb? Jytatf'H Attnrnry
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

LOGAN C. VVtDOOWSON

"

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Donald 2929 Berwick Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan Cv Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 C 1 e r k
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department

• r



- •

•

• •

FILED

JM 5 12 w n '81
O F



-

STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

MOTION IN LIMINE

Stanley M. Kosmas, Defendant, by his attorneys, Russell

J. White, Peter G. Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, moves the

Court for an order prohibiting the State of Maryland from

introducing evidence that the victim has previously expressed

fear that her husband would kill her, and in support thereof

states as follows:

1. It is anticipated that at the trial of this matter,

the prosecution will seek to introduce the testimony of a

police officer and several civilian witnesses that the victim,

Makialane Alexandra Kosmas, told them that she was afraid the

Defendant would kill her.

2. As is more fully set forth in the accompanying

memorandum in support of this motion, such evidence is hearsay

and does not fall within any of the recognized hearsay exceptions

and such evidence has no probative value upon the substantive

issues in the case.
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3. The prejudicial effect of such testimony outweighs any

conceivable probative value.

tJ 0
RUSSELL J^ WHITE

Jtj.
PETER G. ANGELO

G
GARY

J G Q
' J*. IG ATOWSKI

Attorneys for Defendant

I HEREBY CERTIFY, tha t on t h i s _ O day of-U^/r/Jj/zA^Y)/

1987, a copy of the aforegoing Motion in Limine and Memorandum

in support thereof were mailed, postage prepaid, to Michael A.

Pulver, Assistant state's Attorney for Baltimore County, 401

Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

RUSSELL J.i WHITE/wHT
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF
DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN LIMINE

At the trial in the above-captioned matter, it is

anticipated that the prosecution will seek to introduce, through

the testimony of a police officer and several civilian witnesses

that the victim, Makialane Alexandra Kosmas, told each of them,

on separate occasions that she was afraid that the Defendant

would kill her.

Defendant objects to the introduction of this evidence

on that ground that it is inadmissible hearsay and any probative

value it possesses is substantially outweighed by the prejudicial

effect.

ARGUMENT

Hearsay is defined as, an out of court statement offered

for the truth of the matter asserted. A statement, made by the

victim of a homicide, that she feared that the defendant would

kill her, inferentially implicates the defendant in the homicide
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and thus is hearsay if it is offered for that purpose. However,

such statements are admittedly of some value in presenting to

the jury a complete picture of all of the facts and circumstances

surrounding the homicide and thus, in cases involving similar

statements, prosecutors have attempted to have the statements

admitted as a state of mind exception to the hearsay rule.

United states v. Brown, 490 F.2d 758 (D.C. Cir. 1974), Clark v.

United States, 412 A.2d 21 (D.C. App. 1980), Fox v. United

States, 421 A.2d 9 (D.C. App. 1980), Campbell v. United States,

391 A.2d 283 (D.C. App. 1978) .

The state of mind exception to the hearsay rule permits

the introduction into evidence of "extrajudicial statements to

show the state of mind of the declarant," at the time it was

made, _if_ that is at issue in the case. United States v. Brown,

490 F.2d 758, 762 (D.C. Cir. 1974) (emphasis added). The

Maryland Courts recognize a "declaration of mental state"

exception to the hearsay rule which is analagous to the state of

mind exception in that a declaration of present mental or

emotional state is admissible to show the state of mind or

emotion of the declarant, if that is an issue. Robinson v.

State, 66 Md.App. 246, 503 A.2d 725 (1986).

Under the state of mind exception (or the declaration of

mental state exception) several types of statements are

admissible because of their presumed reliability and probative

-2-
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value. Clark v. United States, 412 A.2d 21 (D.C. App. 1980).

The first is a statement reflecting on the declarant's then

existing mental or emotional state. Although the statement is

hearsay when testified to by a witness it is admissible when

the declarant's state of mind is an issue._ 412 A.2d at 25. The

second type of statement is one in which the declarant has

related a past bad act of the defendant. This may also be

admissible to prove the declarant's state of mind if such is an

L̂ŝ sue. Finally, a statement reflecting an intent of the

declarant to perform an act in the future is admissible when

there is an issue as to whether the act was later performed.

421 A.2d at 26.

pursuant, therefore, to this well established case law,

the testimony sought to be introduced by the prosecutor, is only

admissible for the limited purpose of showing the state of mind

or emotion of the declarant if such is an issue in the case or

to show state of mind of declarant as to a future act if such is

an issue in the case. Thus the threshold inquiry becomes

whether or not declarant's state of mind is an issue in the

case.

Although the Maryland courts are silent on this issue,

the decisions from the District of Columbia courts should be

followed because both jurisdictions have adopted similar rules

I
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of evidence. In homicide cases, the state of mind of the

declarant is an issue when the defendant is raising a claim of:

^ 1) Self defense - Statement that the victim

feared the defendant may be used to rebut

a self defense claim by showing that because

of such fear it is unlikely that the victim

was the aggressor.

v/ 2) suicide - Statement that the victim was

afraid the defendant may kill her may be

used to rebut defendant's claim of suicide

by showing a state of mind inconsistent with

a death wish, or

v 3) Accidental death - Statement that victim

feared defendant may be used to rebut

defendant's claim of accidental death to

show that victim would not have been with

the defendant.

United States v. Brown, 490 F.2d 758 (D.C. Cir. 1974), Clark v.

United States. 412 A.2d 21 (D.C. App. 1980) , Campbell v. United

States, 391 A.2d 283 (D.C. App. 1978).

If it is determined that the state of mind of the

declarant is an issue in the case, the statement that the victim

was afraid of the defendant is admissible under the hearsay

-4-
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exception with a limiting instruction to the jury only if the

statement itself is probative of the question of the victim's

state of mind. United States v. Brown, 490 F.2d at 774. In

order to determine the probativeness of the statement a

relevancy analysis is necessary.

In cases involving statements probative of the declarant's

state of mind, the rule permitting admission into evidence must

be balanced with the prejudicial effect of the statement.

"That is, where the limiting instruction is likely to be

ineffective in its purpose, the possible ensuing prejudice

must be weighed against the statements probative value." United

States v. Brown, 490 F.2d at 764. The principle danger in

admitting such statements of fear is that the jury will consider

them not as reflecting on the victim's state of mind but as a

true indication of the defendant's intentions, actions or

culpability, United States v. Brown, 490 F.2d at 766, Campbell

v. United States, 391 A.2d 283 (D.C. App. 1978). As recognized

in Brown, (where the court held that it was reversible error to

permit murder victim's wife to testify that her husband was

afraid the defendant would kill him), "the improper purpose for

which the jury might consider the evidence bears closely on the

central question of the defendant's guilt or innocence there is

less likelihood that the jury will confine the statement to its

-5-
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proper realm. Here the functional utility of the limiting

instruction becomes doubtful." 490 F.2d at 766. Under such

circumstances, the probative value of the statement is

substantially outweighed by the prejudicial effect and thus

should not be admitted. Even where there is substantial

relevance, the statement may be"too explosive to be contained"

by a limiting instruction, in which case exclusion of the

testimony is also necessitated. United States v. Brown, 490

F.2d at 773.

Thus in summarizing the existing case law, the testimony

of a witness that the victim expressed fear that the defendant

would kill her is inadmissible if offered to show that the

defendant did in fact kill her because it is hearsay. Such

testimony is admissible only for the purposeof showing the state

of mind of the_jvi_ct_im if such jLs an issue. The state of mind

of the victim is an issue if the defendant is raising the

defense of self defense, suicide or accidental death. if the

victim's state of mind is an issue the statement is admissible

with a limiting instruction to the jury only if it is probatjjve

of the victim's state of mind and such probative value

substantially outweighs its prejudicial effect. If the

probative value of the statement does not outweigh the prejudicial

effect the statement, although relevant, is not admissible.

-6-
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In the case sub judice, the only issue at trial is the

identity of the murderer. The defendant is not raising the

defense of self defense, suicide or accidental death nor is

there an issue as to the happening of a future event. In

Fox v. United States, 421 A.2d 9 (D.C. App. 1980) the court

held that where the only issue in the trial is the identity of

the murderer, the victim's state of mind is not an issue and

thus the testimony of a witness that the victim had expressed

fear of the appellant should not have been admitted and because

of the prejudical effect, constituted reversible error.

Therefore, because the victim's state of mind is not an issue

in the case at bar, the statement, although perhaps logically

relevant, is not admissible.

Furthermore, should the court find that the victim's

state of mind is an issue in the case the statement should not

be admitted because its prejudicial effect clearly outweighs

any probative value that it may possess with regard to the

victim's state of mind. The statement itself relates closely

to the questions of the defendant's guilt or innocence and thus

it is extremely unlikely that the jury would be able to follow

a limiting instruction with regard to the use of this evidence.

Therefore, for the aforegoing reasons the Defendant

respectfully requests that the court grant his Motion In Limine,

-7-
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Respectfully submitted,

RUSSELL J.< WHITE

PETER G. ANGELDS

yuQAU
GARY\T. ' IGNAtfOWSKI

•
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

PETITION FOR ORDER
COMMANDING PRODUCTION OF RECORDS

In accordance with Rule 4-264, of the Maryland Rules of

procedure, Russell J. White, Peter G. Angelos, and Gary J.

Ignatowski, attorneys for the Defendant, Stanley M. Kosmas,

respectfully requests this Honorable Court to issue an Order

commanding the custodian of records at Westinghouse Electric

Corporation, Post Office Box 1693, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,

to produce for inspection and copying on Friday, January 16,

1987, in the office of Russell J. White all employment attendance

logs pertaining to Marialane Alexandra Kosmas and for reasons

therefore, Russell J- White states:

1. That these records may contain relevant information.

2. That it is absolutely essential and in the interest

of justice that the Court permit attorneys for the Defendant to

examine and, where necessary, copy the records of Westinghouse

Electric Corporation.
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3. That the Defendant cannot properly prepare his case

without the Order and inspection sought herein.

Respectfully submitted,

RUSSELL jT WHITE

PETER G. ANGELAS

0.
GAR Y \T J I GNAT OW SKI

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this £r •"'' day of January,

1987, a copy of the aforegoing Petition For Order Commanding

Production of Records was hand delivered to Michael Pulver,

Assistant State's Attorney, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland

21204.

RUSSELL J/ WHITE
i

, •
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs .

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

ORDER

Pursuant to Defendant's Petition For Order Commanding

production of Records in the above-captioned case it is this

day of \jf7^ 1987, by the Circuit Court for

Somerset County,

ORDERED, that the custodian of records as Westinghouse

Electric Corporation, P . O . B O X 1693, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,

be and the same is hereby commanded to deliver and produce for

inspection, and if necessary, copy all employment attendance

logs pertaining to Marialane Alexandra Kosmas. These records

are to be produced and available for inspection on Friday,

January 16, 1987 in the law office of Russell J. White, 204 West

Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

JUDGE 0
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

PETITION FOR ORDER COMMANDING
PRODUCTION OF RECORDS

In accordance with Rule 4-264, of the Maryland Rules of

Procedure, Russell J. White, Peter G. Angelos and Gary J.

Ignatowski, attorneys for the Defendant, Stanley M. Kosmas,

respectfully requests this Honorable Court to issue an Order

commanding Robert perryman of the American Express Travel Related

Services Company, Inc., 4315 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City,

Utah 84184-2100, to produce for inspection and copying on

Friday, January 16, 1987, in the office of Russell J. White,

204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204, all

applications submitted by Stanley M. Kosmas for an American

Express Card, and for reasons therefore, Russell J. White states:

1. That the records may contain exculpatory evidence.

2. That it is absolutely essential and in the best

interest of justice that the Court permit Russell J. White,

attorney for the Defendant, to examine and, where necessary,

H ' 11 <> rt
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copy the records of American Express Travel Related Services

Co., Inc.

3. That the Defendant cannot properly prepare his case

without the Order and inspection sought herein.

Respectfully submitted,

RUSSELL J. ttPITE

PETER G. ANGELAS

~GARY (J. ̂ GNATOWSKI

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this / ~ day of

1987, a copy of the aforegoing petition For Order Commanding

production of Records was hand delivered to Michael Pulver,

Assistant State's Attorney, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland

21204.

(]•
'RUSSELL J. iWHITE

r HI i iiwo
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

ORDER

Pursuant to Defendant's Petition For order Commanding

production of Records in the above-captioned case it is this

'ft day of \/ fl fY 1987, by the Circuit Court for

Somerset County,

ORDERED, that Robert perryman of the American Express

Travel Related Services Co., Inc., 4315 South 2700 West, Salt

Lake City, Utah 84184-2100, be and the same is hereby commanded

to deliver and produce for inspection and, if necessary, copying

all applications submitted by Stanley M. Kosmas for an American

Express Card. These records are to be produced and available

for inspection on Friday, January 16, 1987, in the law office

of Russell J. White, 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson,

Maryland 21204.

JUDGE
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

PETITION FOR ORDER
COMMANDING PRODUCTION OF RECORDS

In accordance with Rule 4-264, of the Maryland Rules of

procedure, Russell J. White, Peter G. Angelos, and Gary J.

Ignatowski, attorneys for the Defendant, Stanley M. Kosmas,

respectfully requests this Honorable Court to issue an Order

commanding Herman Mares, a professor at Essex Community College

to produce for inspection and copying on Friday, January 16,

1987, in the office of Russell J. White all lists of the names

of the students enrolled in each and every class taught by

Herman Mares at Essex Community College from September 1984 thru

December 1986, and for reasons therefore, Russell J. White

states:

1. That these records may contain the name of individuals

possessing exculpatory information.

2. That it is absolutely essential and in the interest
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of justice that the Court permit attorneys for the Defendant to

examine and, where necessary, copy the records of Herman Mares,

Essex Community College.

3- That the Defendant cannot properly prepare his case

without the order and inspection sought herein.

Respectfully submitted,

• •. .
HJSSELL Jl WHITE

k\- Q/wal
PETER G. ANGELO

'ID

ti
GARY

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this

fkAJJ Ql
Y J . IGNAT0WSKI

1 day of

1987, a copy of the aforegoing petition For Order Commanding

Production of Records was hand delivered to Michael Pulver,

Assistant state's Attorney, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland

21204.

RUSSELL J._ /w
LOLuh

.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

ORDER

Pursuant to Defendant's Petition For Order Commanding

Production of Records in the above-captioned case it is this

8 ** day of \) ffiW , 1987 by the Circuit Court for

Somerset County,

ORDERED, that Herman Mares of Essex Community College be

and the same is hereby commanded to deliver and produce for

inspection, and if necessary, copying all class lists of students

for each and every class taught by Herman Mares at Essex

Community College from September 1984 thru December 1986. These

records are to be produced and available for inspection on

Friday, January 16, 1987 in the law office of Russell J. White,

204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

JUDGE 0 V
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State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

NO_ 86-CR-00423

Mr. Clerk,

Please issue Subpoena for the following

witness | witnesses to testify for the in the above entitled

cause, and make the writ returnable on 26th

NAME
Wilma Niedo
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
Ms.
Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

Frances Crawford
Laura Clary
Thomas Udovich
Bradley Baker
Gloria Treffinger
George Weinreich
Robert Phillips
Erin Phillips
Karen Kauff
Edna Carrick
Sharon Mollers
Helen Prodromou
Keith Barberis
Nicholas Tanburello

NAME

Terry Nine
Mr. Jeffrey Cline
Mr. James Jeffries
Ms. Laverne Keene
Norma Hansen
Michael Christello
Ms. Rosa A. Hall
Bea Corven
Lauretta Willard
Robert Krue
Ron Cook
Mary Ahrens
John Callender
Ruth Callender
Michael Andrion
John Bowman
Helen Musciano
Diane Bowman
James Musciano
Margaret Kuczinski
Gwen Reed
Mr. John Hollis
Mrs. John Hollis
Dick Jubb
Anthony Palatucci
Barbara Gray

Peggy Greenman
Marcus Turner
Lois Dyer
Alex Makris
Detective Keith Ramsey
Officer Charles Jackson
Edward Green
Karen Randlett
Robert Donald
Katy Dreste
John Poter
Sister Michael Kathleen
Juanita Reed
Bill Culip
Herman Mares
Bob Wuenschel
Carol Wuenschel

SUBPOENAES ISSUED AS PER COPIES ATTACHED HERETO

Attorney for EJS3fi8ffif| Defendant
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STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Wilma Niedo

1528 Rita Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



-

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Frances Crawford
3 Dutrow Court
Apartment lc
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

2 .f
Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

VS.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Laura Clary
5 Dutrow Court
Apartment 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



*

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Thomas Udovich
1 Dutrow Court
Apartment ID
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Bradley Baker
1 Dutrow Court
Apartment 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A

//r



'

STATE OF MARYLAND, * • IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO' Ms. Gloria Treffinger
1 Dutrow Court
Apartment 3B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Dat'e ' Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



- *

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. George Weinreich
4304 East Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

./ 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Robert Phillips
1 Dutrow Court
Apartment 3D
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Erin Phillips
1 Dutrow Court
Apartment 3D
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A

/7V
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Karen Kauff
33 Sorgen Court
Essex, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Edna Carrick
2051 Guy Way
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



-

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Sharon Mollers
49 Sorgen Court
Essex, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

./ 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO; Ms. Helen prodromou
4024 Baker Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Keith Barber is
105 Galewood Road
Timonium, Maryland 21093

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Da^te y Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Nicholas Tanburello
8850 Orchard Tree Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

VS.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Terry Nine
3400 East Fairmount Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

' -' ClerkDate

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

./ 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



STATE OF MARYLAND,

VS.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

*

*

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Jeffrey Cline

7401 Brakdoll Court
Apartment lA
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Datfe Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A

/r?



-

STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. James Jeffries
3129 Wallford Drive
Dundalk, Maryland 21222

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Da-t'e Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



- ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Laverne Keene
1911 Norwick Road
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



- -

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TQ Norma Hansen
345 Bigley Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



- ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Michael Christello
42 Beech Drive
Apartment A3
Middle River, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date ~ Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~

STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

VS. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Rosa A. Hall
Dukes Motel
7905 pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Datfe Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



- *

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs .

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Bea Corven
Dukes Motel
7905 pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



- -

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET.COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Lauretta Willard
Dukes Motel
7905 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date y Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



* -

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Robert Krue
Dukes Motel
7905 pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date" Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this _______ day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



_

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ron Cook
232 St. Georges Road
Essex, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Datrfe Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



- -

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Mary Ahrens
8635 Delegge
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A

/f?



~ ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: John Callender
6703 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



-

STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ruth callender

6703 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

jtfate 7 ' Clexk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~ -

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Michael Andrion
6710 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

7X7 IT. t / O /

/bate Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



m ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: John Bowman
6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

f /f/7
Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

~

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Helen Musciano
6704 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~ -

STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Diane Bowman
6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

, F /'/ft
^~ ClerkDate

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: James Musciano
6704 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



- ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Margaret Kuczinski
Rossville Inn
8776 Philadelphia Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a_ warrant or body attachment.

•u-u -
Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A

/97r



- ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Gwen Reed
Colonial Motel
9615 pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/Date 7 Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



" -

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Mr. John Hoi1is
1111 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

jL warrant or body attachment.

7 ClerkDate

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A

/99



-

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Mrs. John Hollis
1111 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A

JZOO



- -

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Dick Jubb
10 Parlane Circle
Apartment TB
Baltimore, Maryland

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

• « . » r JL
/DateT""- Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



-

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs .

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Anthony Palatucci
5906 Shady Spring Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



r >
~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Barbara Gray
Kenwood Park Apartments Office
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/Date- Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Peggy Greenman
Kenwood Park Apartments Office
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/'Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Marcus Turner

Kenwood Park Apartments Office
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~ ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Lois Dyer
101 Westminster pike
Baltimore, Maryland 21136

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

.-''•A

Date- Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



-

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* * * * i

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Alex Makris
2810 Taylor Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21234

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Detective Keith Ramsey
Baltimore County police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

f, / ̂/f
Date- Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * ** * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Officer Charles Jackson
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Bate Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



r

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Edward Green
Friendship Square
post Office Box 1693
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

£3 0
Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



"

STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Karen Randlett
4 Dutrow court
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

^warrant or body attachment. ^ / ^

f. •&^t£X / tlS-C-t

/Date / Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Robert Donald
2928 Berwick Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21234

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a_warrant or body attachment.

. Date / Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



-

STATE

vs.

OF MARYLAND,

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

STATE

TO :

* *

OF MARYLAND,

Katy Dreste

* *

SOMERSET

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

COUNTY:

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

2316 Rock Spring Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

<7. 6. fff?
Pate — Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~

STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : John Poter
801 East Baltimore Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

f
Date / Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



**

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Sister Michael Kathleen
St. Clements Convent
1220 Chesaco Avenue
Rosedale, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date' Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Juanita Reed
Chesapeake Senior High School
1801 Turkey Point Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21221

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date ' Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



~ ~

STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Bill Culip
Kenwood Senior High School
Stemmers Run Road and Marlyn Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



r

STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Herman Mares
Sparrows Point High School
7400 North Point Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21219

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

warrant or body attachment.

F /f/7
/ Date ' Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



r -

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Bob Wuenschel
St. Anthony's School
Frankford Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



r ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Carol Wuenschel

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

i Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A



Office of

b? Plate's Attnrnrjj
for Somerset Courtly
PRINCE WIUUIAM STREET

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

50 * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Phillips

COST 5

N 3T SERVED -

PF BALTIMORE COUNTY,

'i cxiiWARD MALONE

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

1 Dutrow Court
Apartment 3D
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

.00

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

/ n S

Logan QA Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

a.Date Se rved
S h e r i f f ' s Department
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Office of

2th* &tatp*ja Attnrtmj
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

LOGAN C. W1DDOWSON

STATE'S ATTORNEY

O 0
If

State of Maryland * NO. ' 86-CR-00423 Criminal Gases

v s . * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT!

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Phillips 1 Dutrow Cdurt
Apartment 3D
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
F0R SOMERSET COUNTY

,L JLJt.JfLs, >_
Logan Gyiwiddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREET!

a/I* herebiy commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for-Sĉ rae'r.̂ |jg Country, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf c Stats' of Maryland in the above-capt ioned case.
Hereof faXX,.not at your peril and have you the and there this

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
IV Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness- on date indicated below

Date Served C3^
f 5/ a Department
C n*'1



"utv



Office of

3Jb* State's
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLLIAM STREET

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

Sta te of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

8626 Delegge Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C^ "Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987
• ^ * —

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness,on date indicated below.

Date Served
// Sheriff's Department
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Office of

®bt BtaU'e Atturnrg
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLLIAM STREET

PRINCESS A N N E . M A R Y L A N D
21853

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

, 7
Sta te of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Alexis Ko smas

V
dlQl Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR,SOMERSET COUNTY

,—_
Logan c£ . Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Departmentv
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SUMM

NOT S

Office of

2!b* S>tate'a Attortmj
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

Z1B53

LOGAN C. W1DDOWSON

State of Maryland
if

• r.

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Bradley Baker

COST $ f S.oo

/_
19

19

Apartment 2B
1 Dutrow Court
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
SOMERSET COUNTY

I

SHERIFF
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Logan CU Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department





©be &tatf'a Altornrg
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLUIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

21BS3

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Ko smas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1986 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective G. Kolberg, #1566 MI!rime Lab .)
ga~l t imofe County Police Department
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
50R SOMERSET COUNTY

j
Logan,/'C7 Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1986
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 198i Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served /" /- O /
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

Hbt State's Attorney
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLL'AM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

21B53

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Ko smas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Douglas Read, #1208 U r i m e Lab )
J5~a 11 i m o r c CCounty Police Dept
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
£ SOMERSET COUNTY

. ' » »• T— fa ' '••• - * t i T i T - Mi —

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
w r i t .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served /~ ~?- (f V
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

JEbe g>tat?'a Attnrtwy

for Somerset Courtly

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Connie Bacasnot, #9246 (Xrime Laboratory
Ba 11 unore—C u u u ty~~~fo lice Department
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

i ; ;
LoganJ'C . WiddbWson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served / / Q / f 7
- Sheriff's Department
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Office of

3Jbe S'tatr'a Atlnrtwi}
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

•ma

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Donald Pfouts, #1855 Baltimore County Police
De par tment
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C <y Wi ddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 <i"«r ^*~ 5« Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served VjHfC-~ ' ~ I O /
Sheriff's Department
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Office of
be S>tat?'n Atlnrnrg

for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Ko smas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Milton Duckwork #2 130 Homicide)
~a 1 L i fflo r e County Police Dept.
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan</ C . Wi ddows on
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served J^NCL^^ '/ ® /
Sheriff's Department



.



U J

Office of

JBbr State's Attornnj
for Somerset Courtly

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

2IB53

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Officer W. W. Ross, #1039 Pr e c inc_t—IT
iJ a 111 ino r e County Police Department
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR, SOMERSET COUNTYFOR.

Logan - C ./widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date vs\s u y 5, 198: Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy/delivered to wi t n e s s/̂ o rĵ -d a t e indicated below.

Date Served

'o n̂ -d ate in di c a t e

e rl f f '̂s ''Department



D

•
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c ;

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanely Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland-

Officer C. Leader, #1981 Precinct 9
"BaitimorT'County Police Department
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
SOMERSET COUNTY

Office of
Sbr £>tatf'a Attnrtwii

for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

21853

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

STATE'S ATTORNEY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

, 198 7 Clerk

oned and c

Date Se rved

I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

d.e livered to witnes &îj&-n iiate indicated below.

Sheriff's Department





Office of

QJbe State's
for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Officer Charles Jackson, #2645 (fr e c i n c t 9 y
Bait lino re County Police Dept
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
)R SOMERSET COUNTYEP1

Logaif C. Widdowson
S t a t e ' s A t t o r n e y
f o r S o m e r s e t C o u n t y

PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987

I . T h e o d o r e P h o e b u s

SHERIFF'S RETURN

S u mm oned and c o p y d̂ e l i v e r e d to w i t n e/£\ -̂ -°-Q d a t e in d î-cja t e d b e l o w

Date srved / I/£J*
Srfenri f f "s department
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SI MMONED

H )1 SERVI

Office of

late's Altnrneg
for Somerset County

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Edward Ma 11 s on

%

S u i t e 8 10
302 E. Joppa Road
B a l t i m o r e , Maryland 21204

_ 19
/

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C.t Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County0F SALT!'. ! N T Y

j . EDWARD MALONE

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indfcajted below.

Date Served ;

Sheriff's Department
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Office of

Slbe &tat?'B Attnrttri}
for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

•

State of Maryland

If
vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
'987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Christine Mattson

DOST V°°
Suite 8 10
302 E. Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
M SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan, 't. Wi ddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

»l :;TY

/VARP MALONE,

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to w i t n e s s on date indicated b e l o w .

Date Served
Sheriff's D e p a r t m e n t
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY KOSMAS * CASE NO. 86 CR 1

* * * * *

STATE'S REQUESTED VOIR DIRE

1. This case is being prosecuted by Michael Pulver and

Scott Shellenberger, members of the State's Attorney's Office

of Baltimore County. Is any prospective juror related to or

personally or professionally acquainted with either or these

individuals?

2. The Defendant in this case is Stanley Kosmas. Is any

prospective juror related to or personally acquainted with the

Defendant?

3. The Defendant is represented by Russell White. Is any

prospective juror related to or personally acquainted with or

has any juror ever been a client of Mr. White's?

4. Has any juror or any member of any juror's family ever

been charged with a criminal offense other than minor traffic

offenses?

5. The State may call the following witnesses. Is any

prospective juror related to or personally acquainted with any

of the following: (See Attached List).

6. On December 20, 1985 at 11:00 a.m. the body of Maria Kosmas

was found at 1 Dutrow Court in the Rosedale section of Baltimore County.

Mrs. Kosmas had been strangled and her partially clothed body was found

slumped over the back seat of her 1973 Cadillac. Has any prospective

juror received any information from any source whatsoever with

anyone concerning the facts of this case?
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7. In this case there will be direct evidence and

circumstantial evidence. When certain facts have been shown

to exist which based upon experience and common sense lead one

to the conclusion that another fact also exists, this is known as

circumstantial evidence. The law makes no distinction between

direct and circumstantial evidence, and circumstantial evidence

alone is sufficient to support a verdict of guilty. Does any

prospective juror feel they cannot base a conviction on

circumstantial evidence alone?

8. This trial could last two weeks. Is there any prospective

juror who would be unable to participate in the trial if it lasted

that long?

9. Is there any prospective juror who would be unable to

render a fair and impartial verdict in this case, or who prefers

not to sit on a jury in a case of this nature?

Respectfully submitted,

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

MAP/j11

\ m
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Alexis Kosraas
6 702 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Aris Melissaratos
3629 Elmora Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21213

Christine Mattson
Suite 810
302 E. Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

Robert Donald
292 8 Berwick Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21234

Special Agent Michael Malone
FBI Laboratory
Washington, D.C. 20535

Paul Weinstein
Suite 1209
Court Square Building
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Michelle Blackwell
712 0 Minna Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21207

Bradley Baker
Apartment 2B
1 Dutrow Court
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Dr. John Smialek
Office of the Medical Examiner
111 Penn Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201<

Michael Kosmas
404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

Edward Mattson
Suite 810
302 E. Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

Detective Donald Pfouts, #1855
Baltimore County Police Department

Edna Carrick i M
2051 Guy Way
Baltimore, Maryland 21222
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Helen Prodromou
4024 Baker Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

Officer W. W. Ross, #1039
Precinct 9
Baltimore County Police Department

Officer C. Leader, #1981
Precinct 9
Baltimore County Police Department

Paula Nyitrai
8626 Delegge Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Officer Charles Jackson, #2645
Precinct 9
Baltimore County Police Department

Detective Douglas Read, #1208
Crime Lab
Baltimore County Police Department

Detective Milton Duckworth, #2130
Homicide
Baltimore County Police Department

Jacqueline Alban
2102 Shire Court
Fallston, Maryland 21047

Robert Phillips
1 Dutrow Court
Apartment 3D
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Connie Bacasnot, #9246
Crime Lab
Baltimore County Police Department

Detective G. Kolberg, #1566
Crime Lab
Baltimore County Police Department

1
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Office of

be g>tatr'a Attorney
for Somerset County

LOGAN C. W1DDOWSON

State of Maryland
If

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Edna Carrick

COS!

205 1 Guy Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

.00

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

_ _
Logan. C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

, - -

Or r !-*
J. EDWARD MALONE

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served

6
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

br &tatr'H Attornrij
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

Z1B53

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

if
Sta te of Maryland

vs .

* N0~ 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Helen Prodromou

COST 5

M3L2
i

4024 Baker Lane
fBa 11 imore , Maryland 21236

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
MR SOMERSET COUNTY

. ..•

Logan /t, . Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

OF BALTIMORE CDUNDS

J. EDWARD MALONB

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 2 6th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 We. er k
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served ///' <> /
Sheriff ar tmen t



FILED

0



Office of

be &tatr'H All
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLLIAM STREET

21B53

TELEPHONE 651*3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Jacqueline Alban 2 102 Shire Court
Fallston, Maryland 2 1047

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
i'OR SOMERSET COUNTY

Log an C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 C l e r k
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN /~.

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date ivyp:i^ated below.

Date Served / Q~" / ]_/ ' r

Sheriffs^Department
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Office of

Uibt State's Atiortm}
for Somerset County

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE'S ATTORNEY

Sta te of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
19 8 7 at 9 ; ? 0 a.m. ,?. n d / o r any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Paul We ins t e in

A I0
Suite 1209
Court Square Building
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan QZ Wi ddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:3 0 a.m. to testify as to c he truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phcjebu-s

c

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ZJ. no
Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date rttdis.atefJfTbelow.

Date S e rved

/ ^ S h e r i f f s Department





STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY KOSMAS * CASE NO. 86 CR

* * * * *

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

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

County, and Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and in Supplemental Answer to Defendant's

Motion for Discovery and Inspection, say the following:

1. The State intends to call the following additonal witness

Mr. Bowman
6 70 0 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 212 37

0L- 0 (
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR '
State's Attorney for Baltimore County

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection was mailed this /y day of January, 1987, to
Russell White, Esquire, 204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson,
Maryland 212 04.

n-
MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 212 0 4

MAP/j11
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OFFICE OF

iLtft 4*tattB Atturnru
FOB SOMERSET COUNTY

I PRINCESS ANNE. MD 21853

65) 3333

LOGAN C WIODOWSON

r STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Mr. Robert Bowman 6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logap C. Widdowson
State's At torney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 16, 1987 Cler
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY KOSMAS * CASE NO. 86 CR
o* * * * *

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

Now comes the State of Maryland by its attorney, Sandra A.

O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County and Michael A.

Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, and in

Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and

Inspection, say the following:

1. That the State intends to call at trial Agent Mike Malone

of the FBI Laboratory. Agent Malone will be offered as an expert

witness. Agent Malone will testify that the grass examined in this

case is cat grass of unknown origin.

2. That the State intends to call Sergeant J. Simms of the

Baltimore County Police Department. Sergeant Simms will be offered

as an expert witness in the field of fingerprint comparison.

Sergeant Simms will testify that fingerprints were lifted from the

victim's automobile and that comparisons of these fingerprints were

negative.

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection was mailed this / (j>^'K^ day of January, 1937, to
Russell J. White, Esquire, 204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson,
Maryland 21204.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * CASE NO. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

STATE'S ANSWER TO
DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN LIMINE

On August 27, 1985 the decedent, Marialane Kosmas, went to

the Baltimore County Police Department. At this time she made

statements to Detective Donald Pfouts, a member of the Spousal

Assault Unit of that Department. These statements indicated a

fear on Maria's part, that her husband was going to kill her.

Approximately three months later, Mrs. Kosmas was murdered, and her

husband, the Defendant in this case, was indicted.

The State's case establishing the Defendant's guilt is

primarily circumstantial. An important circumstance in proving

the Defendant's motive is the fact that the marital relationship

between the Defendant and the deceased was greatly strained. The

statements made by the deceased to Detective Pfouts in this case

is an important fact evidencing the degree to which the marital

relationship had disintegrated. It is the State's position that

evidence of the strained marital relationship is relevant; and to

eliminate these statements from the jury's consideration would be

to present them with an incomplete picture of the marital relationship.

ARGUMENT

It is common knowledge that out of Court statements used to

prove the truth of the matter asserted are deemed inadmissible

hearsay due to their inherent unreliability. There is, however,
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numerous exceptions to the hearsay rule. Some of those exceptions

are based on the inherent reliability of the out of Court statements.

Other exceptions are based on the non-hearsay purpose for which the

out of Court statements are made. One of the recognized exceptions

is when the out of Court statements are used to show the sf.atp. of

mind of the declarant. This is commonly referred to as the state

of mind exception to the hearsay rule.

In recognizing the state of mind exception, the Maryland Court

of Special Appeals in Dennet v. State, 19 Md. App. 376, 311 A.2d 437

(1973), quoting Wigmore stated, "[w]herever an utterance is offered

to evidence the state of mind which ensued in another person in

consequence of the utterance, it is obvious that no assertive or

testimonial use is sought to be made of it, and the utterance is

therefore admissible, so far as the hearsay rule is concerned."

The key, therefore, is the purpose for which the declarant's statements

are to be used.

The defense in its Motion to exclude this evidence from the

jury's consideration correctly focuses on the state of mind exception

to the hearsay rule as the means through which the State intends to

admit the victim's statements. The defense argues, however, that the

State cannot avail itself of this exception because even though the

evidence may be relevant, the victim's state of mind is not an issue.

As support for this proposition they rely primarily upon two cases,

U.S. v. Brown, 490 F.2d 758 (1974), and Clark v. U.S., 412 A.2d 21 (1980)

Both of these cases stand for the proposition that a victim's hearsay

statement regarding fear of the Defendant are not admissible under the

state of mind exception to the hearsay rule. It is important to note,
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however, in the Brown case the U.S. Court of Appeals recognizes that

this is an issue over which there is much disagreement and confusion.

490 U.S. at 768.

As stated in the Defendant's Motion, there are no Maryland

cases directly on point. There are, however, cases that are

instructive. In Corens v. State, 185 Md. 561, 45 A.2d 340 (1946),

Judge Delaplaine speaking for the Court of Appeals recognized that

in cases involving the murder of one spouse by another evidence

concerning the poor marital relationship was vital.

The question of how strained the relations
were between Defendant and his wife was to
be settled largely by circumstantial
evidence, and_any facts and circumstances
which tend t~o~~throw light thereon and show
motive for The crime were admissible ini.
evidence.__ '. I great latitude should be1

allowed in the reception of circumstantial
evidence, and where direct evidence is
wanting, the more the jury can see of the
surrounding facts and circumstances, the
mo re gorfeat~EKeirr judgment: is l i ke ly to be.
45 A.2d" at~~3V7~~. S*ee a lso CommonweaJ,tn v. Albrecht,

511 A.2d 764 (1986).

In this case the State's proof is primarily circumstantial.

It is important, therefore, that the jury have a full understanding
of the domestic relationship between the Defendant and the victim

at or about the time of this offense. The victim's state of mind

as to the condition of the marital relationship is an important

circumstantial factor in establishing that in fact the relationship

was strained. The Court in Corens recognized the importance and

relevance of evidence which portrayed the strained relations between

the Defendant and his wife. In Corens this evidence consisted of

letters which he wrote to his girlfriend while still married to the

Defendant. Granted the nature of the evidence is different than

r/
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the evidence in the present case, however, the broad concept of

allowing evidence of prior strained relations remains the same.

The statement made to Detective Pfouts clearly indicated the

problems the Kosmases were having. During the conversation with

Detective Pfouts, Maria expressed the fear she had of her husband.

She told of the abuse which she was forced to live with and of the

several threats upon her life which the Defendant made. Most

importantly, she told of the fear with which she was forced to

live with every day. These statements clearly show what a

distraught woman Maria was and her feelings regarding the marriage.

Regardless of their truth these statements portray a horrible
p- ^ i ,

marital relationship. A person in a happy marriage would not go to

the police and make the statements that Maria made. Therefore,

these statements are clearly evidence of Maria's state of mind

at the time these statements were made and shed light on the overall

harmony of the household.

A recent Idaho Appeals Court addressing the issue of the

admissibility of a deceased victim's statements regarding her fear

of the Defendant was held to be admissible to show the victim's

fearful state of mind. State v. Rosencrantz, 714 P.2d. 93 (Idaho

App. 1986). It is clear from all the cases that the fact of a

strained marital relationship is relevant in the prosecution of a

domestic murder. This fact is as much conceded by the Defendant's

Memorandum. It is also clear from the fact that Mrs. Kosmas went

to great lengths to notify the police of the dangerous marital

atmosphere that existed. The fact that Mrs. Kosmas went to the police

is circumstantial evidence of the bad relationship, regardless of the
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truth of what she said to the police. As noted previously, a

happily married woman does not go to the police and ask to put

her husband's threats and conduct on record. Were the shoe on

the other foot and Mrs. Kosmas had gone to the police to say how

happily married she was, clearly the defense would ask that this

evidence be admitted as exculpatory to the Defendant. Since this

evidence regarding her statements to the police shows her state of

mind regarding the marital situation and the bad marital relationship

is relevant to the Defendant's motive in taking her life, the jury

should be permitted to hear this evidence and give it the weight

they believe it's due.

Respectfully submitted,

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

SCOTT D. SHELLENBERGER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's Answerorego
to Defendant's Motion in Limine was mailed this / ̂ U^ day of
January, 1987, to Russell White, Esquire, 204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue,
Towson, Maryland 212 04, and to Peter Angelos, Esquire, 5905 Harford
Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21214.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
4 01 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
583-6610

MAP/j11
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STATE OF

V.

STANLEY

*

MARYLAND

KOSMAS

*

MOTION

*

*

*

*

IN LIMINE

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR

*

Now comes the State of Maryland by its attorney, Sandra A.

O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County and Michael A.

Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, and

respectfully states:

1. That the State intends to call at trial Edward Mattson

in its case in chief.

2. That Edward Mattson took a polygraph exam at Baltimore

County Police Headquarters concerning this case.

3. That the results or even the fact of the administration

of a polygraph exam are not admissible into evidence.

WHEREFORE, the State moves this Honorable Court to pass an

ORDER prohibiting Defendant's attorney from mentioning the polygraph

exam before the Jury.

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Motion in Limine was mailed this U^f^^" day of January, 1987,
to Russell J. White, Esquire, 204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue,
Towson, Maryland 21204 and to Peter Angelos, Esquire, 5905 Harford
Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21214.

MICHAEL A* PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
4 01 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 2120 4
583-6610

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Akonom v. State, 40 Md. App. 676, 394 A.2d. 1213 (1978)
Guesfeird v. State, 300 Md. 653, 480 A.2d. 800 (1984).
Kelly v. State, 288 Md. 298, 418 A.2d. 217 (1980).
Oliver v. State, 53 Md. App. 490, 454 A.2d. 856 (1983).

MAP/j11
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Office of
Cbe fttatr'a Attnrneg

for Somerset Courtly
INCC WILLLIAM STREET

21BS3

LOGAN C. WtDDOWSON

~

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

~

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

tfayne M. Marcinko 235 South Madison Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21231

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logaru/C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 21, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

*

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

CASE NO. 86-CR-00423

* * *

STATE'S MOTION IN LIMINE

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

County, and Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and say the following:

1. That the Defendant in the above-captioned case has been

charged with one count of Murder and is due to stand trial in the

Circuit Court for Somerset County for said offense.

2. That the State has reason to believe that defense counsel

will attempt to introduce evidence of the character of Maria Kosmas,

the decedent.

3. That any evidence of the character of the decedent,

Maria Kosmas, would be unfairly prejudicial against the State, as

it is entirely irrelevant as to the issues presented in the case.

WHEREFORE, the State respectfully requests that this Court

grant the State's Motion in Limine, and so as a pretrial matter

preclude defense counsel from introducing or eliciting any evidence

whatsoever regarding the character of the decedent, Maria Kosmas,

and further that this Court grant any other relief as the nature of

the State's case may warrant.

ex.
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR /
Assistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County
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MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this JjO*^ day of January, 1987, a

copy of the aforegoing State's Motion in Limine was mailed postage

prepaid to Russell J. White, Esquire, 2 04 W. Pennsylvania Avenue,

Towson, Maryland 212 04.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204
583-6610

MAP:gsf
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IN-

OF MARYLAND

V S .

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

*

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

CASE NO. 86-CR-00423

* * *

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF STATE'S
MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE
OF THE CHARACTER OF THE DECEASED,

MARIA KOSMAS

Evidence of the victim's character in a murder case has been

deemed relevant in a very limited number of circumstances. These

circumstances revolve around the question of whether the decedent's

state of mind is at issue. The most common application of the use

of the decedent's character is when there is a question as to who

the agressor was in the confrontation. In Thomas v. State, 301 Md.

294, 433 A.2d 6 (1984) the Maryland Court of Appeals stated the

general principle that "the character of the homicide victim is

irrelevant unless ... the defendant raises a claim of self defense."

This rule is settled law in a vast number of jurisdictions. See,

Berry v. Mississippi, 455 So.2d 774 (Miss. 1984), Echols v. State,

331 S.E.2d 619 (Ga. App. 1985), State v. Miller, 359 N.W.2d 508

(Iowa App. 1984), U. S. v. Housewright, 568 F.2d 516 (7th Cir. 1977),

State v. Mayes, 579 P.2d 999 (Wash. App. 1978). It therefore follows

that if no evidence of self defense is introduced, evidence of the

character of the decedent will be deemed irrelevant and therefore

non-admissible.

In the present case there is no evidence nor is there any

reason to believe that the defendant will raise the issue of self

defense. The defendant has consistently denied that he perpetrated



" " • "



-

-2-

the homicide. Moreover, the State has reason to believe that the

defendant will try to place the decedent's character in issue in

order to show the so-called sexual misconduct of the decedent. It

has been stated that the "[a]ccused on trial for the murder of his

wife may show that he was informed, and believed, that she had been

unfaithful as bearing on the question of provocation, although

such evidence has been held irrelevant to the issue where the defense

was a denial of the commission of the homicide." [Emphasis added]

4 0 CJS Homicide §2 64.

In Costly v. State, 48 Md. 175 (1878), the defendant killed

the husband of the woman with whom he had been having sexual

relations. The defendant sought to prove that the murder was the

result of a quarrel between the defendant and the deceased over the

fact that he and his wife were lovers. In order to do this, the

defendant wanted to introduce the decedent's general reputation show-

ing that he was a very jealous person. The State objected and the

trial court excluded the evidence. The Court of Appeals affirmed

holding that "the general reputation in the neighborhood that the

deceased was jealous of his wife could not possibly furnish any

explanation of the circumstances underwhich his life was taken."

Costly at 177. The Court further went on to say that "the issue

to be tried, was whether the appellant had killed the deceased with

malice aforethought, and the fact that the party killed was jealous

of other men than the appellant, was wholly immaterial to that

issue." Costly at 177.

In the present case, evidence of the character of the deceased

is in no way relevant to the guilt or innocence of the defendant and

should therefore be deemed inadmissible.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

vs. F 0 R

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
SOMERSET COUNTY

No 86-CR-00423

Mr. Clerk,

Please issue Subpoena | Subpoena Duces Tecum for the following

witness| witnesses to testify for the P.sfen.dant in the above entitled

cause, and make the writ returnable on $P??.4ftX the ..2P.Q day of

January , 19..8J at 9:00..A..M.

NAME ADDRESS

Mrs. Dixie Andrion 6710 Garvey Rd., Balto, MD 21237
Mr. Peter Vatenos 8703 Deleggee Road, Balto, MD 21237
Michelle Blackwell Westington House Corp,Balto, MD 21203
Miss Michelle Andrion 6710 Garvey Rd., Balto, MD 21237
Custodian of Records.Provident Bank of MD 114 E. Lexington St., Balto, MD 21201
Custodian of Records,Essex Community College 7201 Rossville Blvd., Balto, MD 21237
James Musciano 6704 Garvey Rd., Balto, MD 21237
Captain Byron Hubble, MD State Police Pikesville, MD
Custodian of Records,Baltimore City Police 601 E. Fayette St., Balto, MD 21201
Custodian of Records,First Nt'l. Bank of MD 25 South Charles St., Balto, MD 21201

A
-^ Attorney for P?Sffi¥M| Defendant
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No. 86crl648 C R I M I N A L Docket

*86CR01648V2*

STATE OF MARYLAND

VS

Folio.

ATTY.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMOS
(Bail)

Richard Karceski

FolcUx
CHARGE

ARRAIGNED

TRIAL

PLEA

SENTENCE

REPORTER

DATE

3/27/86 MURDER IN

JUDGE

JUDGE

VERDICT

STATES ATTY.

CLERK'S MEMORANDUM NO.
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs .

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mrs Dixie Andrion ::

6710 Garvey Rd. - '"
Balto. Maryland 21237 ...

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/fft
ClerJc- '•'.«<,•;.

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

1072A

Title

•
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

VS.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Peter Vatenos ••
8703. Deleggee Read- •'--.
Balto. Maryland-21237 u

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/D'ate

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

v s.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

T0: Michelle Blackwell_" ,
Westingtorr House Electric Corporation
Ba-lto. Md. 21203 - - ^

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/D/ate

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

v s. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

T 0 : Miss Michelle Andrion
6710 Garve-y Road "-
Baltimore, Md. 21237 .

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/D'ate Clerfc "

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

Title

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* * *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No: 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA PUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Custodian of Records
Provident Bank of Maryland
114 East Lexington Street, 9th Floor

Baltimore, Maryland 21201

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House,

Princess Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26,

1987, to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on

behalf of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to bring with you the following

enumerated records and documents:

1. All bank account statements in the name of Stanley M.

Kosmas and/or Marialane Kosmas since September 1983 until present

2. All records relating to each and every IRA account in

the name of Stanley M. Kosmas and/or Marialane Kosmas.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos, and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose





-~
-

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody

under a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena

to on this day

of _, 1987.

Signature

Title



>
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA PUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Custodian of Records, Administration
Essex Community College
7201 Rossville Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House,

Princess Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26,

1987, to continue from day to day until completed, to testify

on behalf of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to bring with you the following

enumerated records and documents:

1. Complete class lists from each and every class taught

by Herman Mares since he began teaching at Essex Community

College until the present.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204
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and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey 1

charged with contempt

:his Subpoena may result in your

of court and being taken

a warrant or body attachment.

Date

I CERTIFY that I

Clerk

delivered the original of

on this

, 1987.

Signature

Title

being

into custody under

this <

day

Subpoena to

of
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: James Musciano -
670.4 Ganv.ey Read- -
Balto. Maryland 21237. .,:,;

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/D'ate ClerJc-

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

., 1987.

Signature

1072A

Title
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

vs.
* FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS. * Case: 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Captain Byron Hubble
Maryland State Police Headquarters
pikesville, Maryland

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House,

princess Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26,

1987, to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on

behalf of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to bring with you the following

enumerated records and documents:

1. All files and records pertaining to private Investigator

Edward Mattson, including complaints and application for license

and any reports of any criminal activity.

2. All rules and regulations dealing with licensed private

investigators.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. white, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defesndant, whose



•
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address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody

under a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this subpoena

to on this day

of , 1987.

Signature

Title
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA PUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Custodian of Records, personnel Department
Baltimore City Police Department
601 East Fayette Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for somerset County, Maryland, Court House,

princess Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26,

1987, to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on

behalf of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to bring with you the following

enumerated records and documents:

1. The complete personnel record of former police officer

Edward Mattson.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.
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Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody

under a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena

to on this day

of , 1987.

Signature

Title
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA PUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Custodian of Records
First National Bank of Maryland
25 South Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAD to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House,

Princess Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26,

1987, to continue from day to day until completed, to testify

on behalf of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to bring with you the following

enumerated records and documents:

1. All bank account statements and safety deposit box

records in the name of Stanley M. Kosmas and/or Marialane Kosmas

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.
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Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody

under a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena

to __^_ on this day

of , 1987.

Signature

Title
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Office of

be %\*U'n Attortteg
for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Dr. John Smialek Office of the Medical Examiner
111 Penn Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

'rrf^CiA^lJJ
Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 198 Clerk
I. Theodore PhogLbus

SHERIFF'S RETURN X)

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date iiSd icat ech ie 1 ow.

Date Served
' Sher i f f ' s D-e partraenfi'

at - s
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Office of

<5bf 8>tate'H Attortteg
for Somerset County
PRINCE WTLLLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

•tau

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Michael Kosmas 404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland 2

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan u. Widdovjson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

u.
X

_ CO —

GREETING: — x» *n J-
;' rs: 31

You are hereby commanded to appear before £he 13 i rruit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 16-413

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

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

County, and Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and in Supplemental Answer to Defendant's

Motion for Discovery and Inspection, say the following:

1. The additional name and address of a witness now known

that the State intends to call to prove its case in chief or to

rebut alibi testimony is as follows:

Wayne M. Maccinko
235 S. Madeira Street
Baltimore, Maryland 212 31

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection was mailed this "7Y day of January, 1987 to
Russell White, Esquire, 204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson,
Maryland 212 04 and to Peter Angelos, Esquire, 5905 Harfo
Baltimore, Maryland 21214.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant Staters Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
4 01 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 212 04

MAP/j11
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Office of

<&bt &tatp'B Attorney
for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-0423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Ko smas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Aris Melissaratos 3629 Elmora Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by
_, u

Logan C/ Widdov7son
S t a t e ' s Attorney
for Somerset County co —

c".
TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

<•£)

3 *
You are hereby co mm anded to appear before the Circuit Court

for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk

I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

Wat &tatp'H Attnrtmj

for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

21853

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Michelle Blackwell 7 120 Minna Road
Baltimore, Maryland 2 1 2 0 /

/

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
J^R SOMERSET COUNTY

_____
Jo gan,-,C . Wi ddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowipHgp on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date(indi&ated below.

Date Se rved
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Office of

ffibe fctatr'a Attnrnrg
for Somerset County
PRINCE wiLLLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

21B53

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State &,f. Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NOV 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
198/ at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on befialf of the State of Maryland!;

Michelle Blackwell 7 120 Minna Road
Baltimore, Maryland 2120"^

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
OtR SOMERSET COUNTY

Widdbwsoh
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO "THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are 'hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26t<h day of January 1987

o testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
he'^S t ate of Maryland in the above-capt i oned case.

>il not at your peril and have you the and there this

Date- issued: January 5, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delive^eS t!'o-witness on date indica,t-ed-.be low.

Date Served
Sheriff's D
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State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
198 7 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Ph illips

SUMMON!

NOT SI R\

REASO

119 Rosedale Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
•FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

SHI

BALTIMORE

C. Wi ddows on
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
c 9:30 a . ti. to testify as to the truth of your knovrledge on
ehalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case,

lereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
r it .

OFFICE OF

illjc State's Atturncu
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

PRINCESS ANNE, MD 21853

6*1-3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON

STATE'S ATTORNEY

ate Issued: January 16, 198' Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witne^§ on date indicated below,

ate Served

•"WSw&avi,
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St ai
•• SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

) THE CLERK OF SAID COURT;

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case o# Monday the 26th day of January
98* at 9:30 [a'.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
ate, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

iobert Phillips 119 Rosedale Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 2 1237

OFFICE OF THE STATEfS ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

O>y ^ ^ j U J j <_;
LoganCi Wi'ddowson
Stats's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE P-ERSON ABOVE NAMED;

reby. commanded to appear before/the Circuit Court
inty, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
tart i-fy~ as"* tt)' the truth of youf khowledga on

iryland in the above-captioned case.
at your peril and have you the and there this

a u s r y 1 6 , i Clerk

OFFICE OF

al)E State's Attnrncy
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

PRINCESS ANNE, MD 21853

651 -3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON

STATES ATTORNEY

I. Tn BO !!noebus

id and co indie

ate Served ,, . ..,,
Sher*£:f f:' s Departraent
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Bob Wuenschel

frnnlrforri Airrnnr
Baltimore, Maryland

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, Jajiujirjy_J^_jy387^

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

f.
,/b'ate Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this ^/j^T day of

CJ:
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Sister Michael Kathleen
St. Clements Convent
1220 Chesaco Avenue
Rosedale, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

a
Date" Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this J? / day of

1987.
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STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ruth Callender

6703 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this Z^r day of



.
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STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: John Callender
6703 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this Zy day of
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STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Katy Dreste
2316 Rock Spring Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment. n \
Date —

.-: v -

Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this 1<S day of
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. George Weinreich
4304 East Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

> ClerkDate

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this^Subpoena to
this Li day of

, 1987.

, IS**/

1WA

on



•

J.
' / * > • -

.



~ ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Det. William R. Ramsey
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

S2/
Date Clerk

^*\ CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
C h - -» ^ on this



it



~ ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

4c

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Karen Randlett
4 Dutrow Court
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

ji^warrant or body attachment.

JT
/pate Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on >hi# £2* day of

1072A



*



~
*•>

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs .

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Helen Musciano
6704 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

u

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

42 f-
Date / / Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subppena to
_ on this %*5>5 day of

1072A\



•

**2i

•



~
">

STATE OF MARYLAND,

VS.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: James Musciano
6704 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

,Date~ Clerk

2"XERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
( 1/ . / ^ on this _Zi2f!?day of



*£<•:. 0 fib,*



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Rosa A. Hall
Dukes Motel
7905 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Dat Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Sub
on this ^£

to
of

, 1987.

gnature

Title

1072A



«^9



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Lauretta Willard
Dukes Motel
7905 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

I CERTIFY that

1987. 7
of this Subaojana to

on this /j day of

SftrWOO
1072A



-

.'



~ ~

STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Mrs. John Hollis
. LI 11 rulaaki Highway—*

Baltimore, Maryland 21220

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/ s*> / ^. s? ^~» i /Q
Date Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this /^S^> day of

., 1987.

Title

1072A



•

•

•



-

STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO; Mr. Frances Crawford
3 Dutrow Court
Apartment lc
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

1 ' T '

Date ' Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
S / on this /C5*cg-flav of

1072A



°s$ff*t

•



STATE OF MARYLAND,

VS.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Margaret Kuczinski
Rossville Inn
8776 Philadelphia Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

f. /9P7 \
7 Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that^I delivered the original of this Subpoena toCERTIFY that^I de p
on this /3 *** day of



'—-J



^

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Mary Ahrens
8635 Delegge
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

C

Efate Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this SuJapgena to
on this Sj£c>& day of

, 1987.

Title

1072A

f.





- ~

STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Keith Barber is
105 Galewood Road
Timonium, Maryland 21093

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the oena to
day of



.

''



~ ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Herman Mares
Sparrows Point High School
7400 North Point Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21219

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned, matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a^warrant or body attachment.
0

/Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this ^ - ^ d a Y of



FILED

tk

ri



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Mr. John Hollis
Hrlll pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

jj^warrant or body attachment.

/ ^~ -, ,-̂  cr.
'Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this ^E~F~day of

., 1987.

Title

1072A



•

/ ' a

V



/

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Helen Prodromou
4024 Baker Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
/ J. ^ ^ on this y fr^^t-d-av of



'



^

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. James Jeffries
3129 Wallford Drive
Dundalk, Maryland 21222

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

• - • / > . ' < ! » ! < • / < • . .

Date Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this / V^^lay of



•



-

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Jeffrey Cline
7401 Brakdoll Court
Apartment lA
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.c ̂
Date Clerk

,CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this /^g^"~day of

• / ^ >



•



~

STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Thomas Udovich
1 Dutrow Court
Apartment ID
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

/ /
that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to

S ~ ) o n this /J^ day of

1072A



•

** 7°
•



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: John Bowman

6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Clerk/Date

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this /<f day of

1987.

Title





- ~-

STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Diane Bowman
6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment. sj

A)/ , ~7l/>
t^ttas,.,,, F, _&_*£

.Date Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this SuJ
on this

/i CERTIFY

<r 1987.

na to
day of

Title

1072A
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~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ron Cook
232 St. Georges Road
Essex, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY/Bhat I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
/3 Ua#*ffi*j^ on this /3 day of



•



s
~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : John Potetf a/k/a/ John Raccugila
801 East Baltimore Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/Bate
{<•

Clerk

I CERTIFY/£hht I delivered the original of this Suk&oena to
L ^ ^ o n this //^^day o f



•

•

•



-

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Terry Nine

3400 East Fairmount Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Darte Clerk

^CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpneiia to
on this /"T^&diV of



<



-
->

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Nicholas Tanburello
8850 Orchard Tree Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, _Pejte_r__G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
/ / -̂, on this /"7 day of

It/.
"



• • , ; : - 'B7



' ~

STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Officer Charles Jackson
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this /(a day of



fbf



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Edna Carrick
2051 Guy Way
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date ' ' Clerk

^"SERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subjpoena to
I. /I / /£/on this /„•? day of

,



10



STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Robert Krue
Dukes Motel
7905 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

RTIFY that I delivered priginal of this Subpxy£$a to
on this /<5"^<%ay of



1 .

•



~ ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

MCU)
STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET

TO: Ms. Erin Phillips
. 1- But row Court—=»

Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date-- Clerk

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
ay of



•



A ' ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Robert Phillips

^-Apartment—3D- -=
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

_d£?^ir'Vii'7''.:W _&L

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
/ I~ . - - ZZJ on^this ^de dav of

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND, *

VS. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Alex Makris

2810 Taylor Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21234

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

>/SU / -?./"? '/-s . v
/Date Clerk

I CERTIFY delivered the original of this Subjagx
4 f ; o n this £ ^ ^

to
of





* -

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Robert Donald
2928 Berwick.Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21234

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a^warrant or body attachment.

XJ f/7/7
Date

I CERTIFY that I del

Clerk"

êd the original of this
on this

oena to
day of





m

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Gwen Reed
Colonial Motel
9615 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21704

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

C X (7 - * ̂ 0
J'Z

/Date 7 Clerk

I^CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this Xy~ day of

1987.

1072A
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^

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Anthony Palatucci
5906 Shady Spring Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the^original of this Subpoena to
on this /j day of



o

.

r>



- ^

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs .

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Barbara Gray-
Kenwood Park Apartments Office
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

delivered the original of this Subpoena to
day of





~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Wilma Niedo
1528 Rita Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTLFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
2<^ ? % £ o n this /2^ day o f



I

J'*t9 to



~

STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Edward Green
Friendship Square
Post Office Box 1693
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date ; Clerk

SRTIFY^that^I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
/ on this ft?*' #ay of

1072A
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~ ^

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO; Norma Hansen

345 Bigley Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I de^i^ered the original of this Subpoena to
lUd y . on this 73? day of

1072A



»



~ ~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Karen Kauff
33 Sorgen Court
Essex, Maryland 21220

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Clerk

I CERTIFY th delivered the original of this
on this

1072A

na to
day of



• V*



~*

STATE OF MARYLAND, * IN THE

vs. * CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Michael Christello
42 Beech Drive
Apartment A3
Middle River, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena, to
^ o n this /C7^Jd~ay O f





-

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

* * * * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Bradley Baker
1 Dutrow Court
Apartment 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this /3^fey of



*



m

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: M S . Gloria Treffinger
1 Dutrow Court
Apartment 3B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

y
Date Clerk

t\ CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
1 on this ?3 day of

•



?/
f

•



- -

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

* *

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Laura Clary
5 Dutrow Court
Apartment 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a_warrant or body attachment.

Date Clerk

that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
o n t h i s / - ^ d a y of



•



~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

VS.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Carol Wuenschel

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

r
Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this g./ day of





~

STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * ** * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Marcus Turner

Kenwood Park Apartments Office
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

^warrant or body attachment.

.{Date ' Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Marcus Turner
Kenwood Park Apartments Office
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

J4
pite ' Cletk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this day of

1987.

Signature

Title

P
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j STATE OF MARYLAND
li

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

11

li

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

ORDER

Pursuant to Defendant's Petition For Order Commanding

Production of Records in the above-captioned case it is this

day of \/ n fr 1987, by the circuit Court for

Somerset County,

ORDERED, that Robert Perryman of the American Express

Travel Related Services Co., Inc., 4315 South 2700 West, Salt

Lake City, Utah 84184-2100, be and the same is hereby commanded

to deliver and produce for inspection and, if necessary, copying

all applications submitted by Stanley M. Kosmas for an American

Express Card. These records are to be produced and available

for inspection on Friday, January 16, 1987, in the law office

of Russell J. White, 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson,

Maryland 21204.

-«-.-{*- rrtt»v Y£*iT«
JUDGE
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs -

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

I

I!

ORDER

pursuant to Defendant's Petition For Order Commanding

production of Records in the above-captioned case it is this

f£~ day of \\rjPr 1987, by the Circuit Court for

Somerset County,

ORDERED, that the custodian of records as Westinghouse

Electric Corporation, p.o. Box 1693, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,

be and the same is hereby commanded to deliver and produce for

inspection, and if necessary, copy all employment attendance

logs pertaining to Marialane Alexandra Kosmas. These records

are to be produced and available for inspection on Friday,

January 16, 1987 in the law office of Russell J. White, 204 West

Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

—</~£#^
JUDGE ft

TRIE COPY, T | S l ; \ ,
£3£
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case-. 86 CR 00423

ORDER

Pursuant to Defendant's Petition For Order Commanding j

production of Records in the above-captioned case it is this

Q fl* day of \J /9'W , 1987 by the Circuit Court for

Somerset County,

ORDERED, that Herman Mares of Essex Community College be ,

and the same is hereby commanded to deliver and produce for
iI

inspection, and if necessary, copying all class lists of students

for each and every class taught by Herman Mares at Essex
i

Community College from September 1984 thru December 1986. These |

records are to be produced and available for inspection on

Friday, January 16, 1987 in the law office of Russell j. white, •
i
I

204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204. j

TRUE COPY, TEST:
JUDGE
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STATE OP MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

ORDER

Pursuant to Defendant's Petition For Order Commanding ]

I
j) Production of Records in the above-captioned case it is this

Q I* day of \J iff W , 1987 by the Circuit Court for

Somerset County,

ORDERED, that Herman Mares of Essex Community College be

and the same is hereby commanded to deliver and produce for

inspection, and if necessary, copying all class lists of students

for each and every class taught by Herman Mares at Essex

Community College from September 1984 thru December 1986. These

|| records are to be produced and available for inspection on

Friday, January 16, 1987 in the law office of Russell j. White,

204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

TRUE COPY, TEST.
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ii STATE OF MARYLAND

i!

j
i i

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

ORDER

pursuant to Defendant's petition For Order Commanding

production of Records in the above-captioned case it is this

<ft^ day of \/ rr fr 1987, by the circuit Court for

Somerset County,

ORDERED, that Robert Perryman of the American Express

Travel Related Services Co., Inc., 4315 south 2700 West, Salt

Lake City, Utah 84184-2100, be and the same is hereby commanded

to deliver and produce for inspection and, if necessary, copying

all applications submitted by Stanley M. Kosmas for an American

Express Card. These records are to be produced and available

for inspection on Friday, January 16, 1987, in the law office

of Russell J. White, 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson,

Maryland 21204.

JUDGE 0
S>

TRUE COPy, T|



.

.



^ ~

li

STATE OF MARYLAND

vs

!! STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

ORDER

pursuant to Defendant's petition For Order Commanding

production of Records in the above-captioned case it is this

$ f£- day of *S/r/Pr 1987, by the Circuit Court for

Somerset County,

ORDERED, that the custodian of records as Westinghouse

Electric Corporation, p.o. Box 1693, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,

be and the same is hereby commanded to deliver and produce for

inspection, and if necessary, copy all employment attendance

logs pertaining to Marialane Alexandra Kosmas. These records

are to be produced and available for inspection on Friday,

January 16, 1987 in the law office of Russell J. White, 204 West

Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

H
/y^\ cry^

TRUE COW, TSSfc
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STATE OF MARYLAND,

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Michelle BlackwellJ' .
WeStingtorr House Electric Corporation
Balto. Md. 21203 - -

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment. .

Z

I--CJRTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this y2--5 day of



t.

l* cr t»
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT
VS.

* FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * Case: 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Captain Byron Hubble
Maryland State police Headquarters
Pikesville, Maryland

•
YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House,

princess Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26,

1987, to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on

behalf of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to bring with you the following

enumerated records and documents:

1. All files and records pertaining to Private Investigator

Edward Mattson, including complaints and application for license

and any reports of any criminal activity.

2. All rules and regulations dealing with licensed private

invest igator s.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell j. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose



~ -*

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody

under a warrant or body attachment.

"7
Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this subpoena

to /h^.^f^^ /£/££- on this ZJh* day

of fluJ?M?̂

•



•

9 /„
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a/
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA PUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Custodian of Records, Personnel Department
Baltimore City Police Department
601 East Fayette Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House,

Princess Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26,

1987, to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on

behalf of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to bring with you the following

enumerated records and documents:

1. The complete personnel record of former police officer

Edward Mattson.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.



- -

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody

under a warrant or body attachment.

J-

Date Clerk

CERTIFY th/t I delivered the original of this Subpoena

ay

•
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

^

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA PUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Custodian of Records
First National Bank of Maryland
25 South Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAD to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House,

Princess Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26,

1987, to continue from day to day until completed, to testify

on behalf of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to bring with you the following

enumerated records and documents:

1. All bank account statements and safety deposit box

records in the name of Stanley M. Kosmas and/or Marialane Kosmas.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

•



~

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody

under a warrant or body attachment.

r
V.

Date Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena

to

of

on this day

, 1987.

•



+*



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT
vs.

* FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * Case NO: 86 CR 00423

* * * * * * * * *

SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Custodian of Records
Provident Bank of Maryland
114 East Lexington Street, 9th Floor
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House,

Princess Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26,

1987, to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on

behalf of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to bring with you the following

enumerated records and documents:

1. All bank account statements in the name of Stanley M.

Kosmas and/or Marialane Kosmas since September 1983 until present

2. All records relating to each and every IRA account in

the name of Stanley M. Kosmas and/or Marialane Kosmas.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos, and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

-



y
- ~

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody

under a warrant or body attachment.

/Bate / Clerk

I/^ERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena

to /fui^//s(.-^£-^z'1 — on this -̂ - day

/) ' :
of , 1987.

Title

?^i<s

•

!•*. ..:*.H



> - / •
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*

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Michael Andrion
6710 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

/Date
J

Clerk

a

CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subjpoena to
XX z3 on this JSL? day of

. 1987.

1072A
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STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Laverne Keene
1911 Norwick Road
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

,,̂v
Date ~ Clerk

I/-CEFTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subnoena to
on this ^5 day of



et



STATE OF MARYLAND, *

vs. *

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

*

* * * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO : Lois Dyer
101 Westminster pike
Baltimore, Maryland 21136

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 00423

* * * *

y

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, January 26, 1987,

to continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf

of the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being

charged with contempt of court and being taken into custody under

a warrant or body attachment.

Dater ' Clerk

I^CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to
on this &-*J day of

•• • !-•' i
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SEPTEMBER TERM, 1986
CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY -*

PETIT JURY PANEL NO. TWO

NO. 86-CR-00423 CASE

STATE OF MARYLAND
VS.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

NO.

i

2.

3.

6.

7.

9.

10.

11.

12.

15.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

NAME
AGE-EDUCATION

Janet Cecilia Roberts
60 - 11 grades
Charles Eugene Taylor
37 - 10th grade
Brenda Sadie Coltingham y
28 - 16 yrs. •
ireia Ann Wrapc "
76 ... 2 yrs College
Phillip Anthony Benton
21 - High School
Nicey T. Turpin \j
52 - 10th grade
William Thomas Anderson
29 - 12 yrs.
James H. Whittington

, 51 -
Mareesa Devonn Burnette
23 - College Student
Mary Lou King »/
42 - High School
Gary Grant Collins ^y
33 - 12 yrs. K

Damon D. Prettyman
30 -
Dorothy J. Daugherty
62 - 6th grade
William T. Smith
4 0 - 2 yrs. college
Betty Frances Spence
56 - 11th grade
Arthur Harold Tawes ̂
31 - College grad. '
Russell Thomas Charnick , s
61 - High School *
Thomas Ross Starr
50 - 12th grade
Wanda Lou Whittington
55 - College
Virginia Long Hall
45 - Hi.Sch./Bus.Sch
Donald Bradsher
35 - MLS
Melody Smith Nelson us
31 - High School Grad. *^
Idella Frances Ward
63 - High School Grad.
Tracy Marie Pollitt
24 - High School Grad.+
Dorine Laurenda Johnson
29 - 11th grade

j

Cora Mason Widdowson L^
60-11 yrs
Maurice Lawrence Ruark /
23 - GED ^

ADDRESS

412 Pine Knoll Dr.
Princess Anne, MD 21853
129g Maple St.
Crisfield, MD 21817
P.O. Box 51
Marion, MD 21838
Rt. 1, Box 424 r-
(Jriofiold, MD HIST/ —
Rt. 3, Box 273
Princess Anne, MD 21853
P.O. Box 67
Marion, MD 21838
Rt. 363, P.O. Box 91
Deal Island, MD 21821
Rt. 667, Box 162
Marion, MD 21838
21 No CHurch St., Apt. #5
Princess Anne, MD 21853
P.O. Box 134, Locust Pt. Rd.
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Rt. 1, Box 268, Hayward Rd.
Pocomoke, MD 21851
406 Jeffrey La.
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Rt. 2
Crisfield, MD 21817
RD 2, Box 31-A
Crisfield, MD 21817
Rt. 1, Box 378
Princess Anne, MD 21853
220 S. Somerset Ave.
Crisfield, MD 21817
2 Wynfall Ave.
Crisfield, MD 21817
Rt. 1, Box 249
Princess Anne, MD 21853
P.O. Box 70
Marion, MD 21838
Rt. 3, Box 358
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Elm Street Apts. #29
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Rt. 2, Box 76
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Rt. 1, Box 404
Crisfield, MD 21817
P.O. Box 24
Eden, MD 21822
P.O. Box 52
Manokin, MD 21836

ALTERNATE PETIT JURORS
Rt. 3, Box 492
Princess Anne, MD 21853
528 N. Somerset Ave.
Princess Anne, MD 21853

OCCUPATION

Nursing Assistant II
Divorced
PacKer-Rubberset Co.
Divorced
Mrs, Pauls' Employee
Single
Bartender
Singlo
Produce Dept.-Meatland
Single
Crab Picker
(H) Machine Operator
Waterman
(W) Housewife
County Bus Driver
(VI) Brushmaker
Unemployed-Student
Single
Ins. Agent/Secretary
(H) Farmer
Equipment Operator
(W) Admitting Officer
Restaurant Owner
(W) Teacher
Housewife
(H) Retired
Clerk
(W) Clerk
Cottage Attendant
Separated
Seafood Worker
Single
Grinder
Single
Foreman
(W) Trimmer
Housewife
(H) Self-employed
Program Assistant
(H) Farmer
Librarian
Single
Housewife/Farmer
(H) Farmer
Unemployed
Widow
Banker
(H) City Manager
Babysitter
Single

Clerk-Treas. Office
(H) Farmer
Waterman
Single

JUROR
NO.

65

60

121

63

67

133

176

175

115

102

168

101

59

134

93

76

24

169

194

51

12

28

107

125

19

138



j -
SEPTEMBER TERM, 1986

,UIT COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

PETIT JURY NO. ONE

~

NO.

28.

29.

30,

33.

34JI
U

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

"4"2.

43.

44.

%

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

\j
r~

53.

54.

NO.

NAME
AGE - EDUCATION

Sharon Lee Collins
34 - High School

Constance Louise Lord
32 - 15 yrs
Ramona D. Bell
30 - 12 yrs
Mary Lee Hastings
52 - 10 yrs.

iLOucdii Diane. Hunt
71 **- ^ y«
Lorenzo Robert Cropper ̂
20 - 14 yrs V

Carolyn Webster Hall
\ 41 - 10th grade
Martha Mahan Schrock ^/
50 - High Sch/Business Sch
Forewell Maddox, Jr.
36 - 12th grade
Emma L. Gabbert
59 - 8th grade
Brenda Holland Miller
37 - \\ yr. Business Sch.
James Stanley Lane
3 4 - 1 2 yrs
Juanita Simms Powell
59 - 12th grade
Ralph Nelson Evans
56 -

• Deborah Marriner Webster
34 - 12th Grade
Agnes Mae Catlin */
62 - 9th grade *
Charles Ellsworth Black
66 - 11 yrs. V

Richard Alvin Miller
46 - 12 yrs
Mary Lynette Crockett
24 - 12 yrs.
Shirley Mae Hutt
35 - 12 yrs
Larry Stanley Sterling
38 - B.A.+
Mattye W. Middleton
70 - 8th grade
Doris Ridgway Muir » vJ

28 - 12th grade

tT*iayy h. K.runi

Bernice Pittman
36 - 11th grade
John Vernal Hartman
52 -

86-CR-00423

STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

ADDRESS

223 Beckford Ave.
Princess Anne, MD 21853

Rt. #1, Box 395
Princess Anne, MD 21853
110 Locust St.
Crisfield, MD 21817
Rt. 1, Box 405A
Crisfield, MD 21817
nt. 667, P.Oi Box 01
ManoiTSEation, MD 218SS
Rt. 1, Box 94
Westover, MD 21871
Box 92
Manokin, MD 21836
Box 258, Turkey Branch Rd.

. Westover, MD 21871
Rt. 1, Box 219-A
Marion, MD 21838
Rt. 1, Box 172A
Westover, MD 21871
Rt. 3, Box 473B
Princess Anne, MD 21853
312 Tyler St.
Crisfield, MD 21817
151 Oak St.
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Rt. 2, Box 167B
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Cove Road
Chance, MD 21816
Fairmount Star Rt., Bx 210
Westover, MD 21871
Rt. 2, Box 174
Princess Anne, MD 21853
12. CuluiiiuxcT"Avc.

Rt. 1, Box 233A
Westover, MD 21871
P.O. Box 123
Marion, MD 21838
214 Pine Knoll Dr.
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Rt. 2, Box 6447
Crisfield, MD 21817
11 Poplar St.
Crisfield, MD 21817
Rt. 3, Box 4/2-H

Princess Anne, MD 21853

r.U. BUX /LZ.

AH^P, MP ?181n

ALTERNATE PETIT JURORS
Box 261
UnDer Hill, >1D 21868
Rt. 1, Box 234
Westover, MD 21871

CASE

OCCUPATION

Housewife
(H) Purchasing Agent
Secretary/Student
Single
Carvel Hall Employee
Single
Production
(H) Mechanic
Secretary
CliJ Disabled
Real Estate Salesman
Single
Housewife
(H) Retired
Clerical-Office
(H) Farmer
Rubberset Employee
Single
Retired
Widow
Nursing Assistant
(H) Marketing Rep.
Laborer
Single
Telephone Operator 111
(H) Retired
Gas Serviceman
CW) Manager
Unit Coordinator
(H) Waterman

Broiler Grower
CHI Self-Emploved
Retired
(W) Housewife

Drywall Contractor
(W) Cafeteria Manager
Admission Clerk
Separated
Teacher's Aide
Single
Teacher
(W) Acct. Clerk
Housewife
(H) Retired
Bartender
(H) Electrician

Unemployed _^_^____

—(H) Realtor

Production Line
CH) Machine Operator
Self-Employed
(W) Part-time Secretary

JUROR
NO-

59

95

145

123

&_

55

181

122

6

199

25

61

127

140

195

98

53

100 |

150

190-

82

87

164

104

167

• 184

68



SEPTEMBER TERM, 1986

C 'CUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

EXTRA PETIT JURY PANEL

No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Case

STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

No. Name

Age - Education

Address Occupation Juror No.

55. Lois Somers Riggin
58 - H. S. Grad.

15 Hall Hghy
Crisfield, MD 21817

Store Keeper
(H) Store keeper

42

56.

I 59. A

j 60/

62.

63.

64.

65.

6 V
67.

68.

69.

70.

71tX
72.

74.

Calvin Glenn Whitney
22 - 12 yrs.
Livingston A. Collins
29 - H.S. Grad.
Norman Ellis Bromley
37 - 12 yrs.

• John Oullen Mills ~
"64 • II. S. Grad.
Barbara Ann Waters
4 0 - 1 2 yrs.
Ruth Simpkins Widdowson
59 - 11th grade
Dorothy Mae Rolley
55 -
Mary Long Harris
30 - B.A. Degree
Elizabeth Pinto Cottman
51 - H. S. Grad.
F. Russell Pinkerton
25 - B.A. Degree
Faith Bozman Phoebus
22 - 13 yrs.
Ida Lee Martin
60 - 12th grade
Gerald Wayne Welch
21 - 12 yrs.
Juanita Sturgis Quill en
60 - High School
"Virginia Estelle Thomas
20 - H.S. Grad.
Floyd George Bozman, Jr.
30 -
Dale Samuel Wiles
30 - High School
Met J. ̂di u L 11* June 3

53 - High Ochool
Bessie Mae Sterling
38 - 11 yrs

513 Greenwood Rd.
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Rt. 3, Box 508
Princess Anne, MD 21853
409 Jeffrey Ln.
Princess Anne, MD 21853
21 3 BimiHrdsim Ave.
Crisfield, MD—21817—
Rt. 1, Box 219-A
Crisfield, MD 21817
Rt. 3, Box 491
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Rt. 1, Box 198D
Marion, MD 21838
Rt. 1, Box 338
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Rt. 2
Princess Anne, MD 21853
22 E. Chesapeake Ave.
Crisfield, MD 21817
211 H. Beechwood St.
Princess Anne, MD 21853
202 Laird Ave.
Crisfield, MD 21817
Rt. 1, Box 311
Marion, MD 21838
RFD
Westover, MD 21871
37 Wynfall Ave.
Crisfield, MD 21817
Rt. 3, Box 354-B
Princess Anne, MD 21853
Rt. 1, Box 111
Princess Anne, MD 21853
BUA 277, R H —
Wootovcr-, MD—21871
333 Broadway
Crisfield, MD 21817

Tray Packer
Single
Truck Driver
(W) Clerk
Police Officer
(W) Dist. Court Employee

—Suafuud Wu^-kyr—
(W) Housewife
Housewife
(H) Laborer
Housewife
(H) Retired
Seafood Worker
(H) Custodian
Counselor
(H) Superintendent
Housewife
(H) Farmer
Minister/Lite ins. Agent
(W) Housewife
Deputy Clerk Cir. Ct.
Separated
Housewife
(H) Retired
Waterman
Single
Divorced

Lineworker
Single
Quality Control Manager
(W) Housewife
Computer Maintenance
Single
Housemother
Soparatod
Seafood Worker
(H) Correction Officer

73

96

149

88-

192

109

2

57

129

20

78

46

9

117

200

4

17



JURY LIST.

STATE OF MARYLAND
vs.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

In the Circuit COTT* for Somerset County,

No. 86-CR--00423

1 JANET CECILIA ROBERTS

2 CHARLES EUGENE TAYLOR

3 BRENDA SADIE COTTINGHAM

Sworn
cnV.D

Cfcoifenjjed
by State.

Ctiatlenscd
by Daf ended

Excused by
Jhc Courts

Selected snrf
Sv run en Jury.

5 PHILLIP ANTHONY BENTON

6 NICEY T. TURPIN

7 WILLIAM THOMAS ANDERSON

8 JAMES H. WHITTINGTON

9 MAREESA DEVONN BURNETTE

10 MARY LOU KING

11 GARY GRANT COLLINS

12 DAMON D. PRETTYMAN

13 DOROTHY J. DAUGHERTY

14 WILLIAM T. SMITH

15 BETTY FRANCES SPENCE

16 ARTHUR HAROLD TAWES

17 RUSSELL THOMAS CHARNICK

18

19

THOMAS ROSS STARR

WANDA LOU WHITTINGTON

20 VIRGINIA LONG HALL

21 DONALD BRADSHER

22 MELODY SMITH NELSON

V23 IDELLA FRANCES WARD

24 TRACY MARIE POLLITT

25 DORINE LAURENDA JOHNSON

26 CORA MASON WIDDOWSON

27 MAURICE LAWRENCE RUARK

28 SHARON LEE COLLINS

29 CONSTANCE LOUISE LORD

30 RAMONDA D. BELL

31 MARY LEE HASTINGS



PAGE 2 JURY LIST. PAGE 2

STATE OF MARYLAND
vs.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

miy,

No. 86-CR-00423

HUNT

Swor
onV. D by Stete. by

('lullcnoed 2-KCUSCI) by
the Court.

Bctcctot c
Sv.-r.rn c i ; •'

ad

33i LORENZO ROBERT CROPPER

34. CAROLYN WEBSTER HALL

35. MARTHA MAHAN SCHROCK

36. FOREWELL MADDOX, JR.

37. EMMA L. GABBERT

38. BRENDA HOLLAND MILLER

39. JAMES STANLEY LANE

j40L

41.

42,.

43.

44.

_JUANITA SIMMS POWELL _

RALPH NELSON EVANS

DEBORAH MARRINER WEBSTER

AGNES MAE CATLIN

CHARLES ELLSWORTH BLACK

•2.

46. RICHARD ALVIN MILLER

47. MARY LYNETTE CROCKETT

48.- SHIRLEY MAE HUTT

49.. LARRY STANLEY STERLING

50. MATTYE W. MIDDLETON

51. DORIS RIDGWAY MUIR

53. BERNICE PITTMAN 1/

54. JOHN VERNAL HARTMAN

55. LOIS SOMERS RIGGIN

56. CALVIN GLENN WHITNEY 1/

°7' LIVINGSTON A. COLLINS

58., NORMAN ELLIS BROMLEY

'

MILLS -a, JGHM

60. BARBARA ANN WATERS

61. RUTH SIMPKINS WIDDOWSON

62.
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STATE OF MARYLAND ;
vs.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

6 3 . MARY LONG HARRIS

6 4 . ELIZABETH PINTO COTTMAN

6 5 . F. RUSSELL PINKERTON

6 6 . FAITH BOZMAN PHOEBUS

6 7 . IDA LEE MARTIN

6 8 * GERALD WAYNE WELCH

6 9 . JUANITA STURGIS QUILLEN

7 0 . VIRGINIA ESTELLE THOMAS

7 1 . FLOYD GEORGE BOZMAN, JR .

7 2 . DALE SAMUEL WILES

't-t MABPAftFT W TONW

74. BESSIE MAE STERLING j£K/

•.

Sworn
on V. D

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

Y LIST.

In the Circuit Court for Somerset

No. 86-CR-00423

Chellenoed
by Stote,

-- -

| /

• ~ — ~

. ,...„,.„

Challenged
by Dofendnat

-- —

—• ~ - -

Excused by
the Court,

•

— — -

- • — —

•

Disqualified.

— - •

—

- — —

• • • • •••-

— — —

County,

Selected end
Sworn on Jury.

. , . . ._ .—.....
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STATE OF MAR^ J_AND '
vs.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

1 MARY LOU KING J </

2 CHARLES ELLSWORTH BLACK

3 MAURICE LAWRENCE RUARK

4 CORA MASON WIDDOWSON j

5 BRENDA SADIE COTTINGHAM J

6 LORENZO ROBERT CROPPER J

7 DORIS RIDGWAY MUIRJ

8 NICEY T. TURPIN J

9 AGNES MAE CATLIN J

J
10 ARTHUR HAROLD TAWES (FOREMAN)

11 MARTHA MAHAN SCHROCK/

12 GARY GRANT COLLINS V

1 3 MELODY SMITH NELSON (ALT. NO. 1)

14 RUSSELL THOMAS CHARNICK (ALT. NO.

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

Sworn
on V. D

2)

V LIST.

In the Circuit Court for Somerset County,

No. 86-CR-00423

Challenged
by State.

:

•

• • - —

— - - - -

— — —

Challenged
by Dafendnn

- • • —

Excused by
the Court.

- • • • -

• • • • • • -

Disqualified.

~ -

~ —

Selected and
Svvorn on Jury.

- - • ' ~

-

• — —

•

• • •



Office of

bp g>tatr'a At
for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

dayne M. Marcinko 235 South Madison Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21231

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

LogansC. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: January 21, 1987 J Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

)ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

aibe State's Attornrg
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

21853

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .,

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
a; the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date,, to tes-tify on belialf of the. State ;p,f. Maryiand.

tfayne M. Marcinko 235 South Madison Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21231

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan<7C. Widdows on
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

tit.

commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
"^Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987

>t-6 testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
Stat!eWp!f Maryland in the above-capt ioned case,

ot at your peril and have you the and there this

Date Issued: January 21, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to,._wi(t.ness on date indicated below.

3ate Served
Sher i ff's Department
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£E1]E State's Attorney
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

PRINCESS ANNE. MD 21853

651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
I 9 G 7 at 9:30 a .a-, an i / o r a a y subsequently c e s c h e d u led trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Marvlan

Mr. Robert Bowman

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

L o g a # C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County -

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

;

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the Stali of Mary land rn the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
wr it .

Date Issued: January 16, 1987 Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date in,4Jcat»d below.

U
Date Served \lL0WC**6& i>





OFFICE OF

«Jl]c *tatc's Attorney
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

PRINCESS ANNE, MD 21853

651-3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON

STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CJRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYEAND
Stanley Koamas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appfear
at the trial of this case on Monday thW'^tlx day of January
I 9$ 1 **•- %ny- -&-U-b-s-e<jtte-a11 jr. -geaflfte4u 1-Sd. tr.iaL—
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Mr. Robert Bowman X /-I6700 Gai-vey Road
Ba 11 icje c e , Mii^y 1 a rid "^

OFFICE OP THE STATE'S'-ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

J ' :
LogaSf C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

iBOVE NAMED:

GR.£E

>y commanded to appear before the.,: Circuit Co.un
for Guilty, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987

itify as to the truth of your kp.oi/l;adge on
3 si .

IT peril and h ou the and there
writ .

Issued: January 16, !l

I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ed and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
ty... »»•

~ Sher iff ' s Depar tiisent
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Office of

Wbt 8>tatp'n Attnrnejj
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

21BS3

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

—

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Donald 2929 Berwick Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by C
Logan Cv Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-capt iren esd" c as e .
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the a n d t fijj r e ;̂ t his
wr i t .

Date Issued: January 5, 1987 lerk
I. Theodore Phoebus- Tt

* as oSHERIFF'S RETURN -_ S_

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

<Eb* &tat**B Attornrg
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
nm

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. W1DDOWSON
STATE'S ATTORNEY

fuate of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Kosroas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

1O THE CLERIC- OF SAID O W R T t . . . . . .

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Monday the 26th day of January
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Donald 2928' Berwick Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
Fp.R SOMERSET COUNTY

by
Logan C<7 Widdowson
State's Attor'ne y
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 26th day of January 1987
at 9*30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Br.^#J, fail not at your peril and have you the and tnVre5this

:e Issued: January 5, 1987

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Suramoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

Date Served _____

I. Theodore Phoebus

\ Sheriff's Department

>b.





Office of

be State's Attnriwg
for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas .

* NO. C6-CR-004 2 3 Criminal Case

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Friday the 6th day of February
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

yiike Vatenos 8703 Delegge Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET"COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

IREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 6th day of February 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
jehalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Jereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: February 5, 1987 e r k
. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

)ate Served N
Sheriff's Department
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Office of

Sbf &tatr'H Attornnj
for Somerset County
PRINCE WtLLLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

21B53

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
Stanley Kosmas

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Friday the 6th day of February
1987 at 9:30 a.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Mike Vatenos 8703 Delegge Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY

^n
FOR SOMERSET'COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 6th day of February 1987
at 9:30 a.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: February 5, 1987 e r k

Summoned and copy delivered to witne

Date Served

I.TheodorePhoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

date indi 1 ow

Sha/f? i f f ' s Department
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State Circuit Court for Somerset County

v. State of Maryland

Kosmas Criminal Case #86CR00423

Verdict Sheet

1- Murder (First Degree)

Guilty Q

Not Guilty

2- Murder (Second Degree)

Guilty /2-

Not Guilty 0



~

STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

No. #6 l Criminal Case

(\Q/YY)0u3

In the Circuit Court for

Somerset County, Maryland

COMMITMENT PENDING FURTHER ACTION

STATE OF MARYLAND SOMERSET COUNTY TO WIT:

GREETINGS TO: WARDEN, SOMERSET COUNTY JAIL

You are hereby commaned to receive the body of

jjp ~/\QO yyr\ 6*0 ' t n e above named defendant, who is'-committed

for further action as follows:

Awaiting formal commitment and transfer to the Division of Correction

for a period of

Awaiting formal commitment to the Somerset County Jail for a period of

Awaiting further proceedings before the Circuit Court for Somerset

County.

OTHER DETENTION:

Bond has been set in the amount of $

ISSUED this Q^ day of

u , 19

CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR
SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
COURTHOUSE
PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853
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CIRCUIT COURT OF MARYLAND

STATE OF MARYLAND
Plaintiff

VS.
Defendant

PART 1

ITEMS:

PROPERTY RECEIVED AS EVIDENCE BY THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

DATE: / 9S 7 CASE

Placed in custody of Clerk or designee;

By

C 0<f////£ f). —Jd l~tW-S, d nf

Police Dept.

PROPERTY NO.

1. T\itJG

3.

4.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

13.

14.

ftfdTO GRftfH- ~

f d-0 TO & /f Q f H ~ U3o£> Y /// fid TO /710/S/

:

ftf-grd&Kflfri - f fi
L^ ()

fthro ~ C
lf

<r( J

/cr/ms = or- rfT
/fr - 7.3 lfi(L "Bye

/A L
FRam figs*, of LdUrfhZV

- b

17.

18.

19.

20.

£ A-f * ~

Officer Date Clerk or Designee Date

PART 11

Evidence Returned To:

Returned By:

Officer

Clerk of Court or Designee

Police Department

Date:



CIRCUIT COURT OF MARYLAND

STATE OF MARYLAND
Plaintiff

VS.
Defendant

PART 1

ITEMS:

PROPERTY RECEIVED AS EVIDENCE BY THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

DATE: 3?t /9J7 CASE NO. g(p-Cg-

Placed in custody of Clerk or designee: ifjCL-G d &J'/A/' & A • — J el //Vocj AJ

By Police Dept.

PROPERTY NO.

1.

2 .

3 .

4. ,

5 . /

7 . -

8 .

9.

10 .

1 1 .

12.

13.

1 4 .

15 .

16 .

17 .

18 .

1 9 .

20 .

ft.lHRi) b. - SVAT6<S£#¥>MS OT

$ Tflttl £ ~ fMi rd <o£#fHs Of fit
$ A^l( "3 . - S 'Vth j-oGRAfrts

'^fc^tzhs F(?dm "fa)M

•

1 o rfi- /J

Officer Date Clerk or Designee Date

PART 11

Evidence Returned To:

Returned By:

Police Department_
Officer

Date:
Clerk of Court or Designee
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MICHAEL E. MARR, P. C. *

RICHARD D. BENNETT, P. C.

ROBERT B. SCARLETT *

PHILIP H. LOHREY, JR.

"ALSO ADMITTED IN D. C.

MARK S BENNETT
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

, PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

SUITE 43O

IO NORTH CALVERT STREET

BALTIMORE. MD. 21202

TELEPHONE

(3OI) 5 3 9 - 4 2 5 O

•4 99-4181 BALTLAW

OF C OU NSEL

JOSEPH F.CUNNINGHAM

WASHINGTON OFFICE

5O39 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N.W.

WASHINGTON, D. C. 2 0 0 0 8

March 4, 1987

Ms. Dottie M. Phillips
Deputy Clerk for Criminal
Courthouse
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

RE: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No.: 86-CR-00423

Dear Ms. Phillips:

This firm has been retained by Michael S. Kosmas, Personal
Representative of the Estate of Marialane A. Kosmas and by Michael
S. Kosmas individually to represent him in all matters arising out
of the Decendent's death. I believe my law clerk spoke with you
regarding Notice to us of a sentencing date in the above-captioned
case so that we may be present to determine any conditions of bail
which may or may not be set.

Thank you for your attention and consideration to this
matter.

Sincerely,

MARR & BENNETT

Richard D. Bennett

RDB/lmp
cc: Mr. Michael S. Kosmas

COPY OF NOTICE OF SENTENCING DATE MAILED TO THE ABOVE,AS REQUESTED,ON MONDAY, MARCH 9,
1987.
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Circuit Olourl uf Somerset (Eountg

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS, CLERK

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853

Date: March 9, 1987

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

TO: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
c/o Somerset County Jail
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853 No. 86-CR-00423

Re. State of Maryland
vs

Stanley Michael Kosmas

The above case has been scheduled as follows:

SENTENCING, Friday, March 20, 1987 at 2:00 P.M.

You must report to the second floor of the Court House, Court Room, Princess Anne, Maryland,
on the day and hour mentioned above.

Any questions with regard to this notice should be directed to The Honorable Logan C Widdowson
The State's Attorney for Somerset County, Prince William Street, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853. The
State's Attorney's telephone number is 651-3333. •

Very truly yours,

(Mrs.) Dottie M. Ph i l l ips

Assignment Clerk
651-1555

CC: The Honorable Logan C. Widdowson
Defendant's Attorney - Russell J. White, Esquire, Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and
Surety— Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire

. , , f~ Scott Shellenberger, Esquire
Address or surety C Q p Y ^^ T Q. M i c h a e l A # Pulver, Esquire

Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204



REPUBLICAN
CENTRAL
COMMITTEE
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

'6, 1997

f>2

*

SUITE 104/31 ALLEGHENY AVENUE/TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
3T3
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STATE OF MARYLAND No- Criminal Case

VS.

j71.

In the Circuit Court for

Somerset County, Maryland

COMMITMENT PENDING FURTHER ACTION

STATE OF MARYLAND SOMERSET COUNTY TO WIT:

GREETINGS TO: WARDEN, SOMERSET COUNTY JAIL

You are hereby commaned to receive the body of

''IASP^AJOUIJ /\ 6<^Tr\y(%^> > the above named defendant, who isHfomraitted

for further action as follows:

Awaiting formal commitment, and transfer to the Division of Correction

for a period of

Awaiting formal commitment to the Somerset County Jail for a period of

Awaiting further proceedings before the Circuit Court for Somerset

County.

OTHER DETENTION: V

Bond has been set in the amount of $

ISSUED this^^? - '_ day of

CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR
SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND
COURTHOUSE -
PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853



CIRCUIT COURT FOR
Located at

SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLABB
Court Address

USE, PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
Zip Code

21853
Telephone

651-1551

State of Maryland

vs.

Case No(s). 86-CR-00423

Defendant

Tracking No.

Date Sentence Imposed

Baltimore County 86-CR-1648

COMMITMENT RECORD

TO: Commissioner of Correction Warden/Sheriff of Jail/Detention Center
YOU ARE DIRECTED to receive the above named Defendant who has been sentenced and is hereby committed

The Defendant has been found guilty as to:to your custody by JUDGE

Case/Count/
Offense No.

Charge (Second Degree) Art. Sec.

Sentence
Concurrent with Consecutive to Case/Count/Offense No.

Case/Count/
Offense No.

Charge Art. Sec.

Sentence
Concurrent with Consecutive to Case/Count/Offense No.

Case/Count/
Offense No.

Charge Art. Sec.

Sentence
Concurrent with Consecutive to Case /Count /Offense No.

SPLIT
SENTENCE

All but is/are suspended and the Defendant is placed on probation for a period

of commencing upon release of Defendant from incarceration, either by means of
mandatory release or parole, whichever occurs first. A copy of the Order for Probation is attached.

The total time to be served is

A. begin on

Y e a r s

including 39

and is to run concurrently with the sentence imposed in Case No.

unserved sentence.

and shall (complete either A or B):

days credit for time served before sentencing (Art. 27, §638C)

and any other outstanding or

B. run consecutively to the sentence imposed in Case No.

unserved sentence and Defendant is to be given

and to any other outstanding or

days credit for time served before sentencing.

ADDITIONAL SENTENCING INFORMATION:

I I Commitment is for execution of previously suspended sentence after Defendant was found in violation of probation.
I Sentencing modification. This commitment supersedes commitment issued on: |

ATTACHMENTS HERETO INCLUDE: Q, Additional Sentence(s);
I I Order for Reimbursement of Public Defender; | | Other:

Order for Probation; | [ Conditions of Parole;

TRULY taken from the record of this Court.
WITNESS my Hand and the Seal of said Court this date:

] Appeal Bond set at $

Form No. 4-3501a

Clerk of Court I

Distribution: White — Custodian • Canary — Court File • Pink — Defendant



MARYLAND SENTENCING
GUIDELINES WORXSHEET

OfFENDER HJ Last. First. Middle)

Si/9*Jleu
DOCKET NUMBER

MTHMTE

* / /i
Male

Female

White Q Hispanic

Black | j" Other

JURISDICTION J1AJE OF OFFENSE DATE OF PLEA/VERDICT DATE OF SENTENCING

NUMBER Of CONVICTED
COUNTS AT THIS
SENTENCING EVENT

WORKSHEET ft . -OF

CRIMINAL EVENT #.

PSI SENTENCING JUDGE

I No

•Sf/?/'JWTANT COUNT TITLE MD. CODE, ART. 8. SECTION

; ¥//
DISPOSITION TYPE (Check Only One)

Plea

f""l Binding Plea Agreement as to
Actual Sentence

("1 Binding Plea Agreement as to
Sentence Maximum Or Range
of

LJ Non Binding Recommendation
of

•—I No Plea Agreement

D Other

Court Trial

Contested Facts,
No Plea Agreement
Uncontested Facts,
Contested Legal Issue

Jury Trial

OFFENSE SCORE (Offense Against a Person Only)

A. Seriousness Category of Instant Count
1 = V - VII
3 = IV
5 = 111

((§
10 = 1

B. Victim Injury
0 = No Injury
1 = Injury, Non-Permanent

£2)= Permanent Injury or Death

C. Weapon Usage
0 = No Weapon Used

(j)= Weapon Other Than Firearm Used
2 = Firearm Used

D. Special Vulnerability of Victim
( 0 > N o

OFFENDER SCORE

A. Relationship to CJS When Instant Count Occurred
{oj- None or Pending Cases

1 = Court or Other Criminal Justice Supervision

B. Juvenile Delinquency
( f j / Not More Than One Finding of Delinquency

1 = Two or More Findings Without Commitment nr
One Commitment

2 = Two or More Commitments

C. Prior Adult Criminal Record
(_C>= None

1 = Minor
3 = Moderate
5 = Major

D. Prior Adult Parole/Probation Violations

1 =Yes
l = Y e s

TOTAL OFFENSE SCORE 0 TOTAL OFFENDER SCORE

GUIDELINE RANGE

[QH-
OVERALL GUIDELINE RANGE

ACTUAL SENTENCE

REASONS (If Actual Sentence Differs From Guideline Sentence)

INSTITUTIONAL/PAROLE RECOMMENDATION

•Xr&VSi. ATTORNEY

AJA/t?,
STATE'S ATTORNEY

A?,'cAa&/
i inar« <SICNITI IHF '/'.?•CRKHEET COMPLETED BY JUDGE'S SIGNATURE

/-/nur/ / .
JUDGE (White); AOC (Blue); PROBATION (Green); FILE (Yellow); PROSECUTION (Pink); DEFENSE (Gold)
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MICHAEL E. MARR, P C *

RICHARD D. BENNETT, P. C*

ROBERT B. SCARLETT*

PHILIP H. LOHREY, JR.

DONNA M. LARKIN

* ALSO ADMITTED IN D. C.

MARR 8 BENNETT
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

SUITE A3O

IO NORTH CALVERT STREET

BALTIMORE, MD. 21202

TELEPHONE

(3OI) 5 3 9 - 4 2 5 O

•4 99-4181 BALTLAW

OF COUNSEL

JOSEPH F.CUNNINGHAM

WASHINGTON OFFICE

5O39 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N. W.

WASHINGTON, D. C. 2OOO8

March 24, 1987

The Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins
Judge of the Circuit Court
for Somerset County
Courthouse
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley Michael Kosmas
Case No. 86-CR-00423

Dear Judge Simpkins:

This law firm represents the son of the Defendant, Michael S.
Kosmas and the Estate of the murder victim in this case, Marialane
Kosmas. Suffice it to say, the interests of Michael S. Kosmas and
the Estate of his mother are adverse to those of his father, Stanley
Michael Kosmas. Accordingly, on behalf of Michael Kosmas, his two
minor siblings and the Estate we would reguest that the Defendant not
be permitted to use the family home or any business assets as
security for any appeal bond in this case.

We would certainly be prepared to brief this question and appear
before the Court to indicate our position.

Respectfully yours,

MARR & BENNETT

Richard D. Bennett

RDB:lam
cc: Russell J. White, Esquire

Peter G. Angelos, Esquire
Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire
Scott Shellenberger, Esquire
Michael A. Pulver, Esquire
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J. EARLE PLUMHOFF

NEWTON A. WILLIAMS

WILLIAM M- HESSON, JR.*

THOMAS J. RENNER

WILLIAM P. ENGLEHART, JR.

STEPHEN J. NOLAN*

ROBERT L. HANLEY, JR.

ROBERT S. GLUSHAKOW

DOUGLAS L. BURGESS

LOUIS G. CLOSE, HI

•ALSO ADMITTED IN D.C.

LAW OFFICES

, Wi*uMim.€9ww &s W I L L I A M S

CHARTERED

2O4 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

OF COUNSEL

RALPH E. DEITZ

•S-CT2B LIBERT"?
TOWSON, MARYLAND 2I2O4 RANDALLSTOSWN^ARYLAN

(3OI) 823-7800 / (3OI) 922-2121

March 26, 1987

RUSSELL J. WHITE

Honorable Lloyd L. simpkins
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House
princess Anne, Maryland 21853

RE:

Dear Judge Simpkins:

State v. Stanley Kosmas

You mentioned to me that you had received a letter from
the Defendant's son, Michael, following Mr. Kosmas' conviction,
but prior to his sentencing. From what you told me, I gather the
letter pertained to either the sentencing or the setting of a appeal
bond.

I would like to request a copy of that letter. An appeal
is being filed on behalf of Mr. Kosmas and I believe that the infor-
mation contained in Michael's letter to you might relate in some way
to some important aspect of this case including the possibility of
setting an appeal bond. I trust that you will agree that I am entitled
to a copy of this letter.

Thank you for all of your many courtesies.

Very truly yours,

Russell J. White

RJW/pdb
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21853
(301) 651--1630

SUcyfc SL ©impkins

March 2 7 , 1987

Russell J. White, Esquire
204 West Pennsylvania Ave.
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State v. Kosmas
Case #86CR00423
Somerset County Circuit Court

Dear Mr. White:

In compliance with your request of March 26th, I am
sending a copy of the letter received from Michael
Kosmas and that received from Richard D. Bennett, Esquire.

The same is being sent to the State's Attorney's office.

Respectfully,

L. vSi

-H,
Lloyd L. Simpkins
Chief Judge

LLS/lf
cc: Michael Pulver, Esquire

file
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs .

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

NOTICE OF APPEAL

MR. CLERK:

Pursuant to the Annotated Code of Maryland, Courts and

Judicial Proceedings Article Section 12-301, please enter an

Appeal to the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland from the

judgment and sentence in the above-captioned case.

1

RUSSELL J. WHITE
204 West Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 823-7800

PETER G. ANGELOS
Union Park Center
5905 Harford Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214
(301) 426-3200

Attorneys for Defendant
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this .<O' day of

1987, a copy of the aforegoing Notice of Appeal was mailed,

postage prepaid, to Michael Pulver, Esquire and Scott

Shellenberger, Esquire, Office of the State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue,

Towson, Maryland 21204.

RUSSELL J. WHITE
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J. EAHLE PLUMHOFF

NEWTON A.WILLIAMS

WILLIAM M. HESSON, JR.*

THOMAS J. RENNER

WILLIAM P. ENGLEHART, JR.

STEPHEN J. NOLAN*

ROBERT L. HANLEY, JR .

ROBERT S. Gl-USHAKOW

DOUGLAS L. BURGESS

LOUIS G. CLOSE, m

•ALSO ADMITTED IN D.C.

LAW OFFICES

, Pi.UTMHlKOUK'il'' Mi WlILiLK AMS3
C lH AIt-jriM Hi MX»

2O4 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 2I2O4

(3OI) 823-7800

OF COUNSEL

RALPH E. DEITZ

9O26 LIBERTY ROAD

RANDALLSTOWN, MARYLAND 21133

(3OI) 922-2121

RUSSELL J. WHITE

April 2, 1987

Mr. Robert c. Cochran
Circuit Court for Wicomico County
Court House
Salisbury, Maryland 21801

RE: State v. Stanley Kosmas
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Case: 86 CR 00423

Dear Mr. Cochran:

A Notice of Appeal has been filed to the Court of Special
Appeals of Maryland in the above-entitled case. Please prepare a
transcript of the trial. Please advise if you need an advance pay-
ment .

Kindest regards.

Very truly yours,

Russell J. white

RJW/pdb
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J. EARLE PLUMHOFF

NEWTON A. WILLIAMS

WILLIAM M. HESSON, JR.*

THOMAS J. RENNER

WILLIAM P. ENCLEHART, JR.

STEPHEN J. NOLAN*

ROBERT I . HAN LEY, JR.

ROBERT S. GLUSHAKOW

DOUGLAS L. BURGESS

LOUIS G. CLOSE, HI

'ALSO ADMITTED IN D.C.

LAW OFFICES

, P L U M an©HT a* & W I L L I A M S
C IIS AHTK MKJ»

2O4 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 2I3O4

(301) B23-78OO

OF COUNSEL

RALPH E. DEITZ

9O26 LIBERTY ROAD

RANDALLSTOWN, MARYLAND 21133

(3OI| 922-2121

RUSSELL J. WHITE

April 2, 1987

Mr. E. Austin Baker
Circuit court for Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

RE: State v. Stanley Kosraas
Case: 86 CR 00423

Dear Mr. Baker:

A Notice of Appeal has been filed to the Court of Special
Appeals of Maryland in the above-entitled case. Please prepare a
transcript of the trial. Please advise if you need an advancy pay-
ment .

Kindest regards.

Very truly yours,

... (£* : &&
Russell j. White

RJW/pdb
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MICHAEL E. MARR, P. C. *

RICHARD D. BENNETT, P. C.

ROBERT B. SCARLETT *

PHILIP H. LOHREY, JR.

"ALSO ADMITTED IN D. C.

MAKR 8 BENNETT
'ATTORNEYS AT LAW

A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

SUITE 43O

IO NORTH CALVERT STREET

BALTIMORE, MD. 21202

TELEPHONE

(3OI) 539-425O

499-4181 BALTLAW

OF COUNSEL

JOSEPH F. CUNNINGHAM

WASHINGTON OFFICE

5O39 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N.W.

WASHINGTON, D. C. 2OOO8

April 3, 1987

Ms. Dottie M. Phillips
Deputy Clerk for Criminal
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No. 86-CR-00423

Dear Ms. Phillips:

Please provide me with any documents regarding the
disposition of the Defendant, Stanley Michael Kosmas, pursuant to
his recent sentencing appearance before the Honorable Lloyd L.
Simpkins.

Thank you for your cooperation and attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

MARR & BENNETT

A

RSJ/lmp
cc: R. Samuel Jett, Jr., Esguire

obert S. Jett,

April 6, 1987

Copy of Docket Entries mailed to the above on April 6, 1987.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs •

STANLEY KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

MOTION TO SET BAIL

The Defendant, Stanley Kosmas, by his attorneys, Russell

J. White and Peter G. Angelos, respectfully represents unto this

Court:

1. That the Defendant was convicted in this Court on

February 9, 1987 of second degree murder.

2. On March 20, 1987 the Defendant was sentenced to the

Department of Corrections for a period of twenty-six (26) years.

3. On April 3, 1987 an appeal was filed to the Court of

Special Appeals of Maryland and said appeal is presently pending.

4. It is respectfully requested at this time that this

Court set a reasonable bail so that the Defendant may be released

pending the outcome of said appeal.

5. That during the entire time the Defendant was

charged in this case he was released on bail, during which time

there were no incidents which involved any misconduct of any

type on behalf of the Defendant.
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6. That the Defendant is desirous of working to help

finance his appeal and to supervise his two (2) younger

children.

7. That if released, the Defendant would have no con-

tact with any of the State's witnesses and would abide by any

and all conditions set forth by this Court or by any other

supervising agency.

8. That the Defendant desires a hearing to rebut any

assertions made by Michael Kosmas in a letter to this Court

prior to sentencing.

9. That the Defendant's conduct since being incarcerated

has been impeccable.

Respectfully submitted,

u
RUSSELL J.
204 West Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 823-7800

PETER G. ANGEEOSiX
Union Park Center
5905 Harford Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214
(301) 426-3200
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I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this day of , 1987,

a copy of the aforegoing Motion To Set Bail was mailed, postage

prepaid, to Michael pulver, state's Attorneys Office for Baltimore

County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson,

Maryland 21204.

RUSSELL J.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

MOTION FOR MODIFICATION

The Defendant, Stanley Kosraas, by his attorneys, Russell

J. White and Peter G. Angelos, respectfully moves this Court to

reduce his sentence under Rule 4-345(b) of the Maryland Rules.

1. That the Defendant was convicted in this court on

February 9, 1987 of second degree murder.

2. On March 20, 1987, the Defendant was sentenced to

the Department of Correction for a period of twenty-six (26)

years.

3. That the Defendant has no prior criminal record.

4. That the Defendant is well-respected in his

community.

5. That the Defendant has two (2) young children that

need the Defendant to supervise and care for them.

6. That the Defendant has a reputation for being a

hard working man.
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7. That the Defendant requests this Court to grant a

hearing on this Motion.

WHEREFORE, the Defendant prays:

A) That this Honorable Court modify or reduce the

sentence imposed on March 20, 1987,

B) And for any other and further relief as the nature

of his cause may require.

204 West Pennsylvania Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 823-7800

PETER G. ANGELOS
Union Park Center
5905 Harford Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214
(301) 426-3200

•
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I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this day of

1987, a copy of the aforegoing Motion For Modification was

mailed, postage prepaid, to Michael Pulver, Assistant State's

Attorney for Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401

Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

RUSSELL J. WHIT

39/
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

CASE NO. 8 6 CR 00423

STATE'S OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SET BAIL

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

Baltimore County, and Michael A. Pulver and Scott D. Shellenberger,

Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, and in Opposition

to Defendant's Motion to Set Bail, respectfully states:

1. That on February 9, 1987, the Defendant was found

guilty of the strangulation death of his wife, Marialane Kosraas.

2. That the sentence imposed was just and reasonable under

all the circumstances.

3. That the witnesses against the Defendant in this case

included family members and neighbors.

4. That having been convicted of this murder, there is no

overriding reason why he should not be made to serve his sentence

regardless of whether he has filed an appeal.

5. The fact that the Defendant was not involved in any

misconduct prior to sentencing or that he has behaved properly

since incarceration is no reason to excuse him from serving

his sentence while his appeal is pending.

WHEREFORE, the State respectfully requests that the Court

deny the Defendant's Motion to Set Bail pending appeal.

\ri /!

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

SCOTT D. SHELLENBERGER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Set Bail was mailed this
12 **" day of May, 1987, to Russell J. White, Esquire,
204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 and to
Peter G. Angelos, Esquire, Union Park Center, 5905 Harford ,Road,
Baltimore, Maryland 21214.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
583-6610

MAP/SDS/jll
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 00423

STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR MODIFICATION OF SENTENCE

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

Baltimore County, and Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's

Attorney for Baltimore County, and respectfully submits

the following in Answer to Defendant's Motion for Modification

of Sentence:

1. That on February 9, 1987, the Defendant was found

guilty of the strangulation death of his wife, Maria Kosmas.

2. That on March 20, 1987, this Court sentenced the

Defendant to the Department of Correction for 26 years as a

result of his conviction for Second Degree Murder.

3. That all the reasons set forth by the Defendant in

his present Motion for Modification were presented to this

Court on March 20, 1987 when this Court imposed sentence.

4. That the sentence imposed was just and reasonable

given the circumstances of this case.

5. That the Defendant has shown nothing new since the

time this Court imposed that sentence.

WHEREFORE, the State respectfully requests that this Court

deny the Defendant's Motion for Modification.

H
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
State's Attorney for Baltimore County
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MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Answer to Defendant's Motion for Modification of Sentence
was mailed this /Q "^ day of May, 1987, to Russell J. White,
Esquire, 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204
and to Peter G. Angelos, Esquire, Union Park Center, Baltimore,
Maryland 21214.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
583-6610

MAP/j11
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(Circuit 01 our t of ^axmtssi (Homttg

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS, CLERK

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853

May 14, 1987
Date:

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

TO: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
Commissioner of Correction
MRDCC No. 86-CR-00423
550 E. Madison Street • Rfi State of Maryland
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 vs

Stanley Michael Kosmas

The above case has been scheduled as follows:

HEARING ON MOTION TO SET BAIL AND MOTION FOR MODIFICATION,
Wednesday, June 10, 1987 at 1:00 P.M.

You must report to the second floor of the Court House, Court Room, Princess Anne, Maryland,
or. :he .'.ay and hour mentioned above.

A:.-, questions with regard to this notice should be directed to The Honorable login C. r/iduOW
The S: -e's Attorney for Somerset County, Prince William Street, Princess Anne, Maryland 21S53. The
Stare's Attorney's telephone number is 651-3333.

Very truly yours,

(Mrs.) Do t t i e M. P h i l l i p s

Assignment Clerk
651-1555

CC: I ne Honorable logan C. V/iddowscn
Defendant's Attorney - Russell J. White, Esquire and Peter G. Angelos, Esquire

Surety —

Address of Surety

Kile COPIES MAILED TO: Michael A. Pulver, Esquire
Scott D. Shellenberger, Esquire
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Boxley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204



Office of

®b* &tat*'n Attnrnrg
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs .

Stanley Micahel Kosmas

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS AD PROSEQUENDUM

Your petitioner, Edmund L. Widdowson, Jr., Assistant State's
Attorney for Somerset County, respectfully represents unto this
Honorable Court the following:

1. That the Defendant stands before the Court for Motion fo
Modification and Motion to Set Bail.

2. That the above-captioned case is set for a hearing
on Wednesday, June 10, 1987 at 1:00 p.m. in the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland.

3. That the said Stanley Michael Kosmas is presently in
the custody of the Commissioner of Corrections.

WHEREFORE, your petitioner prays that this Honorable Court
sign an Order commanding the Commissioner of Corrections,
D.O.C. Transportation Unit, 550 East Madison Street,
Baltimore, Maryland 21202, have Stanley Michael Kosmas in
the Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland at Princess
Anne, Maryland on or before 1:00 p.m. on Wednesday, June 10,
1987.

Edmund L. Widdowson
Assistant State's Attorney
for Somerset County

State of Maryland, Somerset County, to wit:

I hereby certify, that on this 15th day of May 1987,
personally appeared Edmund L. Widdowson, Jr., Assistant State's
Attorney for Somerset County, and made oath in due form of law
that the matters and facts set forth are true to the best of his
knowledge, information and belief.

Notary Pub lie T
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Office of

2tbj #latr'a Attorn?;}
for Somerset

21B33

TELEPHONE 65

County

1-3333

LOGAN C. W1DDOWSON
STATE'S ATTDHNEV

ORDER OF COURT

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition, it is
thereupon, this /£ ^ day of May 1987, by the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland,

Ordered that the Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosequendum issue
in this case as prayed and the same be returnable at 1:00 p.m. o
Wednesday, June 10, 1987, in the Circuit Court for Somerset
County, Maryland.
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RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

.NO INSURANCE COVERAGE PROVIDED
NOT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL

(See Reverse)

Sent to

Commissioner of Corrections
jD.O.C. Transportation Unit
550 East M«disnn Street
Baltimore, MD rZX202
Postage

•3C

Certified Fee O
Ul

ivery Fe»Special Del

Restricted Delivery Fee to

Return Receipt showing £J
to whom and Date Delivered"

Return Receipt showing to whom.
Date, and Address of Delivery

TOTAL Postagy and Fees

Postmark or Date



STICK POSTAGE STAMPS TO ARTICLE TO COVER FIRST CLASS POSTAGE,
CERTIFIED Mf «, AND CHARGES FOR ANY SELECTED OPTIONAL SERVICES, (se t)

1. If you want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right of the return address leaving
the receipt attached and present the article at a post office service window or hand it to your rural carrier,
(no extra charge)

2. If you do not want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right of the return address ot
the article, date, detach and retain the receipt, and mail the article.

' 3. If you want a return receipt, write the certified mail number and your name and address on a return
receipt card. Form 3811, and attach it to the frcnt of the article by means ot the gummed ends if space per-
mits. Otherwise, affix to back of article. Endorse front of article RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
adjacent to the number.

• f

4. If you want delivery restricted to the addressee, or to an authorized agent of the addressee, endorse
RESTRICTED DELIVERY on the front of the article.

5. Enter fees for the services requested in the appropriate spaces on the tront of this receipt. If return
receipt is requested, check the applicable blocks in item 1 of Form 3811. .

6. Save this receipt and present it if you make inquiry.



y STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY,,.TO WIT:

To The Commissioner of Correction

Greeting;

You are hereby commanded to have the body of Stanley Michael Kosmas,

d.o.b. August 13, 1933, detained under your custody as it is said by

whatsoever name he may be called, under a safe and secure conduct, before the

Circuit Court, for Somerset County, at the Court House, Princess Anne, Maryland

on Wednesday, June 10, 1987 on or before 1:00 o'clock p.m., for Hearings on

Motion for Modification and Motion to Set Bail in the case of the State of

Marylandvs, Stanley Michael Kosmas3 being Criminal Case No. 86~CR~00423 to be

heard at 1:00 p.m. on Wednesday, June 10.. 1987 and immediately after said

Stanley Michael Kosmas has been heard to return him to said prison, and have you

this writ.

As witness the Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins, Chief Judge of the First

Judicial Circuit of Maryland the 17th day of February, Nineteen Hundred and

Eighty-seven.

Issued May 18, 1987. ^ ,0 f >>> /)

.•,-••• C l e r k ~~ A""

ORDER OF COURT

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition, it is thereupon, this

15th day of-May 1987, by the Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland,

Ordered that the Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosequendum issue in this

case as prayed and the same be returnable at 1:00 p.m. on Wednesday, June 10,

1987, in the Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland.

iy£¥""- :' •'-">;;?i;":-.:-v '

/s/ Lloyd L. Simpkins
Judge of the Circuit Court for
Somerset County, Maryland

TRUE COPY TEST: V j * L _ ^ a « ^ ^ V s w ^ ^ clerk
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

STATE OF MARYLAND )

V. ) CASE NO. 86-CR-00423

STANLEY M. KOSMAS ) SENTENCING

March 20, 1987

Princess Anne, Maryland

The above-entitled matter came on for sentencing,

pursuant to notice, before the Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins,

presiding.

APPEARANCES:

On behalf of the State:

MICHAEL A. PULVER, ESQ.
SCOTT SCHELLENBERGER, ESQ.
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P R O C E E D I N G S

THE COURT: All right, gentlemen, we are here in

Criminal Case No. 423, State versus Kosmas. According to

my notes Mr. Kosmas was convicted of second degree murder

on the 9th of February, and we are here today for sentencing.

All right, who wants to be heard?

MR. WHITE: I will defer to the State.

MR. PULVER: Your Honor, as you said, on February the

9th the defendant was found guilty of second degree murder

after a lengthy jury trial. This Court is now in the

position of having to decide what is the appropriate sanctiojn,

the appropriate sentence to impose on the defendant for

having murdered his wife.

I am sure this Court has probably given it a lot of

thought already. The defendant took his wife's life.

What greater crime can there be than murder?

Obviously there is no greater crime than murder.

Arguably, the defendant had been wronged by his wife. For

whatever reason, she did start to see another man at one

point.

But even given that fact, given the fact that she

had wronged him, it certainly doesn't justify, it certainly

doesn't even mitigate, the taking of her life.

If anything was clear from the testimony this Court

heard, Maria Kosmas was a person who had a zest for life.
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I think it was clear that she was concerned about her

children and her family and maybe her affections for her

husband had dwindled. But her family was still important

to her. Her children were reaching the age where they

would start college. Her daughter would probably going to

school and maybe get married. All the things that are so

precious in life were taken from her, and the Court has

to ask itself why.

The reason is because she had done something to wrong

the defendant, and that something he could not tolerate

because of his ego, his pride. Quite frankly, legitimately

he was hurt, but certainly did not justify or permit him

to take her life.

Not only did he take her life, the manner he chose

to take her life, after first trying to hire somebody to

execute her, he then strangled her with a cord, and then

took her body and left it in a car, displayed in the

manner I am sure the Court recalls from photographs.

Another consideration this Court I think has to weigh

is what has this defendant done to show this Court that

he is remorseful for what he has done?

In spite of all the allegations from the State's

witnesses, one of which was his own son, the defendant took

the stand and told what his side of the story was.

Obviously the jury didn't believe that.

~
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I suggest this Court has seen and heard nothing to

indicate that the defendant has any remorse for what he

did. When he was on the stand he didn't even say he

regretted the fact that his wife was dead, that it caused

him great pain or grief.

I think there is no remorse on his part for what he

did. I think it was calculated a long time as to what

price she would pay, and he knew full well that sometime

that day would come.

In sentencing a person for the crime of murder I think

the Court has to start with the maximum because we are

talking about a human life and ask itself what have I

heard that would mitigate the crime that was committed,

the taking of that person's life? What would affect the

Court to say that this person's life, or the killing of

this person, deserves a lesser punishment than the maximum?

I would suggest to the Court that there really is

nothing here to minimize the punishment from 30 years.

It is the State's request that the Court impose a sentence

of 30 years for the killing of Maria Kosmas.

Thank you, Your Honor.

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, I have a couple of people,

friends of Mr. Kosmas, people you have heard from before,

but they came down here to speak on his behalf. Would

Your Honor permit them to come up and say a few words?

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

~

THE

MR.

statement

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

MR.

you would

MR.

20 years.

COURT:

WHITE:

from

COURT:

WHITE:

COOK:

COURT:

COOK:

COURT:

COOK :

WHITE:

like

COOK:

1179

Certainly. Sure.

Just come on up here. Can he make a

here?

Certainly.

State your name and who you are.

Ronald Cook.

How do you spell Cook?

C-o-o-k.

You testified here earlier, didn't you?

Yes, sir.

All right, Mr. Cook, there is something

to say on behalf of Mr. Kosmas?

I have known Mr. Kosmas for in excess of

My many many years of dealing with people in

the school system, dealing with thousands upon thousands —

THE COURT:

school teacher?

MR. COOK:

has contributed

community

You were a school teacher, or you are a

Yes. I have never met an individual that

as much to the students nor to the

as Steve. He has been a contributor, not a

contributee, in

influence

our society today. He has had a positive

and helped to direct thousands of young people

in the right and proper direction.

MR.

THE

WHITE:

COURT:

Thank you, Mr. Cook.

Thank you, Mr. Cook.
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MR. WHITE: Just state your name, please.

MR. WUENSCHEL: Robert F. Wuenschel, Jr.

MR. WHITE: Mr. Wuenschel, you also testified in

this case, is that correct?

MR. WUENSCHEL: Right, I did.

MR. WHITE: All right, is there something you would

like to tell the Court?

MR. WUENSCHEL: I have been a personal friend of

Steve's for seven to eight years. I taught his oldest son

for three years. I became very close to Steve during this

time. I can speak from the point of view that as a father

he loves his children. He is at a stage at life where

Alexis and Gregory really need Steve.

Like they said, he has been a school teacher. He is

a very good man. He works hard. He has the right proper

values. He has been a great influence on my life, and

I feel that he really is a good person and that his children

need him right now. He loves them very much and they need

his guidance.

MR. WHITE: Thank you, sir.

Your Honor, there are some obvious things that I am

sure the Court is aware of, but perhaps I should point it

out anyway. The Court knows the defendant up to the time

of his case had a completely unblemished record. Your

Honor has heard the testimony which was undisputed in this
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case of how he came over from Greece and how he was

educated here, graduated from college, went on and continuec

his college and graduate studies after that and became a

teacher.

Your Honor has heard the caliber of teacher that he

was in Baltimore County. Certainly he has contributed

greatly to the community through his efforts as a teacher.

Up to this time he has been a tremendous good family

man. He has been a steadying, favorable influence on his

children up to this time. He has cared for nothing except

his family.

He has worked all his life. I suppose that at this

time his life is kind of in shambles, at this particular

point. But I certainly think the exemplary way he has

conducted himself up to this time is certainly a mitigating

factor in this case, Your Honor.

I am not going to rehash anything about his life.

I don't think it is proper at this point to do that. Your

Honor has heard all of the evidence. The jury has rendered

its verdict.

I do think that assuming the correctness of the

verdict, there are mitigating factors. Even then Mr.

Assistant State's Attorney Mike Pulver says that there are

no mitigating factors because of the conduct of his wife.

Certainly if he had something to do with causing the death
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of his wife, which the jury has found that he did, there

is no question what the mitigating factors would be, of

pressure brought on by her promiscuous activity.

I have one other person who would just like to say

a couple of words, his daughter. Would you step up,

please, Alexis. She is a little nervous and young.

THE COURT: That is all right, Honey, just take your

time.

MR. WHITE: Say anything you would like to say.

MISS KOSMAS: All right. My name is Alexis. I just

wanted to say that, well, my younger brother and I, you

know, we have been living at home with my father, and he

has given us anything we need and have been a good father

and taken on, you know, the responsibility of me and my

brother, my brother and I.

I just wanted to say that right now, you know, we

still need a parent, and that, you know, some day we

should live together again, because, you know, my younger

brother and I should have someone older, a parent that we

have lived with all our lives, to help us out. So some

day we should.

THE COURT: Where have you and your brother been

living since the 9th of February?

MISS KOSMAS: In my house.

THE COURT: At home?

~
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MISS KOSMAS: Yes.

THE COURT: With who? Who lives with you?

MISS KOSMAS: My other brother.

THE COURT: Just the three of you, your older brother?

MISS KOSMAS: Yes.

THE COURT: The three of you?

MISS KOSMAS: Yes. Once in a while we have an over-

night guest.

THE COURT: I can't hear you.

MISS KOSMAS: Once in a while we will have an overnight

guest. I mean the three of us.

THE COURT: And your older brother is how old?

MISS KOSMAS: Eighteen.

THE COURT: Anything else?

MR. WHITE: Is there anything else you want to say?

THE COURT: Tell me anything you would like to. Don't

be bashful. Nobody is going to hurt you.

MISS KOSMAS: I know that. That is it.

MR. WHITE: Thank you. I don't think there is much

more I can say.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. WHITE: I have questioned Steve. Steve understands

that he has a right to allocution, Your Honor, at this

time, and he has discussed this with Mr. Angelos, and he

will remain silent at this time, Your Honor.
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THE COURT: There is nothing you want to say, Mr.

Kosmas? You do understand you have a right to tell us

anything you would like to.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir, I understand that.

THE COURT: You don't desire to tell me anything at

this time?

THE DEFENDANT: No.

THE COURT: Are you satisfied with the assistance

you have gotten from your attorneys?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: You have no quarrel with their services.

They have represented you in a competent fashion as far as

you know?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. WHITE: We are ready for sentencing.

THE COURT: Does he have any prior record of any

kind? I am assuming he doesn't.

MR. PULVER: No, Your Honor, no prior record.

THE COURT: All right, you can have a seat, all of

you. Mr. Kosmas, if you want to, you can remain seated.

First of all I want to warn the people in the court-

room that at no time during this sentencing will we

tolerate any showing of emotion by the spectators during

the remainder of these proceedings. It is pretty obvious
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to me during the course of the trial there was inter or

intra-family squabbling over this matter. But there will

be none of it here today.

Between now and the time of the sentence or after

the sentencing, sheriff, if you have any from anybody in

this courtroom or in the vicinity of this building — that

means the sidewalk — any arguing, fussing, shouting,

take them into custody, charge them with contempt, I will

be back next week and we will bring them over here and

discuss the matter. Am I understood?

THE SHERIFF: Yes.

THE COURT: All right. Now, the most difficult part

of trying a case isn't the actual trial of it, as you

gentlemen all know, but it is the sentencing. The trial

of the case is relatively easy. It is like umpiring a

ball game. All you have to do is try to be fair and

honest, fair to both sides, and any time a question comes

up, somewhere in that law library there is an answer to it.

If you don't know the answer, you postpone things until

you go find the answer.

As all of us know, there is no subject that is as

well-documented as the subject of law. Every question

has been answered somewhere by somebody else. All we have

to do is find it.

But that is not true once the jury brings back the

~
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verdict. Then we are on our own, because of the sentencing

there is no place you can go to get help. You have just

got to do the very best you can and hope you have done

the right thing and do what appears to be best under the

circumstances.

Now, there are many things that mitigate in favor of

Mr. Kosmas. As Mr. White said, he is a first-generation

immigrant. He came here and got himself a good education,

better than I expect 95 percent of the people that are born

here get.

He served in our military honorably. He got an

honorable discharge. He provided a very valuable service

to his community for a period of more than 20 years as a

successful teacher, and according to Mr. Cook, a very good

school teacher.

He has been a good neighbor, he was a good family man,

no question about that, up until this event. He was almost,

as far as I could determine, a perfect family man, and a

good citizen in the community. He had a good reputation

in his community.

There is no prior criminal record of any description.

He now has two teenage children that have no mother and

have a great need for a father to provide for them until

they are in a position to provide for themselves.

Also mitigating in his favor is the fact that his wife,

~

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



~ 1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

~

1187

her death probably resulted from her disloyalty to him.

Had she remained loyal, perhaps none of this would ever

have happened. So she wasn't entirely free of guilt her-

self.

I understand from our sheriff, I have had him talk

with the jailer in Worcester County about this man and

how he has conducted himself since he has been in jail.

I say the jailer in Worcester County, he's been held in

the Worcester County Jail, not in the Somerset County Jail,

They have a better jail than we have got. He has been

over there since the 9th, and the comment from the warden

over there is he would like to have 100 like him. He

is very courteous and very appreciative of everything that

you do for him and causes absolutely no problems in the

jail. He hasn't been that complimentary about some of

the people we have sent him over there.

On the other side of the coin, circumstances that

militate against mitigation that we have to take into

consideration, based upon what I believe from having heard

the testimony, his prior acts of violence against his

wife during the latter part of the marriage, physical

beatings caused obviously or apparently from his jealousy,

not being able to cope with his wife's disloyalty, and

that there were threats to kill his wife, intentionally

kill her.
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There was testimony he put her in fear of death by

holding a gun to her head for an extended period of time.

I think it was testified to I believe by his son, but

also we had one witness that testified that Mr. Kosmas

admitted to him that this in fact was true.

At one time there were threats that he would, before

he would see the marriage break up, he would kill his

children, his wife and himself. He would rather have that

happen than have the family dissolve, so to speak.

There were extended efforts on his part to make

arrangements to have his wife killed by hiring a hit-man.

This did not happen, it wasn't an isolated situation.

That happened over a period of months.

There is the fact that when his wife was reported

missing, he was guilty of delaying reporting it. He didn't

do the type of thing that most of us would do if we had

a child or a wife missing and a period of two or three

days where he had no idea where she was. He did very

little about it.

When he started to search himself, it was kind of a

half-hearted search, not the kind most of us would conduct

for a loved-one. Even though he had reason to believe I

think based on what I heard that there may have been some

foul play involved with his wife's death, he still kind

of was layed back about the whole thing in looking for her
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and what not, arranging to have someone else look for her.

He gave conflicting stories to individuals regarding

her whereabout1s when she was missing. He told one lady

she had gone Christmas shopping. He told other people

other things. He didn't tell the truth to these people.

He also told conflicting stories to other people

regarding the last time he had seen his wife. He told

one he saw her at 8:00 o'clock in the evening on the night

she disappeared, and another he saw her about 12:30 or

1:00. He told several different stories to several

different people.

The fact that he almost instantaneous with the

finding of his wife — I don't know whether he did it

before his wife was actually found or a few minutes after

she was found — but we know he had an attorney on the

telephone when the police reported to him that his wife

was found. He already was seeking counsel. That is

certainly not the act of a man that is totally innocent.

His lack of concern and remorse when the body was

discovered. My experience has been that when you walk

in and tell a man or woman that you found his child dead

or husband or wife dead, they are usually upset about it.

This man wasn't.

I have heard rumors that there have been some threats

made against members of the family by other members of the

~
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family. I think having heard the testimony, it is

obvious we would have to conclude after hearing all of the

evidence that this man was responsible for his wife's

death. I don't see how you could hear this testimony and

arrive at any other conclusion.

I think it is impossible after having heard the

evidence to reach a conclusion other than but for his

conduct, his wife would not have been murdered on that

particular occasion.

Now, it is not clear in my mind or thinking whether

he killed her or whether he arranged for somebody else

to kill her, but but for his conduct, she wouldn't have

been killed, not then.

She might not be alive now. Something else might

have happened to her to intervene. But she would have

been alive on the 17th of December or 18th of December.

Now, the maximum sentence allowable under the law

if I understand it is 30 years. The sentencing guidelines

range from 12 years to 20. But this is quite different

in my estimation than the normal second degree murder

case. In my opinion the defendant is fortunate that he

is not facing a first degree murder sentence.

It is the sentence of this Court that he be committed

to the custody of the Commissioner of Corrections for a

period of 26 years. He is to be given credit for the time

~
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he has served in the Worcester County Jail.

He has 30 days to file a petition or motion for

appeal. If he should do so, Mr. Kosmas, you should contact

the court reporter in writing within 10 days after you

note your appeal and request a copy of his transcript.

You also have 30 days from today to file a motion

with this Court for a review of your sentence. If that

is done your sentence will be reviewed by a three judge

panel. I will not be one of the three judges, unless

requested to act as an advisor.

At that time your sentence could be reduced or

it could be permitted to remain the same. Since you did

not get the maximum sentence of 30 years, it could be

increased by those three judges.

You also have 90 days from today in which to petition

this Court for a reduction of sentence.

He is in the custody of the sheriff's department.

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, may I ask the Court, would

the Court set an appeal bond?

THE COURT: Well, there are two things that go

through my mind on that, Mr. White. As you well know,

there is no Constitutional Right to it. There has been

no appeal noted, number one. Normally if I was even

considering doing it, I wouldn't do it until the appeal

would be filed.
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MR. WHITE: Assuming one would be filed.

THE COURT: And based on some of the things I have

heard and the feelings I have, I would be reluctant to

do it, sir.

MR. WHITE: If the appeal is filed, may we —

THE COURT: If you should note an appeal and want

to be heard on it, I would be glad to hear you. But it

would take a lot of convincing to convince me to do it.

MR. WHITE: I see. Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sheriff, he is in your custody. Is there

anything we should do here that we haven't done before we

have to do all this over again? Mr. State's Attorney,

do you know of anything?

MR. PULVER: Your Honor, not that I can think of.

THE COURT: Court is recessed.

(Whereupon, at 2:38 P.M. Court adjourned.)
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AIIT.

VS

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
(Bail)
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CHARGE

ARRAIGNED

TRIAL

PLEA

SENTENCE

REPORTER

DATE

3/27/86 MURDER

JUDGE

JUDGE

VERDICT

STATES ATTY.

CLERK'S MEMORANDUM NO.



Received of I. Theodore Phoebus, Clerk of the Circuit Court for Somerset

County, Maryland, all of the original papers, certified copy of docket entries

and statement of costs in the case of State of Maryland versus Stanley Michael

Kosmas (Volumes 1 through 6) same being No. 86-CR-00423 Case in said

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland.

Clerk of the Court of Special Appeals
of Maryland

Date:



6

•

FILED

2 5oPM'87

I8ER NO



STATE OF MARYLAND

vs .

STANLEY KOSMAS

IN THE

, * CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Gregory Kosmas

6702 Garvey Road
Rosedale, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 1:00 p.m. on Wednesday, June 10, 1987 to

. . . . - . . . . . • . . . ' . • -

testify on behalf of the Defendant, Stanley Kosmas.

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.
. . .-.••• • . . - . - , I

Angelos and Gary J. Ignatowski, Attorneys for Defendant, whose

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

Clerk



I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this

Subpoena to V on this

day of , 1987.

Signature

Title



Fl! F

JUN -J7
RECo
LIR;

^ ' " • • s u S n r
-T - • -_ DEPUTY



- ~

STATE OF MARYLAND

vs .

STANLEY KOSMAS

IN THE

' * CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

i: : : ; ; • SUBPOENA
; > ' • • " - - • - . - • • ' • • • . ' '

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Alexis Kosmas
6702 Garvey Road
Rosedale, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court of Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 1:00 p.m. on Wednesday, June 10, 1987 to

testify on behalf of the Defendant, Stanley Kosmas.
I

This Subpoena is requested by Russell J. White, Peter G.

Angelos a.nd Gary J. Ignatowski, Attorneys for Defendant, whose
•

address is 204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204
I

and whose telephone number is (301) 823-7800.

DatrC Clerk
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this

on thisSubpoena to

day of , 1987.

is
Signature

Title
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J. EARLE PLUMHOFF

NEWTON A. WILLIAMS

WILLIAM M. HESSON, JR.*

THOMAS J. RENNER

WILLIAM P. ENGLEHART, JR.

STEPHEN J. NOLAN*

ROBERT L. HANLEY, JR.

ROBERT S. GLUSHAKOW

DOUGLAS L. BURGESS

LOUIS G. CLOSE, HE

*ALSO ADMITTED IN D.C.

LAW OFFICES

, PLUMHOFF & WILLIAMS

ClI ARTKRED

2O4 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 2I2O4

(3OI) 823-7800

June 17, 1987

OF COUNSEL

RALPH E. DEITZ

9O26 LIBERTY ROAD

RANDALLSTOWN, MARYLAND 21133

(3OI) 922-2121

RUSSELL J. WHITE

Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins
Circuit Court for Somerset county
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

RE: State v. Stanley Kosmas
Case: 86 CR 00423

Dear Judge Simpkins:

It is respectfully requested that you reschedule
the hearing in the above-entitled case with regard to Motions
for Modification and Setting of Appeal Bail. I recently received
a letter from my client requesting that I do not subpoena his
children. He feels that this may place too much pressure on
them.

My client also requests that the hearing be
scheduled, if possible, in the early morning hours so that he
will not have to sit handcuffed in a van for seven hours waiting
for the hearing.

Thank you very much for all of your courtesies.

Very truly yours,

RJW/pdb

cc: Michael Pulver, Esquire

Russell J. White
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(Circuit Court of Somerset Olouutg

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS, CLERK

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853

Date: •Tniv 70. 1QR7

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

TO. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
Commissioner of Correction
MRDCC
550 E. Madison Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re:

No. 86-CR-00423
State of Maryland

vs
Stanley Michael Kosmas

The above case has been scheduled as follows:

HEARING ON MOTION TO SET BAIL AND MOTION FOR MODIFICATION,
Thursday, September 10, 1987 at 1:00 P.M.

You must report to the second floor of the Court House, Court Room, Princess Anne, Maryland,
on the day and hour mentioned above.

Any questions with regard to this notice should be directed to The Honorable Logan C Widdowson
The State's Attorney for Somerset County, Prince William Street, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853. The
State's Attorney's telephone number is 651-3333.

Very truly yours,

(Mrs.) Dot t i e M. P h i l l i p s

Assignment Clerk
651-1555

CC: The Honorable Logan C. Widdowson
Defendant's Attorney — Russell J. White, Esquire and Peter G. Angelos, Esquire

Surety —

Address of Surety COPIES MAILED TO : Michael A. Pulver, Esquire
File Scott D. Shellenberger, Esquire

Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore Count
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204



Office of

Sbr 8>tatr'n Attorney
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

21B53

16'H
LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Micahel Kosmas

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS AD PROSEQUENDUM

Your petitioner, Edmund L. Widdowson, Jr., Assistant State's
Attorney for Somerset County, respectfully represents unto this
Honorable Court the following:

1. That the Defendant stands before the Court for Motion fo
Modification and Motion to Set Bail.

2. That the above-captioned case is set for a hearing
on Thursday, September 10, 1987 at 1:00 p.m. in the Circuit Cour
for Somerset County, Maryland.

3. That the said Stanley Michael Kosmas is presently in
the custody of the Commissioner of Corrections.

WHEREFORE, your petitioner prays that this Honorable Court
sign an Order commanding the Commissioner of Corrections,
D.O.C. Transportation Unit, 550 East Madison Street,
Baltimore, Maryland 21202, have Stanley Michael Kosmas in
the Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland at Princess
Anne, Maryland on or before 1:00 p.m. on Thursday, September
10, 1987.

Edmund TG. widdowson,
Assistant State's Attorney
for Somerset County

State of Maryland, Somerset County, to wit:

I hereby certify, that on this 12th day of August 1987,
personally appeared Edmund L. Widdowson, Jr., Assistant State's
Attorney for Somerset County, and made oath in due form of law
that the matters and facts set forth are true to the best of his
knowledge, information and belief.

^ L
Notary Public
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Office of

Sbf &tatf*s Attortmj
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

21S53

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

ORDER OF COURT

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition, it is
thereupon, this/^2.??^day of August 1987, by the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland,

Ordered that the Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosequendum issue
in this case as prayed and the same be returnable at 1:00 p.m. o
Thursday, September 10, 1987, in the Circuit Court for Somerset
County, Maryland.

Judge

r
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LOGAN C. W1DDOWSON
STATE'S ATTORNEY

Office of

Wat State's Attorn?}}
for Somerset Courtly
PRINCE WILLLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21B53 TELEPHONE 651-3333

Auaust 25, 1987

The Honorable Sandra A. O'Connor
State's Attorney for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
5th Floor
Towson, MD 21204

Re: State of Maryland
vs. Kasmas

Dear Sandy:

Enclosed is a copy of the letter and brief I received on
August 24. 1987 from the Attorney General's Office.

If I remember correctly, this case was transferred here to
Somerset County from Baltimore County.

Regards

iddowson
State's Attorney for
Somerset County

LCW/gjb
Enclosures

*



~

). JOSEPH CURKAN, JR.
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Judson P. Garrett, ]r.
Charles O. Monk, II
Dennis M. Sweeney

Deputy Attorneys General

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

Munsey Building
Calvert and Fayette Streets

Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1909

(301)576-6300

TTY for Deaf Balto. Area 576-6372 D.C. Metro 565-0451

Aueust 21 . 1987

WRITER'S DIRECT DIAL NO.

576-6422

The Honorable Loean C. Widdowson
State's Attorney for Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Re- Kosmas v. State
No! 425, Court of Special Appeals (86-CR-00423)

Dear Mr. Widdowson:

This is to inform you that an appeal has been
filed in the above-entitled matter. A copy of the
Appellant's brief is attached. Richard Rosenblatt
of our staff has been assigned to write the brief and
argue the State's case.

The State's brief is due to be filed within a
month. If you have any advice, suggestions, or information
which you believe will be of assistance in the appellate
review, please feel free to contact us.

With kind regards, I remain

Ve'fjy truly yours ,

Gary y
Assistant Attorney General
Chief, Criminal Appeals Division

GEB-.mw

Enclosure

v\V°
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OF MARYLAND

September Term, 1987

No. 425

STANLEY M. KOSMAS,

Appellant,

v.

STATE OF MARYLAND,

Appellee

Appeal From the Circuit Court
For Somerset County

(Lloyd L. Simpkins, Judge)

APPELLANT'S BRIEF

RUSSELL J. WHITE
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS

Attorneys For Appellant
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IN THE

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND

September Term, 1987

No. 425

STANLEY M. KOSMAS,

Appellant

v.

STATE OF MARYLAND,

Appellee

Appeal From The Circuit Court
For Somerset County

(Lloyd L. Simpkins, Judge)

APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

In March, 1986, Stanley M. Kosmas was charged with first

degree murder in a one count indictment returned by the Baltimore County

Grand Jury. In October, 1986, the case was removed to Somerset County

and on February 9, 1987, a jury found Appellant guilty of second degree

murder and he was sentenced by the Court (Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins) on

March 20, 1987 to the committment of the Commissioner of Corrections for

twenty-six years.

—1—



Aggrieved by the judgment of the Court, Appellant

respectfully prosecutes this appeal.

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Did the trial court commit prejudicial error by admitting

into evidence an automatic handgun?

2. Did the trial curt commit prejudicial error by permitting

a lay witness to render an opinion?

3. Did the trial court commit prejudicial error by admitting

hearsay statements?

4. Did the trial court commit prejudicial error by

permitting the State to impeach their own witness?

5. Did the trial court commit prejudicial error in denying

Appellant's Motion for Mistial?

6. Did the trial court commit prejudicial error when it

permitted testimony of Appellant's actions upon notification of victim's

death?

-2-
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STATEMENT OF FACTS

Appellant, Stanley Kosmas, was convicted by a Somerset

County jury of second degree murder. The State presented its case in

chief by calling eighteen (18) witnesses; Michael Kosmas, Edward Mattson,

Helen Prodromou, Edna Carrick, Michelle Blackwell, Mary Alban, Paula

Nyitrai, Officer Wayne Ross, Officer Charles Leader, Robert Phillips,

Detective Donald Pfouts, Detective Milton Duckworth, Detective James

Simms, Conception Bascasnot, Dr. John Smialek, Aris Melissaratos,

Alexander Thanos and Michael Malone.

Michael Kosmas, the eighteen year old son of the Appellant

and victim testified that in February, 1985, the Appellant hired Ed

Mattson, a private detective to follow the victim who he caught in a

hotel room with Aris Melissaratos (T.83 - 85). After that, Mr. Michael

Kosmas testified that Appellant began to physically abuse the victim

(T.85). In June, 1985, Michael Kosmas testified that the Appellant told

him that the victim was trying to destroy the family through a divorce so

he was hiring someone to kill her and he attempted to give Michael the

key to the safe deposit box so that he could make the $10,000.00 payoff

if the Appellant was unable (T.88). Michael Kosmas further testified

that the Appellant told him that he had held a gun on the victim (T.93).

Michael Kosmas testified that in June, -1985, the victim went to Miami,

Florida for a couple of weeks to visit her family and in August, 1985,

she went to talk to the Appellant's private investigator and then to

Detective Donald Pfouts from the Baltimore County Police Department

Spousal Abuse Unit (T.96). Michael further testified that the victim

informed Appellant that she was going to leave the family home after the

-3-
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Christmas holidays (T.106).

Additionally, Michael Kosmas testified that on Monday,

December 16, 1985, at approximately 6:30 p.m. he called the victim at the

Appellant's restaurant and advised her that he was leaving to attend a

concert at the Capitol Center in Landover, Maryland (T.111). Michael

Kosmas testified that after the concert he and two friends arrived at his

home at approximately 1:30 or 2:00 a.m. (T.114) and were met at the front

door of the home by Appellant (T.115). Michael Kosmas testified that

Appellant did not want his friends to spend the night because there was

no room in the house but later he agreed to permit them to stay in the

basement and he then went downstairs to clean it up (T.117). Michael

Kosmas testified that he and his two friends waited in his bedroom until

approximately 3:00 a.m. when Michael went down into the basement and saw

the Appellant coming out of the laundry room shutting the door behind him

(T. 121,122). Michael also testified that the basement was in the same

condition that it was in earlier that day, with toys all over the floor

(T.122).

Michael Kosmas testified that the next morning his brother

and sister overslept and missed their rides to school because their

mother failed to wake them, something she had never failed to do before

(T.124). Michael Kosmas testified that he did not see his mother on

Tuesday, December 17, 1985 and, on Wednesday, December 18, 1985, when he

still had not seen her, he called Westinghouse, her place of employment

and was advised that she was not there and had missed a party in her

honor the day before (T.125). Michael Kosmas testified that he went to

Appellant's restaurant and asked Appellant if he knew where the victim

-4-
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was. When Appellant indicated he did not, Michael Kosmas contacted the

police (T.128).

Finally, Michael Kosmas testified that on Friday, December

20, 1985, he was advised that his mother's body had been found in the

Kenwood Park Apartment parking lot and he indicated that there was a

path from the Kosmas1 back yard to the neighbors yard, through the woods

to the Kenwood Park Apartment parking lot (T.135).

The State's second witness was Edward Mattson. Mr. Mattson

testified that in January, 1985, the Appellant hired him to investigate

his wife whom he believed was seeing another man (T.171). On February 5,

1985, Mr. Mattson testified that he followed the victim's suspected

boyfriend, Aris Melissaratos to the Red Roof Inn where he checked into a

room and later Mattson testified he observed the victim enter the hotel

room occupied by Mr. Melissaratos (T.172). Mattson testified that he

contacted the Appellant who met him at the scene and they both confronted

the victim (T.173).

In June, 1985, Mattson testified that Appellant contacted

him and arranged to meet him at the Loch Raven reservoir (T.175). At the

meeting, Mattson testified that the Appellant offered him money to kill

the victim who was going to Miami, Florida, and the Appellant gave Mattson

a picture of the victim with a Florida telephone number on it (T.176).

Mattson later advised Appellant that he did not know of anyone in Florida

who could help Appellant (T.177).

Further Mr. Mattson testified that on December 17, 1985, he was contacted

by Paula Nyitrai, a friend of the victim's who advised that she was

missing (T.180). On December 19, 1985, Mattson testified that he was

-5-



-

hired by Irene Thanos, the victim's mother, to find her (T.183). On

December 20, 1985, Mattson testified that he went to Appellant's home and

spoke to Detective Donald Pfouts who was interviewing the Appellant and

advised him that he would search the neighborhood (T.186). Mr. Mattson

then testified that he drove around the corner and into the Kenwood Park

Apartments where he saw the victim's automobile (T.188). He noticed that

the doors were slightly ajar, and he observed the victim's body in the

back seat (T.188) and he returned to Appellant's home where he notified

Detective Pfouts of his discovery (T.189).

The State next called Helen Prodromou. Ms. Prodromou stated

that she drove her vehicle to Pete Vateno's home which is two houses away

from Appellant's home and rode to the Capitol Center in Landover, Maryland

with Pete Vateno and two friends (T.225). At the Capitol Center, Ms.

Prodromou testified that she met Michael Kosmas whom she had known for

three years (T.226). Ms. Prodromou testified' that she and Michael Kosmas

and several friends left the concert at approximately 12:00 a.m. and

drove to Pikesville where they dropped off two friends and stopped at two

convenience stores (T.229). Michael then drove Ms. Prodromou and Keith

to his home and pulled into the driveway (T.229). On cross examination,

Ms. Prodromou testified that they arrived at Appellant's home at 1:00

a.m. (T.243). Ms. Prodromou testified that when the three entered the

home Appellant was awake and pacing (T.233). Ms. Prodromou testified

that Appellant went downstairs to clean the basement so that she could

sleep there but that she never saw the basement light go on (T.234). Ms.

Prodromou testified that she wondered around the Appellant's house and

waited approximately one and one-half hours before she went into the

-6-



basement to sleep (T.238). During this time, Ms. Prodromou testified that

she did not see the Appellant or Mrs. Kosmas (T.237). Ms. Prodromou

testified that when she did go down into the basement she noticed that

there were toys scattered all over the floor (T.239). Finally, Ms.

Prodromou testified that she woke up at approximately 6:00 a.m. and

wondered all around the home looking into Appellant's bedroom and the

children's bedroom but did not see Mrs. Kosmas (T.240).

The State's fourth witness was Edna Carrick. Ms. Carrick

testified that she worked at Stephano's Restaurant, which was owned by

Appellant and Mike Vatenos frcm September, 1985 to June or July, 1986

(T.259). Ms. Carrick testified that on December 16, 1985, she started

work at the restaurant at 4:30 p.m. (T.261) and Mrs. Kosmas arrived

sometime after dark (T.262). Later that evening, Ms. Carrick testified

that Appellant left the restaurant for the evening taking Mrs. Kosmas'

vehicle (T.264). Ms. Carrick testified that they closed the restaurant

at 12:00 midnight (T.265) and she left to drive Mrs. Kosmas home shortly

after midnight (T.266). According to Ms. Carrick it took approximately

twenty minutes from the time they left the restaurant to get to the

Kosmas home (T.266). When they arrived at Appellant's home, Ms. Carrick

testified that Mrs. Kosmas' Cadillac was parked on the street in front of

the house (T.267). Further Ms. Carrick testified that when she dropped

Mrs. Kosmas off at the house she was wearing a red ski jacket, white

sweat shirt, blue jeans with white stripes, and blue and white tennis

shoes (T.269). Ms. Carrick also testified that Mrs. Kosmas brought the

payroll records home with her that evening (T.270). Finally Ms. Carrick

testified that when Mrs. Kosmas exited her vehicle she indicated that she

had to get something out of her own automobile and then she was going to

-7-



do the laundry and finish the payroll (T.273), and Ms. Carrick observed

Mrs. Kosmas walk to the drivers side of her automobile, open the door and

then motion to Mrs. Carrick to leave (T.273,274).

The State's next witness was Michelle Blackwell. Ms.

Blackwell testified that she worked with Mrs. Kosmas at Westinghouse

(T.302) and the last time she saw the victim was approximately 4:15 p.m.

on Monday, December 16, 1985 (T.303). Further Ms. Blackwell testified

that Mrs. Kosmas failed to attend a party held for her and Ms. Blackwell

at Westinghouse on December 18, 1985 (T.305).

The State's sixth witness was Mary Alban. Mrs. Alban

testified that in August, 1985, she saw the victim in a bathing suit and

noticed bruises on her upper arms and right thigh (T.318). Additionally,

Mrs. Alban testified that she called the Kosmas home on December 18, 1985

to speak to the victim and was advised by the Appellant that she was

Christmas shopping (T.321).

The State then called Paula Nyitrai to the stand. Mrs.

Nyitrai testified that in August, 1985, the victim brought to her house a

handgun which Mrs. Nyitrai hid (T.331,332), and subsequently brought over

pictures and personal items (T.333). Further Mrs. Nyitrai testified that

the victim was planning to leave the Appellant on January 2, 1986 (T.333).

Further, Mrs. Nyitrai testified that the last time she saw Mrs. Kosmas

was approximately 4:00 p.m. on December 16, 1985 (T.335). Finally, Mrs.

Nyitrai testified that she and the victim's sister saw the Appellant at

the Vatenos home on Wednesday, December 18, 1985 and asked the victim's

whereabouts and were advised by Appellant that he "didn't do it"

(T.339,340).
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The State's next witness was Officer Wayne Ross of the

Baltimore County Police Department. Officer Ross testified that on

December 18, 1985, he responded to Appellant's home and spoke to Michael

Kosmas (T.343). Based on that conversation, Officer Ross completed a

missing persons report on the victim and called the Appellant at his

restaurant who advised that he had not seen his wife since December 16,

1985 (T.346).

The State then called Officer Charles Leader of the Baltimore

County Police Department. Officer Leader testified that on December 18,

1985, as a follow up to Officer Ross' missing person report, he went to

Appellant's home and was advised by Appellant that the last time he saw

his wife was approximately 12:45 a.m. on December 17, 1985 (T.350). In

addition, Officer Leader testified that Appellant was unable to provide

him with accurate addresses for the victim's family (T.353).
-

The State's tenth witness was Robert Phillips. Mr. Phillips

testified that in December, 1985, he lived at the Kenwood Park Apartments

(T.356). He testified that he had first seen the automobile in which the

victim's body was found on Tuesday, December 17, 1985 at 7:00 in the

morning when he left for work (T.357). Mr. Phillips testified that on

Tuesday his vehicle was parked next to the victim's vehicle so that the

passenger doors of each vehicle were side by side (T.359), and that the

victim's car remained in that spot until Friday (T.360). On cross

examination, Mr. Phillips testified that on Tuesday morning he did glance

into the victim's vehicle and saw a blanket over top of some object in

the back seat (T.362,364). Further Mr. Phillips testified that the

object remained covered the last time he saw it, Friday morning, December

20, 1985 (T.377).
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The State's next witness was Detective Donald Pfouts of the

Baltimore County Police Department, Spouse Abuse Unit. Detective Pfouts

testified that he first met Mrs. Kosmas in August, 1985, and after their

meeting he filed a police report (T.387). Detective Pfouts testified

that on December 20, 1985, he received a copy of a missing persons report

concerning Mrs. Kosmas and as a result he went to Appellant's home and

spoke to Appellant regarding the last time he had seen the victim and

knowledge of her whereabouts (T.389). While at Appellant's home,

Detective Pfouts testified that Ed Mattson arrived and the victim's

mother and sister arrived but that Ed Mattson left and returned again

approximately 5 minutes later (T.399), stating he located the victim's

body (T.397). Detective Pfouts testified that he followed Mattson to #1

Dutrow Court where he found the victim's vehicle and observed the victim's

body in the back seat (T.397). Detective Pfouts testified that he then

notified the homicide division (T.397). Finally, Detective Pfouts

testified that he was approximately two feet from the victim's car before

he was able to see the body inside (T.414).

The State's twelfth witness was Detective Milton Duckworth.

Detective Duckworth testified that on December 20, 1985, he responded to

#1 Dutrow Court in reference to a body that was found (T.417). Detective

Duckworth described the position of the body in the vehicle and testified

that when the police opened the car door through the use of a slim-jim he

observed dried grass on the bottom of the victim's bare feet, on the

lower part of the passenger's seat back and along the bottom of the seat

(T.419). Detective Duckworth testified that the victim's pants were

pulled down her thigh's exposing her buttocks and her shirt was pushed
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up exposing her lower back (T.419). She was wearing a diamond ring and

there was a ligature mark which went around her neck (T.420). Detective

Duckworth also testified that the body was in his opinion frozen (T.420).

Additionally, Detective Duckworth testified that he was able to see what

was in the victim's vehicle at a distance of four to five feet (T.423).

Further Detective Duckworth testified that he searched the interior of

the car but did not find car keys, shoes, socks or a winter jacket

(T.429). Detective Duckworth also testified that is just over two-tenths

of a mile from the location where the body was found to the Kosmas

residence (T.429).

Detective Duckworth also testified that he left the crime

scene to give a death notification to Appellant (T.431) and he advised

Appellant that the police had located his wife's vehicle and that she was

deceased (T.433). Detective Duckworth then testified that Appellant said

to the Detective to follow him and he led him into the master bedroom

(T.433) where he picked up the telephone, without dialing it (T.434),

handed it to Detective Duckworth and said, "Please speak to him" (T.435).

Detective Duckworth asked who was on the phone and was told by Appellant

that it was a friend (T.435). Detective Duckworth testified that it was

Peter Angelos on the line (T.436). Finally, Detective Duckworth testified

that on December 22, 1985, he executed a search and seizure warrant at

the Appellant's home and found white tennis shoes with blue stripes and a

red ski jacket in the foyer closet (T.439) and the victim's pocketbook in

the kitchen (T.440). Additionally, Detective Duckworth testified that he

searched the laundry room and discovered dried grass and other debris on

the floor (T.443). Finally, Detective Duckworth testified that on
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December 22, 1985, he went to the home of Paula Nyitrai where he was

given an automatic handgun and ammunition (T.451).

On cross examination Detective Duckworth testified that

fingerprints were recovered from the victim's vehicle but that they did

not match Appellant's fingerprints (T.466,467). Finally, Detective

Duckworth testified that he interviewed Mattson who advised him that

Appellant offered Mattson money to kill the victim (T.486).

The State then called Detective James Simms to the stand.

Detective Simms testified that he examined latent fingerprints which were

removed from Appellant's vehicle by Detective Doug Reed (T.507).

Detective Simms testified that he entered the fingerprints into the

Printrack System with negative results (T.509). In addition, Detective

Simms testified that he compared the latent fingerprints with those of

the victim with negative results (T.510), with those of Appellant with

negative results (T.511), with those of Edward Mattson with negative

results (T.511), with those of all investigating police officers with

negative results (T.511), Aris Melissaratos with negative results

(T.511,512), and Michael Kosmas with negative results (T.512).

On cross examination, Detective Simms testified that he did

not check any clothing in this case for fingerprints (T.514).

The State's next witness was Conception Bacasnot. Ms.

Bacasnot, a forensic chemist with the Baltimore County Police testified

that on January 16, 1986, she examined the blood of the victim and found

it to be AB with a positive rh factor (T.519). In addition, Ms. Bacasnot

testified that she examined fingernail clippings from the victim and

found traces of AB human blood (T.521). Also, Ms. Bacasnot testified
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that she examined vaginal and oral swabbings from the victim and that

neither contained seminal fluid but both did contain AB human blood

(T.522). Finally, Ms. Bacasnot testified that she compared the victim's

pubic and head hair with strands of hair found on the victim and they

were consistent (T.524).

The State's fifteenth witness was John Smialek, Chief Medical

Examiner for the State of Maryland. Dr. Smialek testified that Dr.

Thomas Smith performed the autopsy on the victim and prepared a report

from which Dr. Smialek based his testimony (T.540). Dr. Smialek testified

that based upon the abrasion found on the victim's neck some type of

ligature had been twisted around her neck (T.546), and due to the injuries

to her body she had died of strangulation (T.547). Further, Dr. Smialek

testified that the manner of death was homicide (T.548). In addition,

Dr. Smialek testified that the victim's body, at the time of the autopsy,

December 21, 1985, was frozen (T.553), and that due to the tempatures at

that time of year, the victim had been dead at a minimum two or three

days before her body was found (T.554). Dr. Smialek also testified that

pieces of noodle were found in the victim's stomach and based on their

relatively unadvanced state of digestion, the victim had eaten two or

three hours before her death (T.557). Finally, Dr. Smialek testified

that based upon the abrasion pattern on her neck, the ligature had been

looped around the back of the victim's neck and she had tried to use her

hands to free herself (T.562).

On cross examination, Dr. Smialek testified that the victim

could have eaten within one hour of her death (T.566).

The State's next witness was Aris Melissaratos. Mr.

Melissaratos testified that on February 4, 1985, he was at the Red Roof

Inn with the victim when the Appellant confronted them (T.585). Further,
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Mr. Melissaratos testified that on April 17, 1985, the victim picked him

up for lunch and they were followed by the Appellant who broke their

window with a tire iron when they were stopped at a traffic light (T.587).

Finally, Mr. Melissaratos testified that he had not seen the victim for

approximately one week before her body was found (T.588).

On cross examination, Mr. Melissaratos testified that he was

living with another woman while he was seeing the victim (T.599).

The State then called Detective James Simms. Detective

Simms testified that he compared the fingerprints of Gregory Kosmas with

the latent prints in the victim's car with three positive results leaving

three unidentified latent prints (T.602).

The State's seventeenth witness was Alexander Thanos who is

the victim's father. Mr. Thanos testified that he and his wife have

lived in Florida since 1978 (T.604). Mr. Thanos testified that in June,

1985, he had a conversation with Appellant who advised him that the

victim wanted a divorce (T.608) but that he would not give her a divorce

and if he could not have her, no one would - he would kill her (T.609).

Finally, Mr. Thanos testified that the last four digits of his phone

number spell NAVY (T.613).

The State's final witness was Special Agent Michael Malone

of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Agent Malone testified that he

was asked by the Baltimore County Police Department to do a plant -

material examination on grass that was removed from the bottom of the

victim's feet, grass that was removed from the back of the passenger seat

in the victim's automobile, grass that was taken from the lawn mower in

the laundry room of the victim's house, and grass that was removed from

the laundry room floor (T.767-769). Agent Malone testified that because

the fruiting bodies of each sample of grass were removed due to mowing,

he was unable to determine the type of grass (T.772).
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The Appellant presented his defense by called twenty-two

witnesses; Francis Crawford, Michael Andrion, Ruth Callender, Laura

Clarey, John Callendar, Karen Randlett, Keith Randlett, Robert Wuenschel,

Carol Wuenschel, Tom Udovitch, Gloria Treffinger, George Wehrich, Anthony

Palatucci, Rose Hall, Officer Charles Jackson, Diana Bowman, John Bowman,

Ronald Cook, James Muciano, Helen Muciano, Oscar Hunter, Jr., and Stanley

Kosmas.

Francis Crawford testified that he lives in the apartment

complex where the victim's body was found (T.621) and he recalls that the

victim's automobile had been parked there since at least Wednesday of the

week her body was found (T.622). Mr. Crawford also testified that a day

or two before the body was found he observed a black car pull up along

side the victim's car, a tall thin man with a black overcoat and black

mustache got out and walked all around the victim's automobile (T.623).

On the day that the body was found Mr. Crawford testified that Detective

Duckworth asked him if he could identify anyone and he saw a tall thin

man with a black overcoat and mustache that looked like the man he had

seen around the victim's car (T.624).

The Appellant's second witness was Michael Andrion. Mr.

Andrion testified that beginning approximately Thanksgiving, 1985, he saw

a shiny black Cadillac parked in front of the Kosmas home two or three

times per week (T.634). In addition, Mr. Andrion testified that he never

noticed any bruises on the victim and he was unaware of any marital

difficulties between the victim and Appellant (T.635).

The Apellant's next witness was Ruth Callender who testified

that she was unaware of any marital difficulties between the victim and

Appellant (T.639).
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The Appellant's fourth witness was Laura Clarey. Ms. Clarey

testified that she lived in the apartment complex where the victim's body

was found and on Sunday, December 15, 1985, when she pulled into the

parking lot at approximately 10:30 p.m. she observed an older man getting

out of the victim's automobile, a woman standing near the driver's side

of the vehicle, a younger man standing by the passenger side and a big

black car parked behind the victim's car (T.644). On cross examination,

Ms. Clarey testified that she saw the victim's car parked in the same

spot on Monday, December 16, 1985 at approximately 11:00 a.m. (T.651),

but she did not recall whether she saw it Tuesday, Wednesday or Thursday

of that week (T.651).

The Appellant's next witness was John Cailendar who testified

that he never saw any bruises on the victim and that the Kosmas' were

friendly neighbors (T.653,654).

The Appellant next called Karen Randlett who testified that

she lived in the apartment complex where the victim's body was found and

she remembers seeing the victim's car in the parking lot on a regular

basis beginning approximately one month before the body was found (T.657).

The Appellant then called Keith Randlett to the stand. Mr.

Randlett testified that he observed the victim's vehicle go in and out of

the apartment parking lot numerous times during the month preceding the

discovery of the body (T.663).

The Appellant's eighth witness was Robert Wuenschel. Mr.

Wuenschel testified that he never noticed any bruises on the victim and

he never observed the Appellant and victim in an argument (T.673).

The Appellant next called Carol Wuenschel to the stand. Ms.

Wuenschel testified that she never saw any bruises on the victim and she
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was unaware of any marital discord between the Appellant and victim

(T.678).

The Appellant's next witness was Tom Udovitch. Mr. Udovitch

testified that on Friday, December 20, 1985, at approximately 9:30 a.m.

he drove his wife home from the hospital to their apartment in the complex

where the victim's body was found (T.683). Mr. Udovitch testified that

he recalled the victim's car being parked there Wednesday, Thursday and

Friday of that week and possibly Tuesday (T.684). Mr. Udovitch testified

that on two occasions that week he parked next to the victim's car,

glanced at it and noticed the front seat appeared to be cluttered with

papers but never noticed anything in the rear seat (T.685-687).

The Appellant then called Gloria Treffinger to the stand.

Ms. Treffinger testified that she lived in the apartment complex where

the victim's body was found and she remembers seeing the victim's

automobile parked there Wednesday, Thursday and Friday of that week

(T.698).

The Appellant's twelfth witness was George Wehrich. Mr.

Wehrick testified that every morning he would go to his daughter's

apartment, Gloria Treffinger, and walk her dog and that he saw the

victim's car in the parking lot Wednesday and Thursday of the week the

body was found (T.707). He further testified that he walked past the

automobile on one occasion and pushed the door closed but he did not look

inside of the car (T.707-709). On cross examination, he testified that

the car was not parked in the parking lot Sunday, Monday or Tuesday

(T.711).

The Appellant's next witness was Anthony Palatucci. Mr.
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Palatucci testified that he is the maintenance superintendent at the

apartment complex where the victim's body was found (T.713). He further

testified that the victim's car had been parked there from Wednesday on

but does not recall if it was there Monday or Tuesday (T.715).

The Appellant then called Rosa Hall to the stand. Mrs. Hall

identified a picture of the victim as being a woman that came to the

Dukes Motel (T.723).

The Appellant's fifteenth witness was Officer Charles

Jackson. Officer Jackson testified that he interviewed seventeen persons

in connection with this case (T.728).

The Appellant's next witness was Diana Bowman. Ms. Bowman

testified that she has known the Appellant and victim for seventeen years

and was unaware of any marital discord (T.741). Nor did she notice any

bruises on the victim (T.741).

The Appellant next called John Bowman to the stand. Mr.

Bowman testified that ne never observed any bruises on the victim (T.745).

He also testified that he returned home from a Christmas Party at

approximately 1:15 a.m. on December 17, 1985 and did not see the victim's

automobile parked in front of the Kosmas home (T.746).

The Appellant's eighteenth witness was Ronald Cook. Mr.

Cook testified that he has known the Appellant since 1969 and that they

taught school together (T.754). He further testified that the Appellant

was an excellant teacher (T.755).

The Appellant then called James Musciano to the stand. Mr.

Musciano testified that he never noticed any bruises on the victim and

that Appellant was a good father '(T.780).

The Appellant's next witness was Helen Musciano. Mrs.
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Musciano testified that she never noticed any bruises on the victim and

she was unaware of any marital discord between the victim and Appellant

(T.782).

The Appellant's twenty-first witness was Dr. Oscar Hunter,

Jr., a physician and pathologist. Dr. Hunter testified that he reviewed

the autopsy report of the victim prepared by Dr. Smith (T.790). Dr.

Hunter testified that based on the information contained in the autopsy

report and the weather during the week of December 15, 1985, it was his

opinion that the victim died on December 18 or 19, 1985 (T.794).

At the conclusion of Appellant's defense the Appellant,

Stanley Kosmas, took the stand. Mr. Kosmas testified that he and the

victim were married in 1963 (T.814) and began to have marital troubles in

1984 when the victim went to work at Westinghouse (T.816). Mr. Kosmas

testified that on December 13, 1984 at approximately 8:45 p.m. he drove

to a bakery and saw the victim with Aris Melissaratos (T.821). The

Appellant also testified that on February 4, 1985, he was contacted by

Edward Mattson who he had hired to investigate his wife and directed to

the Red Roof Inn where he found the victim and Aris Melissaratos (T.822).

On April 18, 1985, the Appellant testified that he was driving to

Westinghouse to surprise her for lunch when he saw the victim and Aris

Melissaratos in her car. Appellant followed them, blowing his horn and

when they stopped at a traffic light he demanded they get out of the car

and when they did not he smashed the car window with a pipe (T.823,824).

Appellant testified that the victim asked for a quiet divorce and he

withdrew all of the money from their bank account and gave her one half,

$5,000.00, to hire an attorney (T.832-834). The Appellant testified that

he consulted a divorce attorney who advised him that the victim should be
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followed and so he met Edward Mattson who said he would arrange to have

the victim followed while she was in Florida in June, 1985 (T.841). The

Appellant testified that he believed that Aris Melissaratos was also

going to be in Florida (T.842).

The Appellant testified that on Monday, December 16, 1985,

the victim came to the restaurant at approximately 6:30 p.m. and after

much insistance by the victim he left at 8:00 p.m. and drove the victim's

vehicle home (T.847). The Appellant testified that he parked the vehicle

on the street in front of the house and spent the evening with his two

youngest children. Appellant testified that he went to bed at 11:00 p.m.

and at approximately 12:20 a.m. his daughter went to bed (T.848,849).

The Appellant testified that the next thing he recalls is the victim came

into the bedroom and asked for money. When he told her they would discuss

it in the morning she left the room (T.850). At 1:00 a.m. the Appellant

heard loud noises from the front of the house and went to the front door

and saw his son Michael and his two friends (T.852). Appellant suggested

that they sleep in sleeping bags on the living room floor but Michael

insisted that they would prefer the basement the Appellant went downstairs

to straighten it up (T.852). Appellant testified that he moved toys

behind the sofa, then went into the laundry room to secure the outside

door and then went to bed (T.854). At 4:00 a.m. Appellant noticed a

light on in the house and he found his son Michael awake so they talked

for approximately ten minutes before going back to bed (T.857). On

Tuesday, the Appellant testified that the children overslept so he advised

them just to stay home (T.857). On Wednesday the Appellant testified that

his son Michael came to the restaurant and said he was going to report

the victim as missing (T.858). Appellant advised that he also went to
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the police station after the lunch crowd (T.859). Finally, the Appellant

testified that he had nothing to do with the victim's death (T.860).

On cross examination, Appellant testified that he did not

beat the victim (T.872). He also testified that he never held a gun on

the victim (T.880), and he testified that he never threatened to kill her

(T.884). Appellant denied offering Mattson a contract to kill the victim

(T.891). The Appellant testified that he did not know the victim was

planning to leave him on January 2, 1986 (T.900).

In rebuttal the State called five witnesses; Michelle

Blackwell, Robert Donald, Christine Mattson, Michael Vatenos and John

Vatenos.

Michelle Blackwell testified that if the victim was going to

be absent from work she always made it a habit to call in (T.944).

Robert Donald testified that he is a friend of Edward Mattson

and saw Mattson on December 16, 1985 at a Christmas party at Veleggie's

Restaurant (T.945). Further he testified that Mattson was still at the

party when Mr. Donald left at 12:00 midnight (T.945).

Christine Mattson, Edward Mattson's wife testified that her

husband picked her up from her place of employment on Tuesday, December

17, 1985 at approximately 12:30 a.m. (T.953).

Michael Vatenos, the Appellant's business partner, testified

that he knew that Appellant and the victim were going to separate after

the Christmas holidays (T.964). He also testified that he never saw any

bruises on the victim and that Appellant was polite to her (T.964).

John Vatenos, Michael Vatenos' son, testified that the

victim worked at the restaurant two or three days per week but that she

was not a salaried employee (T.967).
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ARGUMENTS

I.

THE COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR
BY ADMITTING INTO EVIDENCE AN AUTOMATIC HANDGUN

The trial court committed prejudicial error by admitting

into evidence an automatic handgun. Over objection of defense counsel,

the court permitted witness Paula Nyitrai to testify that the victim

brought over to Ms. Nyitrai's house an automatic handgun and ammunition,

which was then hidden. Without explanation from the State it is obvious

they this was introduced to corroborate the testimony of Michael Kosmas

that the Appellant admitted to him that he had held a gun on the victim

and to generally corroborate Michael Kosmas' testimony of the abuse and

threats that existed in his parents relationship.

Although circumstantial evidence may be relevant, it neverthe-

less may be excluded if the probative value of the evidence is outweighed

by its "disadvantageous effects in confusing the issues before the jury,

or in creating an undue prejudice." 6 Wigmore on Evidence, Section 1904

at 747, (Chadbourn rev. 1976). Specifically, the introduction before the

jury of a dangerous or deadly weapon is often unduly prejudicial to the

accused because; first, there is a tendency, by the mere introduction of

a weapon, to infer the truth of all that is predicated of it, and secondly,

the sight of a deadly weapon tends to inflame the jury and associate the

accused to the wrongdoing without sufficient evidence. 6 Wigmore on

Evidence, Section 1157 at 336 - 340, (Chadbourn rev. 1976).

The introduction of a handgun in this case is extremely

prejudicial to the Appellant, not only because of what the handgun itself

infers which went without being substantiated by other evidence, but
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because the introduction of such serves only to confuse the issues before

the jury. The evidence in this case shows that the victim's death was

caused by strangulation and not due to a gunshot wound. However, the

introduction of the handgun excites or angers the jury and causes them to

associate the Appellant with violent activity such association then being

transferred to the death of the victim.

Furthermore, the introduction of the handgun is evidence of

other bad acts which is clearly irrelevant and inadmissible to show

propensity to commit the crime charged.

Therefore, any probative value that the handgun may possess

in corroborating the testimony of Michael Kosmas is completely outweighed

by its prejudicial effect.

II.

THE COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR
BY PERMITTING LAY WITNESS TO RENDER AN OPINION

The trial court committed prejudicial error when it permitted

a lay witness to render an opinion. Over the objection of defense counsel

the court permitted witness Michelle Blackwell to render an opinion as to

whether or not it was unusual that she did not hear from the victim on

Tuesday, December 17, 1985. Ms. Blackwell, who worked with the victim at

Westinghouse, testified that she did find it very unusual that the victim

did not notify her employer that she would not be at work on Tuesday,

December 17, 1985. The law is clear that a lay witness1 opinion is not

admissible if the subject of the opinion can be described so as to afford

the trier of fact the opportunity to render an opinion. Wimpling v.

State, 171 Md. 362, 189 A. 248 (1937). Certainly the information as to

the victim's conduct relating to prior absences from work would permit
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the jury to conclude the usualness or unusualness of the victim's conduct

in this instance.

Permitting Ms. Blackwell to render an opinion was an invasion

into the providence of the jury, thereby creating prejudice and denying

Appellant a fair trial.

III.

THE COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL
ERROR BY ADMITTING HEARSAY STATEMENTS

The trial court committed prejudicial error by admitting

hearsay statements. A hearsay statement is in court testimony of a

statement made out of court, the statement being offered to show the

truth of the matter asserted, thus the value of the statement resting on

the credibility of the out of court asserter. Mutyambizi v. State,' 33

Md.App. 55, 363 A.2d. 511, (1976).

Over the objection of defense counsel, the court permitted

witness Edna Carrick to testify as to what the victim told Ms. Carrick

she was going to do after Ms. Carrick dropped her off at home. It was

essential for the State that this information be provided to the jury

because the answer -- that the victim was going to do laundry -- places

the victim at the alleged crime scene the last evening she was seen alive

and refutes the defense theory that she went out that night in her

automobile.

The evidence presented by the State of grass clippings on

the victim's feet and on the floor of the laundry room coupled with the

testimony of Michael Kosmas that Appellant went down into the basement to

clean it so his friends could spend the night and was seen exiting the

laundry room infer that the crime took place in that room. However,
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without the introduction of the victim's statement to Ms. Carrick the

State is unable to place the victim at the scene. Even more damaging to

the State is the testimony of Ms. Carrick as to what she actually saw

when the victim got out of Ms. Carrick1s car. Ms. Carrick testified that

she saw the victim go to the driver's side of her own vehicle, open the

door and then motion for Ms. Carrick to leave. This testimony, not only

refutes the State's theory but actually supports the defense theory that

the victim was seeing other people

The State argued to the court that this testimony falls

within the state of mind hearsay exception. However, although the state

of mind exception is recognized in this State, Robinson v. State, 66 Md.

App. 246, 503 A.2d. 725 , (1986), it is clear that the declaration must

be made under assurances of reliability and not under suspicious circum-

stances. 6 Wigmore on Evidence, Section 1725 at 80 (3ed. 1940). In

the case at bar, where the victim had been found to be involved with

another man, her statement to an employee accounting for activities that

evening, is clearly made under suspicious circumstances especially in

view of the employee's testimony that she did not see the victim enter

her home.

Furthermore, because the Appellant himself testified that

the victim did enter the home and speak to him that evening the relevance

of the victim's statement concerning the laundry is substantially

outweighed by the prejudice caused Appellant. Even though the state of

mind exception is recognized, the statement is still hearsay and in

determining the admissibility of hearsay testimony in a criminal trial,

the statement must first be analyzed from a common law evidentiary stand-

point. Standifur v. State, 64 Md.App. 570, 497 A.2d. 1164 (1985).
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Thus since the probative value of the statement is outweighed by its

prejudicial effect it was an error to have admitted the statement.

(j?) Secondly, Detective Duckworth testified, over the objection

of defense counsel, that Edward Mattson told him that Appellant offered

Mattson a contract to kill the vicitm. Clearly this statement, made out

of court, was offered to establish the truth of the matter asserted.

This statement does not fit into any of the hearsay exceptions and even

the State at trial did not argue to the contrary. As hearsay -- even

double hearsay -- the statement should not have been admitted at the

trial. However, once admitted the statement is so damaging to Appellant

as to constitute reversible error. By this statement, a detective in the

police department corroborated the existence of a contract being placed

on the victim by the Appellant. However, unbeknownst to the jury the

Detective is confirming Mattson's testimony with a statement made by

Mattson. Such is obviously not reliable corroboration. Whatever doubt

the defense was able to establish in the minds of the jury as to the

existence of the contract after the cross examination of Mattson was

completely undermined, by the introduction of this statement being

testified to by a law enforcement officer. The prejudice caused to

Appellant prevented him from receiving a fair trial.

Thirdly, Paula Nyitrai testified that the victim told her

that she was going to leave the Appellant on January 2, 1986. It was

important for the State to get this information into the record because

it explains the "timing" of the murder. Clearly this statement is hearsay

as it is offered for the truth of what is asserted, however, the trial

court rules it admissible seemingly on the grounds that since the date

was testified to previously, by Michael Kosmas, there was no harm to

Appellant.
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By admitting this statement into evidence, what the trial

court did in effect was permit a hearsay statement to corroborate the

testimony of the State's leading witness. Such corroboration prevented

the jury from determining the credibility of Michael Kosmas. As the fact

finder the determination of credibility is solely within the realm of the

jury. To permit an inadmissible statement to corroborate a witness1

testimony invades the providence of the jury thereby denying Appellant a

fair trial.

IV.

THE TRIAL COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR
BY PERMITTING THE STATE TO IMPEACH THEIR OWN WITNESS

The trial court committed prejudicial error by permitting

the State to impeach their own witness.

Over the objection of defense counsel, the court permitted

the prosecutor to ask Edward Mattson about his request for immunity

before testifying in this case. Mattson's concern stemmed from his

failure to report to the police the contract allegedly offered to him on

the victim's life.

The law is clear that the State may not impeach it's own

witness. Duffy v. State, 243 Md. 425, 221 A.2d. 653, (1966); Green v.

State, 243 Md. 75, 220 A.2d. 131, (1966); Mason v. State, 242 Md. 707,

218 A.2d. 682, (1966). The reason is obvious -- because a person who

produces a witness vouches for his credibility. Mike v. Service Review,

Inc., 19 Md.App. 287, 310 A.2d. 585, (1973). The criminal adversary

system encourages an advocate to inquire into a witnesses testimony and

to impeach a witness so as to discredit his testimony. Deinhardt v.

State, 29 Md.App. 391, 348 A.2d. 286, (1975). Clearly a request for
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immunity made by one of the State's leading witness' and the circumstances

surrounding that request is proper impeachment material which will

certainly aid in discrediting the witness. Thus by permitting the State

to introduce this information, thereby denying Appellant the right to

impeach the witness with this information, the Appellant was denied a

fair trial.

V.

THE TRIAL COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR
IN DENYING APPELLANT'S MOTION FOR MISTRIAL

The trial court committed prejudicial error when it denied

Appellant's Motion for Mistrial. On direct examination, during the

State's case in chief, private investigator, Edward Mattson, in answering

the State's question if he talked to Appellant after the victim's body

was found, he answered, "Then I talked to Steve. I told him, I said,

would you take a lie detector? He said no." (T.185). At this point

Appellant moved for a mistrial or in the alternative that he be able to

question Mattson regarding his polygraph test.

Although the declaration of a mistrial is within the sound

discretion of the trial judge, when a request for a mistrial is made in a

criminal case and involves the question of prejudice which may infringe

on defendant's right to a fair trial, it is reviewable on appeal to

determine whether there has been an abuse of discretion in denying the

motion. Wilhelm v. State, 272 Md. 404, 326 A.2d. 707 (1974).

It is well established that the results of a lie detector

test, as well as the fact of taking such a test or refusing to take such

a test is not admissible. Lusby v. State, 217 Md. 191, 195, n.1, 141

A.2d. 893, 895, n.1 (1958), Guesfeird v. State, 300 Md. 653, 655, 480
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A.2d. 800, 803 (1984). However, reference to a lie detector test in a

criminal case is grounds for reversal only if the results can be inferred

from the circumstances or the defendant is prejudiced. Guesfeird v.

State, 300 Md. at 656, 480 A.2d. at 803. The case of Guesfeird v. State

deals with a lie detector test given to the prosecuting witness and lists

factors to consider in determining whether evidence of a lie detector

test was so prejudicial as to deny the defendant a fair trial. Those .

factors include: whether the reference to a lie detector was repeated or

whether it was a single, isolated statement; whether the reference was

solicited by counsel, or was an inadvertent and unresponsive statement;

whether the witness making the reference is the principal witness upon

whom the entire prosecution depends; whether a great deal of other

evidence exists; and, whether an inference as to the result of the test

can be drawn.

When dealing with the defendant's refusal to take a lie

detector test, as in this case the following additional considerations

must be taken;

1. The nature of the error, particularly as it may abridge

some constitutionally protected right or deny a fair trial by improper

influence upon the factfinder.

2. The circumstances attending the disclosure, such as by

which party and whether the action taken by the court effectively cured

the error. 95 A.L.R. 2d. 819 (1975 ).

When combining all of these factors together with the

circumstances of this case it must be held that the Appellant was so

prejudiced by this statement that he was denied a fair trial.
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Although the reference to the lie detector was a single

statement prejudice occurred because the credibility of the Appellant was

a crucial issue in this case since he took the witness stand. His

testimony conflicted directly with the State's testimony so credibility

was a crucial issue. Guesfeird v. State, 300 Md. at 657 , 480 A.2d. at

803, 804. In addition, the fact that the reference was not solicited by

the prosecutor is not determinative of whether prejudice occurs, because

the harm is done regardless of how it arose. Guesfeird v. State, 300 Md.

at 659 , 480 A.2d. at 804. Additionally, the information that the

Appellant refused a polygraph most certainly infers the possible results.

The unavoidable inference for the jury to draw is that if he were innocent

he would have taken the test. As stated in State v. Driver, 38 N.J. 255,

183 A.2d. 655 (1962), " the average juror, unaware of the present

scientific uncertainty of lie detector tests might very well be even more

affected by proof of defendant's refusal to take the test than by the

evidence of results adverse to him coupled with proof of its scientific

imperfection."

Finally, it is obvious that in disclosing an accused's

refusal to take a polygraph his constitutional privilege against

self-incrimination has been violated.

Additionally, the Court's instruction to the jury to

disregard the statement concerning the lie detector test does not cure

the prejudice which resulted immediately the moment the statement was

uttered. In fact, such may serve only to emphasize the refusal.

Clearly, under these circumstances, it was an abuse of

discretion for the trial court to deny Appellant's Motion for Mistrial

and caused Appellant to withstand a trial laced with prejudice in

violation of his constitutional rights.
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VI.

THE TRIAL COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR WEN IT
PERMITTED TESTIMONY OF APPELLANT'S ACTIONS UPON NOTIFICATION OF VICTIM'S DEATH

The trial court committed prejudicial error when it permitted

Detective Duckworth to testify that upon being advised of his wife's

death, the Appellant handed the Detective the telephone receiver and

attorney Peter Angelos was on the line.

The right to remain silent and the right to counsel are two

of our most fundamental constitutional rights. It is clear by Appellant's

actions in this case that he was exercising these rights which are

guaranteed him by the United States Constitution. The prosecuting

attorney suggests that at the time the above action took place Appellant

was not entitled to invoke these rights as he was not under arrest. The

Fifth Amendment and the Sixth Amendment of the United States Constitution

do not require, as a prerequisite, the arrest of the individual asserting

same.

The testimony of the above occurrence does nothing more than

infer in the minds of the jury the guilty of the Appellant. The Fifth

Circuit has recognized that to most layman the assertion of the Fifth

Amendment privilege is a "badge of guilt." Walker v. United States, 404

F.2d. 900 (5th Cir. 1968). The same "badge of guilty" obviously applies

when a person exercises his Sixth Amendment right to counsel. It is

perceived by most layman that if you were innocent you would be willing

to tell whatever you know and you would not need the services of an

attorney.

In United States ex. re. Smith v. Brierly, 384 F.2d. 992 (CA
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3 Pa. 1967) the court held that it was a denial of the accuseds right to

a fair trial for a police officer to testify that the defendant shook his

head and clenched his lips when a co-participant accused defendant of

crimes in his presence. In affirming the lower courts decision, the

appellate court held that the "use of such an episode as an admission by

the defendant of a fact vital to the proof of the capital offense charged

could not be squared with the requirement of the Fourteenth Amendment to

the United States Constitution that criminal procedure must be

fundamentally fair." 87 A.L.R. 3d. 706, 751 (1975 ).

In the case at bar it is clear that the testimony of

Appellant's actions are offered solely as an admission of guilt. The

testimony can serve no other purpose in the minds of the jury. As such,

the offering of this evidence has violated Appellant's constitutional

rights and denied him a fair trial.

It cannot be said that the error in this instance is

harmless. Before an error can be ruled harmless the State must prove

that no injury occurred as a result of the introduction of the evidence.

In deciding whether injury occurred the court must look beyond the weight

of evidence of guilt. Substantial evidence of guilt will not obviate a

constitutional error. In addition, the court must find that the evidence

admitted in error did not contribute to the conviction. Chapman v.

California, 386 U.S. 18, 23, 875 S.Ct. 824, 17 L.ed. 707 (1967).

Dispite the other evidence introduced against Appellant, it

is clear that the testimony informing the jury that the Appellant had his

attorney on the telephone when he was advised of his wife's death

contributed to the conviction. Testimony of such action sent up a red

flag of guilt in the minds of the jury resulting in prejudicial error.
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CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth in this Brief, the Appellant

contends that he was caused a denial of due process of law, and received

a trial laced with prejudice in violation of the Constitution of the

United States. Appellant, therefore, requests that this Honorable Court

reverse the judgment of conviction and remand the case to the Circuit

Court for a new trial free of prejudicial error.

Respectfully submitted,

RUSSELL J. WHITE
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS

Attorneys for Appellant
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BY MR. PULVER:

Q Now, I ask you to look at what is inside the box.

THE COURT: Ma'am, you said that v/as in August. Of

v/hat year?

THE WITNESS: Of '85.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Can you identify this weapon?

A Yes. She brought it down. She said that --

THE COURT: No, don't tell us what she said.

THE WITNESS: She brought it down. She asked —

MR. WHITE: Objection.

12 MR. PULVER: You can't say what she asked.

13 THE WITNESS: Okay.

14 BY MR. PULVER:

55 Q What did you do with it?

16 A It was hidden, because ---

17 MR. WHITE: Objection.

18 THE COURT: The question is what did you do with it?

19 i That was the question.

20 MR. WHITE: Was that the question? I am sorry, I

21 misunderstood. I will still object to it, just to be

22 consistent.

23 THE COURT: Okay, fair enough. I will overrule it.

24 What did you do with it, was the question.

25 THE WITNESS: We hid the gun, because —

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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THE COURT: No, you answered.

THE WITNESS: I am petrified of them.

THE COURT: You hid it in your house.

THE WITNESS: Yes. And I didn't want anybody finding

it in my house.

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: Don't volunteer anything.

THE WITNESS: I am sorry.

MR. PULVER: Your Honor, at this time the State would

move to admit the .25 caliber automatic into evidence as

State's Exhibit No. 5.

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: Overruled.

(The item heretofore marked

for identification as State's

Exhibit No. 5 v/as received in

evidence.)

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Did Maria Kosmas ever bring any other things over

to your home?

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: Overruled.

THE WITNESS: Yes.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Could you tell the ladies and gentlemen v/hat those

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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. MR. PULVER: 27th.

THE COURT: — he went to this particular house again.

He objected as to why. We don't care why he went.

BY MR. PULVER:

Whose house is 8626 Delegge Road, Detective?

I will mispronounce the last name, but it is Paula

Q

A

Nyitrai.

Q Upon arriving at that location, were you given

something?

A Yes, I was.

Q I show you what has been marked as State's Exhibit

No. 5 for identification.

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Overruled.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Can you identify this, Detective?

A Through the serial number on this I can identify

it as the gun — as a .25 caliber automatic handgun that

was given to me by Paula Nyitrai.

Q That was collected at her home?

A Yes, it was.

Q Was there a clip that went to this gun?

A Yes, there was.

Q What was the condition of the clip when you recovered

it?
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time the same position and we worked very closely together.

• Q How long had you worked with Maria?

A I met Maria January 8th of 1985, up until

December of '85.

Q And the two of you worked together during that

period of time?

A Yes, we did.

Q When was the last time that you saw Maria Kosmas?

A Monday, December the 16th.

Q And where had you seen her?

A Westinghouse.

Q At your job?

A Yes, I did.

Q And what time did you last see her?

A 4:15 that same day.

Q And was that at the end of the day?

A Yes, it was.

. Q Did you see Maria on December 17th?

A No, I didn't.

Q What day of the week would that have been?

A Tuesday.

Q Was Maria scheduled to work that day?

A Yes, she was.

Q Did you hear from Maria that day?

A No, we didn't.

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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Q How did you find this? Did you find this unusual?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE WITNESS: Very unusual.

THE COURT: Just a moment. What is the nature of the

objection?

MR. WHITE: Did she find this unusual?

THE COURT: Yes. What is the objection?

MR. WHITE: That is asking her to give an opinion about

something like that. That is really not relevant, whether

she thought it was unusual or not. That is the basis.

11 THE COURT: The fact she didn't go to work.

12 MR. WHITE: The fact that she — what she thought was

13 | unusual, her thoughts about it.

14 THE COURT: What was the question?

15 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I asked if the fact she didn't call

16 j or come to work that day, was that unusual.

17 ! THE COURT: I will let her answer it.
I .

18 THE WITNESS: Yes, it was unusual.

19 BY MR. SHELLENBERGER:

20 Q Now, did you see Maria on December 18th?

21 A No, I didn't.

22 Q Do you know what day of the week that was?

23 A That was a Wednesday.

Q What was going on December 18th at Westinghouse

25 with regard to you and Maria?

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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.:••. Q Now, when Maria got out of the car, what if

anything did she tell you with regard to what she was

doing that night?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.
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THE COURT: Sustained".

MR. SHELLENBERGER: May we approach the bench?

THE COURT: Sure.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

MR. SHELLENBERGER: We are certainly at a point where

I am trying to elicit a hearsay statement by the victim in

this case. Your Honor, we are at a point where this is the

last person or next to last person to see Mrs. Kosrnas alive.

I believe there is an appropriate hearsay exception

in this case and that would be the state of mind exception.

We are offering this to show what Mrs. Kosmas said she was

going to do that night.

Now, the reason that her state of mind is an important

issue is because Mr. White has indicated that Mrs. Kosmas

in opening may have been going out to run around.

What I am proposing is to offer this hearsay statement

under the state of mind exception, which would show her

intent of what she was going to do that night.

The state of mind exception, Your Honor, says that when
J

there is a statement that "is spontaneous and otherwise

trustworthy, it can come in to show the state of mind of the
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declarant.

The cases that I would cite to the Court would be a

recent case of Robinson versus State, in which the Court

through Judge Moylan. indicated that exception is well-

recognized in Maryland, as the Court well knows, to come in

and show her state of mind.

I would proffer that Edna's response is going to be

she told me that she was going to do laundry and do the books

that night. I believe that is an appropriate exception to

the hearsay rule, just to show what she said she was going

to do.

If the Court would like to see the case, I do have some

others.

MR. WHITE: That is absolutely wrong, what he said.

Her state of mind is not relevant.

MR. SHELLENBERGER: Mr. White has made her state of

mind —

MR. WHITE: He is trying to show she was going to go

down to the laundry room because that would establish the

case about the laundry room being a very important place.

THE COURT: I think her state of mind is relevant,

because it would indicate that she didn't plan to meet a

boy friend or somebody and go out somewhere. The indication j

was she planned to stay at home and do the housework. I am

going to admit it.
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WHITE: You have my objection.

conference at the bench concluded.)

BY MR. SHELLENBERGER: •

Now, Edna, before Maria got out of the car, what

if anything did she tell you she was going to do that night?

MR.

THE

Q

A

WHITE: Objection.

COURT: Overruled.

BY MR. SHELLENBERGER:

Go ahead.

She said that — she said — first of ail she said

she was tired, and she had to go in and then finish up some

paperwork

and then

the next

Q

A

THE

hear what

THE

the front

of my car

Q

A

car.

, and said she wanted to finish up her laundry,

she was going to go to bed and start all over again

day.

Now, when she got out of the car where did she go?

Well, she walked around the front of my car —

COURT: Hold your voice up. These people have to

you are saying.

WITNESS: She got out of my car, walked around to

of it, and, you know, directly around the front

, and went to the driver's side of her car.

BY MR. SHELLENBERGER:

Why was she going to her car?

She told me she had to get something out of her

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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(The conference at the bench concluded.)

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Detective, you did talk to Henry Wysham, is that

correct?

A

Q

A

Q

'2 :

'4

Yes, I did.

And who was your conversation regarding?

Ed Mattson.

Based on your conversation with Henry Wysham,

what did you do?

A I made arrangement to reinterview Edward Mattson

on December 21st.

Q Did you reinterview him?

A Yes, I did.

Q And at that time did you get additional informatior

A Yes, I did.

Q And what was that in forma t.io_n_._ygu ._gpt?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: He just asked what was the information you

yot. I am going to let him answer it.

THE WITNESS: Mr. Mattson at that time made me aware

of a contract being offered to him by Mr. Kosmas to kill

Mrs. Kosmas.

HY MR. PULVER:

Q And was that the reason you reinterviowed him?

MK. WHITE: Objection.

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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things were?

MR.

THE

THE

that she

Q

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

WHITE:

COURT:

WITNESS

didn't

BY MR.

O

Objection.

Overruled.

333

: Pictures that she was very attached to,

want destroyed.

PULVER:

Did she ever indicate

WHITE:

WITNESS

WHITE:

COURT:

Objection.

: Yes.

Just a minute,

Wait a minute.

Things like that.

to you any plans to leave? ;

Miss.

Well, that has been testifii

to also, hasn't it?

MR. PULVER: I believe it has, from her son Michael.

THE COURT: What is the point in going over it?

MR. PULVER: . Just to bring out that point, Your Honor,

and emphasize it through this witness as well.

THE COURT: All right, I will let it in.

THE WITNESS: Yes, she told me she was going to leave

January 2nd of '86.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Do you know a man by the name of Ed Mattson?

Q

A

MR.

Yes, I

And do

He was

WHITE:

do.

you

the

Your

know who he is?

first —

Honor, might I request the witness

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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A A retired county policeman, also a private

investigator.

Q Where did he work when he was a county policeman?

A Homicide.

Q Who were you talking with at this time regarding

the investigation of the Kosmas murder?

A Officer Duckworth, I believe.

Q Did you go back and talk with him?

A I certainly did.

Q When was that?

A Sometime, probably during Christmas week. I am

not really sure of the date.

Q And at that time did you tell him about the

contract?

A Yes, I did.

Q Now, did you ever approach the police and ask them

for immunity --

MU. WHITE: Your Honor, this is impeachment tonhl/«'">y.

I think that should be left to the defense. I object to

the State impeaching its own witness.

THE COURT: You started to say did you ever go to the

police?

MR. PULVER: Yes.

THE COURT: What was your question going to be? Don't

answer it, please.
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MR. PULVER: I was going to ask the defendant if he

had ever gone to the police and asked them for immunity.

THE COURT: All right. You are objecting to that?

MR. WHITE: I think that is impeachment testimony. He

cannot impeach his own witness. That is up to the defense

attorney.

THE COURT: Well, I don't think he is trying to impeach

his own witness. I am going to let him answer it. Go

ahead.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Did you ever approach the police about getting

you immunity in this case?

A Yes, I did.

Q Why did you approach the police?

A Because, as I told you before, about misprision

of a felony. I think a crime could possibly have been

committed, and conspiracy to commit a murder is a felony.

I figured the law was still on the books. I figured if I

am going to testify against anybody, I want immunity to

protect myself.

Q Had you talked to your attorney?

A I talked to several attorneys.

Q Did you ever approach the State?

A Yes, I did.

Q Meaning myself about seeking immunity?
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until 1:00 o'clock.

(The jury left the courtroom.)

THE COURT: Have a seat, gentlemen. I want to get one

thing straightened out here with the clerk.

We had three motions this morning that we had not

ruled on. We discussed one or two of them this morning.

I want to get it on her record.

One of those I think that we disposed of was a motion

filed by the State which was with regard to a polygrap_h__test

taken by Mr. Mattson. We granted that motion.

That motion was filed, ma'am, on the 20th of January

by the State.

Another motion was a motion file_d_on the 21st by the

State regarding the character of the deceased. What did we

do about that? [

MR. PULVER: You granted the State's request.

THE COURT: I think I did. That is what my notes say.

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, the one thing in connection

with that, we did want to show, not to_prnvr> ,my_hari

character or anything like that, but we did want to show

that she had contacts with other people outside the house.

THE COURT: Yes.
!

MR. WHITE: People she could have been involved with.

I think her conduct, going to bars at night and things of

that type, I think that can reasonably —

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

*

JA1'

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

MOTION IN LIMINE

Now comes the State of Maryland by its attorney, Sandra A.

O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County and Michael A.

Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, and

respectfully states:

1. That the State intends to call at trial Edward Mattson

in its case in chief.

2. That Edward Mattson took a polygraph exam at Baltimore

County Police Headquarters concerning this case.

3. That the results or even the fact of the administration

of a polygraph exam are not admissible into evidence.

WHEREFORE, the State moves this Honorable Court to pass an

ORDER prohibiting Defendant's attorney from mentioning the polygraph

exam before the Jury.

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing; State's
Motion in Limine was mailed this \ctr^~ d aY of January, 19 87,
to Russell J. White, Esquire, 204 VJ. Pennsylvania Avenue,
Towson, Maryland 21204 and to Peter Angelos, Esquire, 5905 Harford
Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21214. /

MICHAEL A.' PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
4 01 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 212 0 4
583-6610
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A I said I would come down the next morning and

speak to her and see what I could do for her, to get as

much information as she — as they possibly had. Then I

said I would see what I could do.

Q Did you meet with her the next morning?

I met with her, her husband, and her sisterA

Kitty.

Q

A

Q

A

And were you retained at that time?

I was.

And what did you do next?

I left there and I went to Garvey Road where Steve

was, at his home, where I thought he would be. When I got

there the county police were there, Officer Donald Pfouts

from the Spousal Abuse Unit.

I went in and I asked Donald if it was okay if I

stayed. He said it was. He was interrogating or interview-

ing Steve. He was interviewing Steve about what happened.

I sat there and waited until they were done. Then

Donald Pfouts went outside with Michael into his car.

Q Did you talk with the defendant at that time?

A I sure did.

Q Had you been present when he was talking with

Detective Pfouts?

A I sure was.

Q Could you hear what he was saying to Detective
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Pfouts?

A Just the typical police interview, have you seen

your wife, et cetera, et cetera. Do you have any idea where

she might have been.

Q And then you talked to the defendant?

A Then I talked to Steve. I told him, I said,

"Would you take a lie detector?" He said no.

MR. WHITE: May I approach the bench, Your Honor.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

MR. WHITE: I am going to move for a mistrial, Your

Honor, at this point, because of what the witness just

blurted out. Mr. Pulver filed a motion in connection with

this man here about the lie detector test, and —

THE COURT: The motion was — I think his motion was

that the results of it wouldn't be divulged, or something

like that.

MR. WHITE: He is talking about this man refusing a

lie detector test.

THE COURT: The detective asked him if he would take

a lie detector test, and he said no.

Do you have anything you want to say?

MR. PULVER: He is not a police officer. Obviously

there are no results, no evidence of a polygraph being

given. It is a question of what he said and his response.

THE COURT: All right, the motion is denied.
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THE COURT: Okay, it may be better for the jurors to

hear it all at one time and for Mr. white to hear it all

at one time. We will take our mid-afternoon recess a little

bit early. We will come back in at 20 minutes of 3:00.

(A recess was taken from 2:20 P.M. to 2:40 P.M.)

THE COURT: Mr. White, you have something on your mind

I understand?

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir. Thank you, Your Honor. Maybe

I was a little premature. Maybe we could go over it now at

this point anyway.

After the body had been discovered, after the crime
i

was discovered, one of the detectives, one or two of the

detectives came to the defendant -- I will just simply read

the report. I guess that might be the quickest way.

On 12-20-85, at 1420 hours, the assigned left the

crime scene and responded to the victim's residence at

6702 Garvey Road. Upon arrival at the residence the under-

signed notified Mr. Kosmas of the discovery of his wife's

body, and it goes on.

Upon advising the defendant of his wife, Mr. Kosmas

asked the assigned to come v/ith him, at which time he was

followed into the master bedroom of the residence. Once

in the bedroom Mr. Kosmas handed the assigned a telephone

and said please speak to him.

When he questioned as to who was on the phone, he stated
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a friend of mine. The assigned took the phone and learned

that the friend was Peter Angelos, who is here today. Mr.

Angelos advised Mr. Kosmas — excuse me, advised that he

was an attorney representing Mr. Kosmas and that Mr. Kosmas

would make no statements concerning the death of his wife.

Now, they are going to try to get that in. I don't

think that is proper, because an attorney can advise his

client, and that is not admissible when somebody wants to

exercise their right to remain silent. That has been held

time after time as reversible error if the State is permitted

to offer that type of evidence.

THE COURT: What you are saying is that you don't want

the police officers to say that he talked to Mr. Angelos

at all. You don't want to make any reference —

MR. WHITEE: I don't want to make any reference to

the fact he declined to make any statement at that time.

He was exercising his Fifth Amendment Rights. I don't

think that the State can comment on that.

THE COURT: All right. Do you agree with that?

MR. PULVER: I would agree with that. The only point

we are going to is this, that when they gave the defendant

notice, that they talked to the -defendant, notified him of

his wife's death, he wasn't under arrest. None of his Fifth

or Fourth Amendment Rights applied at that point.

At that point the defendant, without saying anything,
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says come with me. He hands him a phone that is already

off the hook laying on his bed when they got there, and

says speak to him.

They say who is it? He says it a friend of mine. I

want you to speak to them.

At that point Detective Duckworth identifies himself.

Mr. Angelos identifies himself. That is as far as we want

to go. We won't get into the fact Mr. Angelos says I don't

want you to talk to my client.

THE COURT: Now, Mr. White, the fact this man hadn't

been arrested or anything at all, does that change the

picture?

MR. WHITE: I don't believe so.

THE COURT: I don't think it would.

MR. WHITE: Mr. Angelos has him on the telephone giving!

him advice as his attorney not to make any statements or

anything like that. I don't think that that is relevant

information. I think it is prejudicial to the defendant,

and he is simply exercising a right to speak with an attorney

He is turning the policeman over to him.

THE COURT: He had not been arrested.

MR. WHITE: No.

THE COURT: As far as we know, I guess he was a suspect?

MR. WHITE: His attorney is telling the policeman he

is not going to make any statements.
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THE COURT: Now, you understand you don't want that

part.

MR. PULVER: I am going to leave that out.

THE COURT: What Mr. white is saying is he doesn't want]

any reference made to the fact he said speak to Angelos,

speak to the person on the phone. You don't want any of

that in.

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.

MR. PULVER: We want the defendant's conduct that we

think is unusual. It is a circumstantial case. It is a •

circumstance that I think is important. Anybody would say

that that is an important circumstance.

We don't want to say that his attorney said not to talk

to him, so therefore he was saying it.

THE COURT: What you really have got here is this man

before he was even arrested contacted an attorney. That is

what you are implying.

MR. PULVER: As far as v/e know, before he knows his

wife is dead.

THE COURT: He contacted his attorney before anybody

said you did it. They don't even want that brought in.

MR. PULVER: I don't think there is any right we are

violating.

THE COURT: I am going to let it in up to the point you

have — the conversation with Mr. Angelos is not going to go
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in. The fact he puts you on the phone and said speak with

this man and the man turned out to be Mr. Angelos —

MR. PULVER: I will instruct Detective Duckworth not

to mention it.

THE COURT: Note your objection.

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir, I will object at the time.

THE COURT: He hasn't been arrested yet.

All right, bring them in.

MR. WHITE: Just for the record, before they come in,

I want to simply inform the Court the discussion they had

on the telephone was Mr. Angelos advising him not to make

a~y statements in connection with t>.3t .Mr. .\ojr.is had ^u^t

previously been accused by the parents of having done this.

This is the reason he contacted Mr. Angelos.

THE COURT: The parents of the deceased had accused

him?

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir. Is that correct?

MR. ANGELOS: Your Honor, the police officers had

notified the parents and the sisters of the decedent'c

having been found dead in the vehicle.

THE COURT: The parents knew she had been murdered.

MR. ANGELOS: The police told tthe parents she had

been found murdered. The police then told the parents that

they were going to pay a visit to Mr. Kosmas. The parents,

after the police had left, called Mr. Kosmas and said to him!
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— mind you now, the police have not called the husband or

told him anything. He doesn't know anything.

The parents have been told by the Baltimore County

Police, as I just stated, that the decedent was found in

the vehicle murdered.

The parents then called Kosmas as the police are on the

way over and accused him of having killed his wife. They

had gotten this from the police and the police were coming

to get him.

He then picks up the phone and calls me. I am

prepared to testify to this, if the Court sees fit. He

calls me and advises me of what has occurred.

I tell him at that point in time under no circumstances

you are not to make any statements to anyone.

THE COURT: Good advice.

MR. ANGELOS: That is the background.

MR. WHITE: Again, Your Honor, I would ask Your Honor

to reconsider.

THE COURT: No, I am going to let him get up to that

point. The man had not yet been arrested and had not yet

been contacted by the police to the extent that he even had

been told he was a suspect.

MR. WHITEE: What that is going to amount to, I mean,

the reason they want to get it in obviously is because it

is prejudicial —
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THE COURT: I understand why they want to get it in.

MR. WHITE: It is going to show here he is talking to

an attorney already.

THE COURT: Which is true.

MR. WHITE: If Your Honor believes that is admissible,

I just —

THE COURT: He hasn't been arrested. He hasn't been

approached by the police and there is not even any indication

at all that he is going to be arrested.

MR. WHITE: He can exercise his Fifth Amendment Right

hi'f'ir" \\«. ir, ;jrr';r,tod.

THE COURT: Up to now he hasn't been told he is a

suspect.

MR. ANGELOS: He has.

THE COURT: Not by the police authorities.

MR. WHITE: He doesn't have to be told by the police.

THE COURT: I am going to let it in. You note the

objection and we will get to that point and then stop it.

MR. WHITE: Mr. Angelos is going to have to testify

LUtcn.

said

THE

MR.

THE

(The

COURT:

WHITE:

COURT:

jury

He

He

If

is

is

he

returned

not going to testify to

going to have to rebut

wants to do that, sure.

to the box.)

what was

' 1

this.

1
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followed this road down to Delegge Road, made a left

on Delegge Road, and made another left on to Garvey Road.

This would be 6702..

Q

wise?

A

Q

BY MR. PULVER:

And can you write again how long that was distance-

It is -- you want it on here?

Yes.

THE COURT: You say how long. You mean in time

MR. PULVER: In distance, Your Honor. I am sorry.
j

Put distance and time.

Q

after

A

Q

A

Q

A

death

Q

A

Q

speak

A

BY MR. PULVER:

Now, you indicated you went to 67 02 Garvey Road

you left the crime scene, is that correct?

Yes, sir.

And why were you goinig to that location?

To make the death notification to Mr. Kosmas.

And v/hat exactly is a death notification?

i
It is when you notify the next of kin about the

of a relative.

Is that a routine procedure, Detective?

Yes, sir.

And upon arriving at 6702 Garvey Road, who did you |

to?

Mr. Stanley Kosmas.
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And could_.you.telL the ladies and gentlemen about
"

what transpired at that time?

MR.

THE

earlier?

MR.

THE

said what

MR.

WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

COURT: Is this the thing you were talking about

WHITE: Yes, sir.

COURT: Can't we do it by question and answer? You

transpired.

PULVER:. Just generally what happened. I will take

it question and answer if you like.

THE

to object

Q

defendant

A

Q

A

Q

A

defendant

Q

COURT: Do it that way. Then we will know when

•

BY MR. PULVER:

Very well. Detective, upon being allowed into the

's home, where did you go?

Into the living room area.

Was there anybody else present at that time?

In the living room area?

Yes.

Myself and Detective and Donald Pfouts and the

•

And can you identify the person you spoke to at

that location in this courtroom today?

A

Q

Sure. Seated there in the blue suit with counsel.

Indicating for the record the defendant at the
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trial table today.

What did you tell him upon being allowed to enter the

premises?

A I identified myself. I stated I think you know

Detective Pfouts as he had been there earlier in the day.

I told him that we had located his wife's vehicle,

and I told him that his wife was in the vehicle and she

was deceased.

Q And whajt_ did the defendant do upon your notifying

him that his wife had been found and was deceased?^

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. You mean what did he say, or

what action did he take?

MR. PULVER: First what did he actually do, and then

what did he say.

THE COURT: I am going to let him answer that.

THE WITNESS: The first thing that Mr. Kosmas did was

place his fingers to his eyes and his arm in a manner like

this (indicating). He then almost immediately after that,

within a matter of seconds, said, "Come with me. Please

come with me."

Myself and Detective Pfouts followed him down the

hallway into the master bedroom of the residence.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Into his bedroom?
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A Yes, sir. Upon.. going into the master bedroom,

Mr. Kosmas turned with a phone in his hand and said —

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: Don't tell us what he said. You mean he

just reached and picked up the telephone right then?

Didn't dial or didn't do anything?

THE WITNESS: I didn't see him dial the telephone,

Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. This is what you were objecting

to earlier.

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: All right, approach the bench.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

THE COURT: Now, if I remember what you told me earlierj

his testimony is going to be there is somebody here that

you ought to talk with, or words to that effect?

MR. PULVER: I want you to speak to my friend.

THE COURT: And then he took the phone and the friend

was Angelos.

MR. PULVER: Angelos. We will stop there.

THE COURT: And then he and Angelos had a telephone

conversation?

MR. PULVER: They talked, yes.

THE COURT: But that is what he is goinig to tell me

if nobody stops him.
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MR. PULVER: Right.

THE COURT: Okay. I will let him go that far, that

the man handed him a phone. I have a friend. He picked

the phone up and the friend identified himself as Mr. Angelo$

That is the end of it.

MR. PULVER: That is the end of it.

THE COURT: I will let him go that far.

MR. WHITE: May I have a continuing objection?

THE COURT: Yes.

(The conference at the bench concluded.)

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Where did he pick the phone up from?

A From a night-stand beside the bed.

Q Where was the actual receiver that you talk into?

Where was that when he picked it up?

A I don't know, because when I came into the bedroom

I came into the bedroom behind him. And upon walking into

the bedroom, he turned, he picked it up. Apparently it was

on the nightstand. He turned and handed it to me and said,
i

"Please speak tq_him^"

Q What did you say?

A I asked him who is on the phone. It was a little

vinvinu.nl. All he said was, "A friend of mine."

Q And what did you do then?

A I spoke to the person on the telephone.
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Q Without saying what was said, who was on the other.

line?

A The person on the other end of the phone identified)
i

himself as Peter Angelos.

Q Detective, did you have occasion to return to

the defendant's home?

A Yes, I did.

Q And when was that?

A On December the 2 2nd.

Q And why did you return to the home?

MR. WHITE: Objection to why, Your Honor. His personal

reasons don't have anything to do with it.

THE COURT: Were they personal, or professional?

MR. PULVER: No.

MR. WHITE: If he had been asked to come there, Your

Honor, that would be one thing. I have no idea what he is

going to say when he asks the question like that.

MR. PULVER: I will rephrase the question.

BY MR. PULVER:

0 Detective, did you continue the investigation of

this case?

A Yes, sir, I did.

Q Did you gain any other information?

A Yes, sir, I did.

C Did you then go to a judge in Baltimore County orA
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STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY, TO WIT:

To the Commissioner of Correction

Greeting:

You are hereby commanded to have the body of Stanley Michael Kosmas,

f
d.o.b. August 13, 1933, detained under your custody as it is said by

whatsoever name he may be called, under a safe and secure conduct, before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, at the Court House, Princess Anne, Maryland,

on Thursday, September 10, 1987 at 1:00 p.m., for Hearings on Motion for Modification

and Motion to Set Bail in the case of the State of Maryland vs. Stanley Michael Kosmas,

being Criminal Case No. 86-CR-00423 to be heard at 1:00 p.m. on Thursday, September 10,

1987 and immediately after said Stanley Michael Kosmas has been heard to return him to

said prison, and have you this writ.

As witness the Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins, Chief Judge of the First Judicial

Circuit of Maryland the 17th day of February, Nineteen Hundred and Eighty-seven.

Issued August 13, 1987.

Clerk

ORDER OF COURT

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition, it is thereupon, this 12th day

of August 1987, by the Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland,

Ordered that the Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosequendum issue in this case as

prayed and the same be returnable at 1:00 p.m. on Thursday, September 10, 1987, in

the Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland.

/s/ Lloyd L. Simpkins
Judge of the Circuit Court for
Somerset County, Maryland

True Copy
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in fctatr'a Attonirg
for Somerset County
PHINCl WILLIIAM STREET
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TELEPHONE

OGAN C. WIDDOWSON
1TATE1 ATTORNEY

^

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Thursday the 10th day of September
1987 at 1:00 p.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Milton Duckworth 400 Keilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
t^- FOR SOMERSET, COUNTY

jogan C# Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 10th day of September 1987
at 1:00 p.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: August 28, 1987 Clerk
eodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M KARCESKI
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS

WHITE & KARCESKI

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

204 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

SUITE 1504

201 NORTH CHARLES STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

TOWSON: (3O1) 823-78O0
BALTIMORE: (3O1) 685-O60O
REPLYTO: TOWSON

September 2, 1987

Criminal Clerk
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

RE: State v. Kosmas
Case: 86 CR 00423

Dear Mr./Ms. Clerk:

Enclosed please find an original Subpoena and two (2) copies to
be stamped and dated by your office. Please send the Subpoena back in over-
night mail if possible. Enclosed is a self-addressed, stamped envleope for
your convenience.

Thank you for any assistance you can give this matter.

Kindest regards.

Very truly yours,

Russell J. White

RJW/pdb

Enclosures
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Michael Kosmas
6702 Garvey Road
Rosedale, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person to testify before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Court House, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

at 1:00 p.m. on Thursday, September 10, 1987.

Any questions you may have should be referred to Russell J. White,

204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged with

contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant or body

attachment.

lerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this Subpoena to

on this day of , 1987.

Title

Signature
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Office of

QJb* &tate'H Attnrttejj
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLL1AM STREET

PRINCESS A N N E . M A R Y L A N D
21BS3 •

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

* NO. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear
at the trial of this case on Thursday the 10th day of September
1987 at 1:00 p.m. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial
date, to testify on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Milton Duckworth 400 Keilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

CD 3
«

by

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S p
SOMERSET COUNTS^'

J
rn

ogan Widdowson -̂ .

State's Attorney
for Somerset County

o

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on the 10th day of September 1987
at 1:00 p.m. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on
behalf of the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case.
Hereof fail not at your peril and have you the and there this
writ.

Date Issued: August 28, 1987
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY KOSMAS

*
*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE V
CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

* * *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Michael Kosmas
6702 Garvey Road
Rosedale, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person to testify before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Court House, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

at 1:00 p.m. on Thursday, September 10, 1987.

Any questions you may have should be referred to Russell J. White,

204 West Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged with

contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant or body

attachment.

Date7 Clerk

I CERTIFY that I delivered th@-Qriginal of pfls Subpoena to

on t h i s ^ ^ day of. 1987.
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MARGARITA E. GURRI GLASS. PH.D.
LICENSED PSYCHOLOGIST

66O KENILWORTH DRIVE

TOWSON. MARYLAND 212O4

296-5305

September 6, 1987

The Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins
Courthouse
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Dear Sir:

1 am writing at the request of Mr. Michael Kosmas and with
the consent of Alexis Kosmas, his 17-year-old sister, and Kitty
Flezanis, his maternal great aunt. Mr. Michael Kosmas is the legal
guardian of his sister Alexis and 14-year-old brother Gregory.
Mr. Michael Kosmas sought a psychological evaluation with me in
March 1987 to determine each of the sibling's need for individual
and/or family psychotherapy. Since then, I have met with Alexis
on a regular basis and less frequently with Alexis, Gregory and
Michael as a unit and in various combinations on an as needed
basis. In addition, 1 have met with the Kosmas's maternal
grandparents and maternal aunt.

At issue is Mr. Steven Kosmas's (the Kosman siblings' father)
request that he be released from prison to live with his
chi1dren.

In my professional opinion, it would be detrimental to the
emotional well being of Alexis, Gregory and Michael Kosmas for
their father to live with them. It is also my opinion that it
would be harmful to the Kosmas siblings to suffer imposed
visitations with their father. In addition, visitations by each
of the siblings with their father can only be considered
emotionally healthy if arranged on an individual basis upon each
sibling's request. Mr. Michael Kosmas, the eldest and guardian
of his siblings, emphatically has stated that he is opposed to
his father's request. Alexis Kosmas is also opposed.
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The Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins September 8, 1987

Thank you very much for your attention to this important
matter. Please feel free to contact me for more detailed
information. 1 can be reached at 337-0193.

Respectfully submitted,

M a r g a r i t a E. Gur/r i/G 1 &.&S , Ph.D.
Maryland License~No. 1876

MEGG:ss

cc: Michael Kosmas
Kitty Flezanis
Michael A. Pulver, Esquire



M E M O R A N D U M September 10, 1987

To: The Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins

Judge of the Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland

From: Michael, Alexis and Gregory Kosmas

Re: 86CR00423

We, the children of Marialane A. Kosmas, and Stanley M. Kosmas (Criminal),

present these views to the Court pertaining to today's hearing, and

respectfully request that they be taken into consideration.

1. Sentence reduction - We request that the sentence imposed in

this case be not diminished in any way, but left to stand, as

it is in no way to harsh in contrast with the crime.

2. Appeal Bond - The Court will recall in our grandfather's

testimony (Mr. Alexander G. Thanos) that our father threatened

to cause harm to our persons at the same time when he threatened

our mother. For our own safety, and for the safety of our

family, we request that Mr. Kosmas remain incarcerated for an

uninterrupted time of twenty-six years.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

4/W7 H W ^ Kg>̂ nf\gĵ g. q-q-fii J/bjuaryP, %Cfiuu. tjihy
' I rp

Michael S. Kosmas Alexis R. Kosmas Gregory J. Kosmas



RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS

WHITE & KARCESKI

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

204 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

SUITE 1504

201 NORTH CHARLES STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

^

TOWSON: (3O1) 823-78OO
BALTIMORE: (3O1) 685-O6OO
REPLY TO TOWSON

September 16, 1987

Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

RE: State v. Stanley Kosmas

Dear Judge Simpkins:

Enclosed please find a copy of Mr. Kosmas1 Brief that was filed
in the Court of Special Appeals.

Kindest regards.

Very truly yours,

Russell J. White1

RJW/pdb

Enclosure
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IN THE

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND

September Term, 1987

No. 425

STANLEY M. KOSMAS,

Appellant

v.

STATE OF MARYLAND,

Appellee

Appeal From The Circuit Court
For Somerset County

(Lloyd L. Simpkins, Judge)

APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

In March, 1986, Stanley M. Kosmas was charged with first

degree murder in a one count indictment returned by the Baltimore County

Grand Jury. In October, 1986, the case was removed to Somerset County

and on February 9, 1987, a jury found Appellant guilty of second degree

murder and he was sentenced by the Court (Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins) on

March 20, 1987 to the committment of the Commissioner of Corrections for

twenty-six years.
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Aggrieved by the judgment of the Court, Appellant

respectfully prosecutes this appeal.

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Did the trial court commit prejudicial error by admitting

into evidence an automatic handgun?

2. Did the trial curt commit prejudicial error by permitting

a lay witness to render an opinion?

3. Did the trial court commit prejudicial error by admitting

hearsay statements?

4. Did the trial court commit prejudicial error by

permitting the State to impeach their own witness?

5. Did the trial court commit prejudicial error in denying

Appellant's Motion for Mistial?

6. Did the trial court commit prejudicial error when it

permitted testimony of Appellant's actions upon notification of victim's

death?
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STATEMENT OF FACTS

Appellant, Stanley Kosmas, was convicted by a Somerset

County jury of second degree murder. The State presented its case in

chief by calling eighteen (18) witnesses; Michael Kosmas, Edward Mattson,

Helen Prodromou, Edna Carrick, Michelle Blackwell, Mary Alban, Paula

Nyitrai, Officer Wayne Ross, Officer Charles Leader, Robert Phillips,

Detective Donald Pfouts, Detective Milton Duckworth, Detective James

Simms, Conception Bascasnot, Dr. John Smialek, Aris Melissaratos,

Alexander Thanos and Michael Malone.

Michael Kosmas, the eighteen year old son of the Appellant

and victim testified that in February, 1985, the Appellant hired Ed

Mattson, a private detective to follow the victim who he caught in a

hotel room with Aris Melissaratos (T.83 - 85). After that, Mr. Michael

Kosmas testified that Appellant began to physically abuse the victim

(T.85). In June, 1985, Michael Kosmas testified that the Appellant told

him that the victim was trying to destroy the family through a divorce so

he was hiring someone to kill her and he attempted to give Michael the

key to the safe deposit box so that he could make the $10,000.00 payoff

if the Appellant was unable.(T.88). Michael Kosmas further testified

that the Appellant told him that he had held a gun on the victim (T.93).

Michael Kosmas testified that in June, 1985, the victim went to Miami,

Florida for a couple of weeks to visit her family and in August, 1985,

she went to talk to the Appellant's private investigator and then to

Detective Donald Pfouts from the Baltimore County Police Department

Spousal Abuse Unit (T.96). Michael further testified that the victim

informed Appellant that she was going to leave the family home after the
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Christmas holidays (T.106).

Additionally, Michael Kosmas testified that on Monday,

December 16, 1985, at approximately 6:30 p.m. he called the victim at the

Appellant's restaurant and advised her that he was leaving to attend a

concert at the Capitol Center in Landover, Maryland (T.111). Michael

Kosmas testified that after the concert he and two friends arrived at his

home at approximately 1:30 or 2:00 a.m. (T.114) and were met at the front

door of the home by Appellant (T.115). Michael Kosmas testified that

Appellant did not want his friends to spend the night because there was

no room in the house but later he agreed to permit them to stay in the

basement and he then went downstairs to clean it up (T.117). Michael

Kosmas testified that he and his two friends waited in his bedroom until

approximately 3:00 a.m. when Michael went down into the basement and saw

the Appellant coming out of the laundry room shutting the door behind him

(T.121,122). Michael also testified that the basement was in the same

condition that it was in earlier that day, with toys all over the floor

(T.122).

Michael Kosmas testified that the next morning his brother

and sister overslept and missed their rides to school because their

mother failed to wake them, something she had never failed to do before

(T.124). Michael Kosmas testified that he did not see his mother on

Tuesday, December 17, 1985 and, on Wednesday, December 18, 1985, when he

still had not seen her, he called Westinghouse, her place of employment

and was advised that she was not there and had missed a party in her

honor the day before (T.125). Michael Kosmas testified that he went to

Appellant's restaurant and asked Appellant if he knew where the victim
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was. When Appellant indicated he did not, Michael Kosmas contacted the

police (T.128).

Finally, Michael Kosmas testified that on Friday, December

20, 1985, he was advised that his mother's body had been found in the

Kenwood Park Apartment parking lot and he indicated that there was a

path from the Kosmas1 back yard to the neighbors yard, through the woods

to the Kenwood Park Apartment parking lot (T.135).

The State's second witness was Edward Mattson. Mr. Mattson

testified that in January, 1985, the Appellant hired him to investigate

his wife whom he believed was seeing another man (T.171). On February 5,

1985, Mr. Mattson testified that he followed the victim's suspected

boyfriend, Aris Melissaratos to the Red Roof Inn where he checked into a

room and later Mattson testified he observed the victim enter the hotel

room occupied by Mr. Melissaratos (T.172). Mattson testified that he

contacted the Appellant who met him at the scene and they both confronted

the victim (T.173).

In June, 1985, Mattson testified that Appellant contacted

him and arranged to meet him at the Loch Raven reservoir (T.175). At the

meeting, Mattson testified that the Appellant offered him money to kill

the victim who was going to Miami, Florida, and the Appellant gave Mattson

a picture of the victim with a Florida telephone number on it (T.176).

Mattson later advised Appellant that he did not know of anyone in Florida

who could help Appellant (T.177).

Further Mr. Mattson testified that on December 17, 1985, he was contacted

by Paula Nyitrai, a friend of the victim's who advised that she was

missing (T.180). On December 19, 1985, Mattson testified that he was

-5-
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hired by Irene Thanos, the victim's mother, to find her (T.183). On

December 20, 1985, Mattson testified that he went to Appellant's home and

spoke to Detective Donald Pfouts who was interviewing the Appellant and

advised him that he would search the neighborhood (T.186). Mr. Mattson

then testified that he drove around the corner and into the Kenwood Park

Apartments where he saw the victim's automobile (T.188). He noticed that

the doors were slightly ajar, and he observed the victim's body in the

back seat (T.188) and he returned to Appellant's home where he notified

Detective Pfouts of his discovery (T.189).

The State next called Helen Prodromou. Ms. Prodromou stated

that she drove her vehicle to Pete Vateno's home which is two houses away

from Appellant's home and rode to the Capitol Center in Landover, Maryland

with Pete Vateno and two friends (T.225). At the Capitol Center, Ms.

Prodromou testified that she met Michael Kosmas whom she had known for

three years (T.226). Ms. Prodromou testified that she and Michael Kosmas

and several friends left the concert at approximately 12:00 a.m. and

drove to Pikesville where they dropped off two friends and stopped at two

convenience stores (T.229). Michael then drove Ms. Prodromou and Keith

to his home and pulled into the driveway (T.229). On cross examination,

Ms. Prodromou testified that they arrived at Appellant's home at 1:00

a.m. (T.243). Ms. Prodromou testified that when the three entered the

home Appellant was awake and pacing (T.233). Ms. Prodromou testified

that Appellant went downstairs to clean the basement so that she could

sleep there but that she never saw the basement light go on (T.234). Ms.

Prodromou testified that she wondered around the Appellant's house and

waited approximately one and one-half hours before she went into the
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basement to sleep (T.238). During this time, Ms. Prodromou testified that

she did not see the Appellant or Mrs. Kosmas (T.237). Ms. Prodromou

testified that when she did go down into the basement she noticed that

there were toys scattered all over the floor (T.239). Finally, Ms.

Prodromou testified that she woke up at approximately 6:00 a.m. and

wondered all around the home looking into Appellant's bedroom and the

children's bedroom but did not see Mrs. Kosmas (T.240).

The State's fourth witness was Edna Carrick. Ms. Carrick

testified that she worked at Stephano's Restaurant, which was owned by

Appellant and Mike Vatenos frcm September, 1985 to June or July, 1986

(T.259). Ms. Carrick testified that on December 16, 1985, she started

work at the restaurant at 4:30 p.m. (T.261) and Mrs. Kosmas arrived

sometime after dark (T.262). Later that evening, Ms. Carrick testified

that Appellant left the restaurant for the evening taking Mrs. Kosmas1

vehicle (T.264). Ms. Carrick testified that they closed the restaurant

at 12:00 midnight (T.265) and she left to drive Mrs. Kosmas home shortly

after midnight (T.266). According to Ms. Carrick it took approximately

twenty minutes from the time they left the restaurant to get to the

Kosmas home (T.266). When they arrived at Appellant's home, Ms. Carrick

testified that Mrs. Kosmas' Cadillac was parked on the street in front of

the house (T.267). Further Ms. Carrick testified that when she dropped

Mrs. Kosmas off at the house she was wearing a red ski jacket, white

sweat shirt, blue jeans with white stripes, and blue and white tennis

shoes (T.269). Ms. Carrick also testified that Mrs. Kosmas brought the

payroll records home with her that evening (T.270). Finally Ms. Carrick

testified that when Mrs. Kosmas exited her vehicle she indicated that she

had to get something out of her own automobile and then she was going to
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do the laundry and finish the payroll (T.273), and Ms. Carrick observed

Mrs. Kosmas walk to the drivers side of her automobile, open the door and

then motion to Mrs. Carrick to leave (T.273,274).

The State's next witness was Michelle Blackwell. Ms.

Blackwell testified that she worked with Mrs. Kosmas at Westinghouse

(T.302) and the last time she saw the victim was approximately 4:15 p.m.

on Monday, December 16, 1985 (T.303). Further Ms. Blackwell testified

that Mrs. Kosmas failed to attend a party held for her and Ms. Blackwell

at Westinghouse on December 18, 1985 (T.305).

The State's sixth witness was Mary Alban. Mrs. Alban

testified that in August, 1985, she saw the victim in a bathing suit and

noticed bruises on her upper arms and right thigh (T.318). Additionally,

Mrs. Alban testified that she called the Kosmas home on December 18, 1985

to speak to the victim and was advised by the Appellant that she was

Christmas shopping (T.321).

The State then called Paula Nyitrai to the stand. Mrs.

Nyitrai testified that in August, 1985, the victim brought to her house a

handgun which Mrs. Nyitrai hid (T.331,332), and subsequently brought over

pictures and personal items (T.333). Further Mrs. Nyitrai testified that

the victim was planning to leave the Appellant on January 2, 1986 (T.333).

Further, Mrs. Nyitrai testified that the last time she saw Mrs. Kosmas

was approximately 4:00 p.m. on December 16, 1985 (T.335). Finally, Mrs.

Nyitrai testified that she and the victim's sister saw the Appellant at

the Vatenos home on Wednesday, December 18, 1985 and asked the victim's

whereabouts and were advised by Appellant that he "didn't do it"

(T.339,340).
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The State's next witness was Officer Wayne Ross of the

Baltimore County Police Department. Officer Ross testified that on

December 18, 1985, he responded to Appellant's home and spoke to Michael

Kosmas (T.343). Based on that conversation, Officer Ross completed a

missing persons report on the victim and called the Appellant at his

restaurant who advised that he had not seen his wife since December 16,

1985 (T.346).

The State then called Officer Charles Leader of the Baltimore

County Police Department. Officer Leader testified that on December 18,

1985, as a follow up to Officer Ross' missing person report, he went to

Appellant's home and was advised by Appellant that the last time he saw

his wife was approximately 12:45 a.m. on December 17, 1985 (T.350). In

addition, Officer Leader testified that Appellant was unable to provide

him with accurate addresses for the victim's family (T.353).

The State's tenth witness was Robert Phillips. Mr. Phillips

testified that in December, 1985, he lived at the Kenwood Park Apartments

(T.356). He testified that he had first seen the automobile in which the

victim's body was found on Tuesday, December 17, 1985 at 7:00 in the

morning when he left for work (T.357). Mr. Phillips testified that on

Tuesday his vehicle was parked next to the victim's vehicle so that the

passenger doors of each vehicle were side by side (T.359), and that the

victim's car remained in that spot until Friday (T.360). On cross

examination, Mr. Phillips testified that on Tuesday morning he did glance

into the victim's vehicle and saw a blanket over top of some object in

the back seat (T.362,364). Further Mr. Phillips testified that the

object remained covered the last time he saw it, Friday morning, December

20, 1985 (T.377).

-9-
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The State's next witness was Detective Donald Pfouts of the

Baltimore County Police Department, Spouse Abuse Unit. Detective Pfouts

testified that he first met Mrs. Kosmas in August, 1985, and after their

meeting he filed a police report (T.387). Detective Pfouts testified

that on December 20, 1985, he received a copy of a missing persons report

concerning Mrs. Kosmas and as a result he went to Appellant's home and

spoke to Appellant regarding the last time he had seen the victim and

knowledge of her whereabouts (T.389). While at Appellant's home,

Detective Pfouts testified that Ed Mattson arrived and the victim's

mother and sister arrived but that Ed Mattson left and returned again

approximately 5 minutes later (T.399), stating he located the victim's

body (T.397). Detective Pfouts testified that he followed Mattson to #1

Dutrow Court where he found the victim's vehicle and observed the victim's

body in the back seat (T.397). Detective Pfouts testified that he then

notified the homicide division (T.397). Finally, Detective Pfouts

testified that he was approximately two feet from the victim's car before

he was able to see the body inside (T.414).

The State's twelfth witness was Detective Milton Duckworth.

Detective Duckworth testified that on December 20, 1985, he responded to

#1 Dutrow Court in reference to a body that was found (T.417). Detective

Duckworth described the position of the body in the vehicle and testified

that when the police opened the car door through the use of a slim-jim he

observed dried grass on the bottom of the victim's bare feet, on the

lower part of the passenger's seat back and along the bottom of the seat

(T.419). Detective Duckworth testified that the victim's pants were

pulled down her thigh's exposing her buttocks and her shirt was pushed
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up exposing her lower back (T.419). She was wearing a diamond ring and

there was a ligature mark which went around her neck (T.420). Detective

Duckworth also testified that the body was in his opinion frozen (T.420).

Additionally, Detective Duckworth testified that he was able to see what

was in the victim's vehicle at a distance of four to five feet (T.423).

Further Detective Duckworth testified that he searched the interior of

the car but did not find car keys, shoes, socks or a winter jacket

(T.429). Detective Duckworth also testified that is just over two-tenths

of a mile from the location where the body was found to the Kosmas

residence (T.429).

Detective Duckworth also testified that he left the crime

scene to give a death notification to Appellant (T.431) and he advised

Appellant that the police had located his wife's vehicle and that she was

deceased (T.433). Detective Duckworth then testified that Appellant said

to the Detective to follow him and he led him into the master bedroom

(T.433) where he picked up the telephone, without dialing it (T.434),

handed it to Detective Duckworth and said, "Please speak to him" (T.435).

Detective Duckworth asked who was on the phone and was told by Appellant

that it was a friend (T.435). Detective Duckworth testified that it was

Peter Angelos on the line (T.436). Finally, Detective Duckworth testified

that on December 22, 1985, he executed a search and seizure warrant at

the Appellant's home and found white tennis shoes with blue stripes and a

red ski jacket in the foyer closet (T.439) and the victim's pocketbook in

the kitchen (T.440). Additionally, Detective Duckworth testified that he

searched the laundry room and discovered dried grass and other debris on

the floor (T.443). Finally, Detective Duckworth testified that on
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December 22, 1985, he went to the home of Paula Nyitrai where he was

given an automatic handgun and ammunition (T.451).

On cross examination Detective Duckworth testified that

fingerprints were recovered from the victim's vehicle but that they did

not match Appellant's fingerprints (T.466,467). Finally, Detective

Duckworth testified that he interviewed Mattson who advised him that

Appellant offered Mattson money to kill the victim (T.486).

The State then called Detective James Simms to the stand.

Detective Simms testified that he examined latent fingerprints which were

removed from Appellant's vehicle by Detective Doug Reed (T.507).

Detective Simms testified that he entered the fingerprints into the

Printrack System with negative results (T.509). In addition, Detective

Simms testified that he compared the latent fingerprints with those of

the victim with negative results (T.510), with those of Appellant with

negative results (T.511), with those of Edward Mattson with negative

results (T.511), with those of all investigating police officers with

negative results (T.511), Aris Melissaratos with negative results

(T.511,512), and Michael Kosmas with negative results (T.512).

On cross examination, Detective Simms testified that he did

not check any clothing in this case for fingerprints (T.514).

The State's next witness was Conception Bacasnot. Ms.

Bacasnot, a forensic chemist with the Baltimore County Police testified

that on January 16, 1986, she examined the blood of the victim and found

it to be AB with a positive rh factor (T.519). In addition, Ms. Bacasnot

testified that she examined fingernail clippings from the victim and

found traces of AB human blood (T.521). Also, Ms. Bacasnot testified
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that she examined vaginal and oral swabbings from the victim and that

neither contained seminal fluid but both did contain AB human blood

(T.522). Finally, Ms. Bacasnot testified that she compared the victim's

pubic and head hair with strands of hair found on the victim and they

were consistent (T.524).

The State's fifteenth witness was John Smialek, Chief Medical

Examiner for the State of Maryland. Dr. Smialek testified that Dr.

Thomas Smith performed the autopsy on the victim and prepared a report

from which Dr. Smialek based his testimony (T.540). Dr. Smialek testified

that based upon the abrasion found on the victim's neck some type of

ligature had been twisted around her neck (T.546), and due to the injuries

to her body she had died of strangulation (T.547). Further, Dr. Smialek

testified that the manner of death was homicide (T.548). In addition,

Dr. Smialek testified that the victim's body, at the time of the autopsy,

December 21, 1985, was frozen (T.553), and that due to the tempatures at

that time of year, the victim had been dead at a minimum two or three

days before her body was found (T.554). Dr. Smialek also testified that

pieces of noodle were found in the victim's stomach and based on their

relatively unadvanced state of digestion, the victim had eaten two or

three hours before her death (T.557). Finally, Dr. Smialek testified

that based upon the abrasion pattern on her neck, the ligature had been

looped around the back of the victim's neck and she had tried to use her

hands to free herself (T.562).

On cross examination, Dr. Smialek testified that the victim

could have eaten within one hour of her death (T.566).

The State's next witness was Aris Melissaratos. Mr.

Melissaratos testified that on February 4, 1985, he was at the Red Roof

Inn with the victim when the Appellant confronted them (T.585). Further,



Mr. Melissaratos testified that on April 17, 1985, the victim picked him

up for lunch and they were followed by the Appellant who broke their

window with a tire iron when they were stopped at a traffic light (T.587).

Finally, Mr. Melissaratos testified that he had not seen the victim for

approximately one week before her body was found (T.588).

On cross examination, Mr. Melissaratos testified that he was

living with another woman while he was seeing the victim (T.599).

The State then called Detective James Simms. Detective

Simms testified that he compared the fingerprints of Gregory Kosmas with

the latent prints in the victim's car with three positive results leaving

three unidentified latent prints (T.602).

The State's seventeenth witness was Alexander Thanos who is

the victim's father. Mr. Thanos testified that he and his wife have

lived in Florida since 1978 (T.604). Mr. Thanos testified that in June,

1985, he had a conversation with Appellant who advised him that the

victim wanted a divorce (T.608) but that he would not give her a divorce

and if he could not have her, no one would - he would kill her (T.609).

Finally, Mr. Thanos testified that the last four digits of his phone

number spell NAVY (T.613).

The State's final witness was Special Agent Michael Malone

of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Agent Malone testified that he

was asked by the Baltimore County Police Department to do a plant -

material examination on grass that was removed from the bottom of the

victim's feet, grass that was removed from the back of the passenger seat

in the victim's automobile, grass that was taken from the lawn mower in

the laundry room of the victim's house, and grass that was removed from

the laundry room floor (T.767-769). Agent Malone testified that because

the fruiting bodies of each sample of grass were removed due to mowing,

he was unable to determine the type of grass (T.772).
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The Appellant presented his defense by called twenty-two

witnesses; Francis Crawford, Michael Andrion, Ruth Callender, Laura

Clarey, John Callendar, Karen Randlett, Keith Randlett, Robert Wuenschel,

Carol Wuenschel, Tom Udovitch, Gloria Treffinger, George Wehrich, Anthony

Palatucci, Rose Hall, Officer Charles Jackson, Diana Bowman, John Bowman,

Ronald Cook, James Muciano, Helen Muciano, Oscar Hunter, Jr., and Stanley

Kosmas.

Francis Crawford testified that he lives in the apartment

complex where the victim's body was found (T.621) and he recalls that the

victim's automobile had been parked there since at least Wednesday of the

week her body was found (T.622). Mr. Crawford also testified that a day

or two before the body was found he observed a black car pull up along

side the victim's car, a tall thin man with a black overcoat and black

mustache got out and walked all around the victim's automobile (T.623).

On the day that the body was found Mr. Crawford testified that Detective

Duckworth asked him if he could identify anyone and he saw a tall thin

man with a black overcoat and mustache that looked like the man he had

seen around the victim's car (T.624).

The Appellant's second witness was Michael Andrion. Mr.

Andrion testified that beginning approximately Thanksgiving, 1985, he saw

a shiny black Cadillac parked in front of the Kosmas home two or three

times per week (T.634). In addition, Mr. Andrion testified that he never

noticed any bruises on the victim and he was unaware of any marital

difficulties between the victim and Appellant (T.635).

The Apellant's next witness was Ruth Callender who testified

that she was unaware of any marital difficulties between the victim and

Appellant (T.639).
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The Appellant's fourth witness was Laura Clarey. Ms. Clarey

testified that she lived in the apartment complex where the victim's body

was found and on Sunday, December 1'5, 1985, when she pulled into the

parking lot at approximately 10:30 p.m. she observed an older man getting

out of the victim's automobile, a woman standing near the driver's side

of the vehicle, a younger man standing by the passenger side and a big

black car parked behind the victim's car (T.644). On cross examination,

Ms. Clarey testified that she saw the victim's car parked in the same

spot on Monday, December 16, 1985 at approximately 11:00 a.m. (T.651),

but she did not recall whether she saw it Tuesday, Wednesday or Thursday

of'that week (T.651).

The Appellant's next witness was John Callendar who testified

that he never saw any bruises on the victim and that the Kosmas' were

friendly neighbors (T.653,654).

The Appellant next called Karen Randlett who testified that

she lived in the apartment complex where the victim's body was found and

she remembers seeing the victim's car in the parking lot on a regular

basis beginning approximately one month before the body was found (T.657).

The Appellant then called Keith Randlett to the stand. Mr.

Randlett testified that he observed the victim's vehicle go in and out of

the apartment parking lot numerous times during the month preceding the

discovery of the body (T.663).

The Appellant's eighth witness was Robert Wuenschel. Mr.

Wuenschel testified that he never noticed any bruises on the victim and

he never observed the Appellant and victim in an argument (T.673).

The Appellant next called Carol Wuenschel to the stand. Ms.

Wuenschel testified that she never saw any bruises on the victim and she
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was unaware of any marital discord between the Appellant and victim

(T.678).

The Appellant's next witness was Tom Udovitch. Mr. Udovitch

testified that on Friday, December 20, 1985, at approximately 9:30 a.m.

he drove his wife home from the hospital to their apartment in the complex

where the victim's body was found (T.683). Mr. Udovitch testified that

he recalled the victim's car being parked there Wednesday, Thursday and

Friday of that week and possibly Tuesday (T.684). Mr. Udovitch testified

that on two occasions that week he parked next to the victim's car,

glanced at it and noticed the front seat appeared to be cluttered with

papers but never noticed anything in the rear seat (T.685-687).

The Appellant then called Gloria Treffinger to the stand.

Ms. Treffinger testified that she lived in the apartment complex where

the victim's body was found and she remembers seeing the victim's

automobile parked there Wednesday, Thursday and Friday of that week

(T.698).

The Appellant's twelfth witness was George Wehrich. Mr.

Wehrick testified that every morning he would go to his daughter's

apartment, Gloria Treffinger, and walk her dog and that he saw the

victim's car in the parking lot Wednesday and Thursday of the week the

body was found (T.707). He further testified that he walked past the

automobile on one occasion and pushed the door closed but he did not look

inside of the car (T.707-709). On cross examination, he testified that

the car was not parked in the parking lot Sunday, Monday or Tuesday

(T.711).

The Appellant's next witness was Anthony Palatucci. Mr.
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Palatucci testified that he is the maintenance superintendent at the

apartment complex where the victim's body was found (T.713). He further

testified that the victim's car had been parked there from Wednesday on

but does not recall if it was there Monday or Tuesday (T.715).

The Appellant then called Rosa Hall to the stand. Mrs. Hall

identified a picture of the victim as being a woman that came to the

Dukes Motel (T.723).

The Appellant's fifteenth witness was Officer Charles

Jackson. Officer Jackson testified that he interviewed seventeen persons

in connection with this case (T.728).

The Appellant's next witness was Diana Bowman. Ms. Bowman

testified that she has known the Appellant and victim for seventeen years

and was unaware of any marital discord (T.741). Nor did she notice any

bruises on the victim (T.741).

The Appellant next called John Bowman to the stand. Mr.

Bowman testified that ne never observed any bruises on the victim (T.745).

He also testified that he returned home from a Christmas Party at

approximately 1:15 a.m. on December 17, 1985 and did not see the victim's

automobile parked in front of the Kosmas home (T.746).

The Appellant's eighteenth witness was Ronald Cook. Mr.

Cook testified that he has known the Appellant since 1969 and that they

taught school together (T.754). He further testified that the Appellant

was an excellant teacher (T.755).

The Appellant then called James Musciano to the stand. Mr.

Musciano testified that he never noticed any bruises on the victim and

that Appellant was a good father (T.780).

The Appellant's next witness was Helen Musciano. Mrs.
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Musciano testified that she never noticed any bruises on the victim and

she was unaware of any marital discord between the victim and Appellant

(T.782).

The Appellant's twenty-first witness was Dr. Oscar Hunter,

Jr., a physician and pathologist. Dr. Hunter testified that he reviewed

the autopsy report of the victim prepared by Dr. Smith (T.790). Dr.

Hunter testified that based on the information contained in the autopsy

report and the weather during the week of December 15, 1985, it was his

opinion that the victim died on December 18 or 19, 1985 (T.794).

At the conclusion of Appellant's defense the Appellant,

Stanley Kosmas, took the stand. Mr. Kosmas testified that he and the

victim were married in 1963 (T.814) and began to have marital troubles in

1984 when the victim went to work at Westinghouse (T.816). Mr. Kosmas

testified that on December 13, 1984 at approximately 8:45 p.m. he drove

to a bakery and saw the victim with Aris Melissaratos (T.821). The

Appellant also testified that on February 4, 1985, he was contacted by

Edward Mattson who he had hired to investigate his wife and directed to

the Red Roof Inn where he found the victim and Aris Melissaratos (T.822).

On April 18, 1985, the Appellant testified that he was driving to

Westinghouse to surprise her for lunch when he saw the victim and Aris

Melissaratos in her car. Appellant followed them, blowing his horn and

when they stopped at a traffic light he demanded they get out of the car

and when they did not he smashed the car window with a pipe (T.823,824).

Appellant testified that the victim asked for a quiet divorce and he

withdrew all of the money from their bank account and gave her one half,

$5,000.00, to hire an attorney (T.832-834). The Appellant testified that

he consulted a divorce attorney who advised him that the victim should be



followed and so he met Edward Mattson who said he would arrange to have

the victim followed while she was in Florida in June, 1985 (T.841). The

Appellant testified that he believed that Aris Melissaratos was also

going to be in Florida (T.842).

The Appellant testified that on Monday, December 16, 1985,

the victim came to the restaurant at approximately 6:30 p.m. and after

much insistance by the victim he left at 8:00 p.m. and drove the victim's

vehicle home (T.847). The Appellant testified that he parked the vehicle

on the street in front of the house and spent the evening with his two

youngest children. Appellant testified that he went to bed at 11:00 p.m.

and at approximately 12:20 a.m. his daughter went to bed (T.848,849).

The Appellant testified that the next thing he recalls is the victim came

into the bedroom and asked for money. When he told her they would discuss

it in the morning she left the room (T.850). At 1:00 a.m. the Appellant

heard loud noises from the front of the house and went to the front door

and saw his son Michael and his two friends (T.852). Appellant suggested

that they sleep in sleeping bags on the living room floor but Michael

insisted that they would prefer the basement the Appellant went downstairs

to straighten it up (T.852). Appellant testified that he moved toys

behind the sofa, then went into the laundry room to secure the outside

door and then went to bed (T.854). At 4:00 a.m. Appellant noticed a

light on in the house and he found his son Michael awake so they talked

for approximately ten minutes before going back to bed (T.857). On

Tuesday, the Appellant testified that the children overslept so he advised

them just to stay home (T.857). On Wednesday the Appellant testified that

his son Michael came to the restaurant and said he was going to report

the victim as missing (T.858). Appellant advised that he also went to
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the police station after the lunch crowd (T.859). Finally, the Appellant

testified that he had nothing to do with the victim's death (T.860).

On cross examination, Appellant testified that he did not

beat the victim (T.872). He also testified that he never held a gun on

the victim (T.880), and he testified that he never threatened to kill her

(T.884). Appellant denied offering Mattson a contract to kill the victim

(T.891). The Appellant testified that he did not know the victim was

planning to leave him on January 2, 1986 (T.900).

In rebuttal the State called five witnesses; Michelle

Blackwell, Robert Donald, Christine Mattson, Michael Vatenos and John

Vatenos.

Michelle Blackwell testified that if the victim was going to

be absent from work she always made it a habit to call in (T.944).

Robert Donald testified that he is a friend of Edward Mattson

and saw Mattson on December 16, 1985 at a Christmas party at Veleggie's

Restaurant (T.945). Further he testified that Mattson was still at the

party when Mr. Donald left at 12:00 midnight (T.945).

Christine Mattson, Edward Mattson's wife testified that her

husband picked her up from her place of employment on Tuesday, December

17, 1985 at approximately 12:30 a.m. (T.953).

Michael Vatenos, the Appellant's business partner, testified

that he knew that Appellant and the victim were going to separate after

the Christmas holidays (T.964). He also testified that he never saw any

bruises on the victim and that Appellant was polite to her (T.964).

John Vatenos, Michael Vatenos' son, testified that the

victim worked at the restaurant two or three days per week but that she

was not a salaried employee (T.967).
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ARGUMENTS

I.

THE COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR
BY ADMITTING INTO EVIDENCE AN AUTOMATIC HANDGUN

The trial court committed prejudicial error by admitting

into evidence an automatic handgun. Over objection of defense counsel,

the court permitted witness Paula Nyitrai to testify that the victim

brought over to Ms. Nyitrai's house an automatic handgun and ammunition,

which was then hidden. Without explanation from the State it is obvious

they this was introduced to corroborate the testimony of Michael Kosmas

that the Appellant admitted to him that he had held a gun on the victim

and to generally corroborate Michael Kosmas' testimony of the abuse and

threats that existed in his parents relationship.

Although circumstantial evidence may be relevant, it neverthe-

less may be excluded if the probative value of the evidence is outweighed

by its "disadvantageous effects in confusing the issues before the jury,

or in creating an undue prejudice." 6 Wigmore on Evidence, Section 1904

at 747, (Chadbourn rev. 1976). Specifically, the introduction before the

jury of a dangerous or deadly weapon is often unduly prejudicial to the

accused because; first, there is a tendency, by the mere introduction of

a weapon, to infer the truth of all that is predicated of it, and secondly,

the sight of a deadly weapon tends to inflame the jury and associate the

accused to the wrongdoing without sufficient evidence. 6 Wigmore on

Evidence, Section 1157 at 336 - 340, (Chadbourn rev. 1976).

The introduction of a handgun in this case is extremely

prejudicial to the Appellant, not only because of what the handgun itself

infers which went without being substantiated by other evidence, but
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because the introduction of such serves only to confuse the issues before

the jury. The evidence in this case shows that the victim's death was

caused by strangulation and not due to a gunshot wound. However, the

introduction of the handgun excites or angers the jury and causes them to

associate the Appellant with violent activity such association then being

transferred to the death of the victim.

Furthermore, the introduction of the handgun is evidence of

other bad acts which is clearly irrelevant and inadmissible to show

propensity to commit the crime charged.

Therefore, any probative value that the handgun may possess

in corroborating the testimony of Michael Kosmas is completely outweighed

by its prejudicial effect.

II.

THE COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR
BY PERMITTING LAY WITNESS TO RENDER AN OPINION

The trial court-committed prejudicial error when it permitted

a lay witness to render an opinion. Over the objection of defense counsel

the court permitted witness Michelle Blackwell to render an opinion as to

whether or not it was unusual that she did not hear from the victim on

Tuesday, December 17, 1985. Ms. Blackwell, who worked with the victim at

Westinghouse, testified that she did find it very unusual that the victim

did not notify her employer that she would not be at work on Tuesday,

December 17, 1985. The law is clear that a lay witness1 opinion is not

admissible if the subject of the opinion can be described so as to afford

the trier of fact the opportunity to render an opinion. Wimpling v.

State, 171 Md. 362, 189 A. 248 (1937). Certainly the information as to

the victim's conduct relating to prior absences from work would permit



the jury to conclude the usualness or unusualness of the victim's conduct

in this instance.

Permitting Ms. Blackwell to render an opinion was an invasion

into the providence of the jury, thereby creating prejudice and denying

Appellant a fair trial.

III.

THE COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL
ERROR BY ADMITTING HEARSAY STATEMENTS

The trial court committed prejudicial error by admitting

hearsay statements. A hearsay statement is in court testimony of a

statement made out of court, the statement being offered to show the

truth of the matter asserted, thus the value of the statement resting on

the credibility of the out of court asserter. Mutyambizi v. State, 33

Md.App. 55, 363 A.2d. 511, (1976).

Over the objection of defense counsel, the court permitted

witness Edna Carrick to testify as to what the victim told Ms. Carrick

she was going to do after Ms. Carrick dropped her off at home. It was

essential for the State that this information be provided to the jury

because the answer -- that the victim was going to do laundry -- places

the victim at the alleged crime scene the last evening she was seen alive

and refutes the defense theory that she went out that night in her

automobile.

The evidence presented by the State of grass clippings on

the victim's feet and on the floor of the laundry room coupled with the

testimony of Michael Kosmas that Appellant went down into the basement to

clean it so his friends could spend the night and was seen exiting the

laundry room infer that the crime took place in that room. However,
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without the introduction of the victim's statement to Ms. Carrick the

State is unable to place the victim at the scene. Even more damaging to

the State is the testimony of Ms. Carrick as to what she actually saw

when the victim got out of Ms. Carrick's car. Ms. Carrick testified that

she saw the victim go to the driver's side of her own vehicle, open the

door and then motion for Ms. Carrick to leave. This testimony, not only

refutes the State's theory but actually supports the defense theory that

the victim was seeing other people.

The State argued to the court that this testimony falls

within the state of mind hearsay exception. However, although the state

of mind exception is recognized in this State, Robinson v. State, 66 Md.

App. 246, 503 A.2d. 725 , (1986), it is clear that the declaration must

be made under assurances of reliability and not under suspicious circum-

stances. 6 Wigmore on Evidence, Section 1725 at 80 (3ed. 1940). In

the case at bar, where the victim had been found to be involved with

another man, her statement to an employee accounting for activities that

evening, is clearly made under suspicious circumstances especially in

view of the employee's testimony that she did not see the victim enter

her home.

Furthermore, because the Appellant himself testified that

the victim did enter the home and speak to him that evening the relevance

of the victim's statement concerning the laundry is substantially

outweighed by the prejudice caused Appellant. Even though the state of

mind exception is recognized, the statement is still hearsay and in

determining the admissibility of hearsay testimony in a criminal trial,

the statement must first be analyzed from a common law evidentiary stand-

point. Standifur v. State, 64 Md.App. 570, 497 A.2d. 1164 (1985).
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Thus since the probative value of the statement is outweighed by its

prejudicial effect it was an error to have admitted the statement.

Secondly, Detective Duckworth testified, over the objection

of defense counsel, that Edward Mattson told him that Appellant offered

Mattson a contract to kill the vicitm. Clearly this statement, made out

of court, was offered to establish the truth of the matter asserted.

This statement does not fit into any of the hearsay exceptions and even

the State at trial did not argue to the contrary. As hearsay -- even

double hearsay -- the statement should not have been admitted at the

trial. However, once admitted the statement is so damaging to Appellant

as to constitute reversible error. By this statement, a detective in the

police department corroborated the existence of a contract being placed

on the victim by the Appellant. However, unbeknownst to the jury the

Detective is confirming Mattson's testimony with a statement made by

Mattson. Such is obviously not reliable corroboration. Whatever doubt

the defense was able to establish in the minds of the jury as to the

existence of the contract after the cross examination of Mattson was

completely undermined by the introduction of this statement being

testified to by a law enforcement officer. The prejudice caused to

Appellant prevented him from receiving a fair trial.

Thirdly, Paula Nyitrai testified that the victim told her

that she was going to leave the Appellant on January 2, 1986. It was

important for the State to get this information into the record because

it explains the "timing" of the murder. Clearly this statement is hearsay

as it is offered for the truth of what is asserted, however, the trial

court rules it admissible seemingly on the grounds that since the date

was testified to previously, by Michael Kosmas, there was no harm to

Appellant.
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By admitting this statement into evidence, what the trial

court did in effect was permit a hearsay statement to corroborate the

testimony of the State's leading witness. Such corroboration prevented

the jury from determining the credibility of Michael Kosmas. As the fact

finder the determination of credibility is solely within the realm of the

jury. To permit an inadmissible statement to corroborate a witness1

testimony invades the providence of the jury thereby denying Appellant a

fair trial.

IV.

THE TRIAL COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR
BY PERMITTING THE STATE TO IMPEACH THEIR OWN WITNESS

The trial court committed prejudicial error by permitting

the State to impeach their own witness.

Over the objection of defense counsel, the court permitted

the prosecutor to ask Edward Mattson about his request for immunity

before testifying in this case. Mattson's concern stemmed from his

failure to report to the police the contract allegedly offered to him on

the victim's life.

The law is clear that the State may not impeach it's own

witness. Duffy v. State, 243 Md. 425, 221 A.2d. 653, (1966); Green v.

State, 243 Md. 75, 220 A.2d. 131, (1966); Mason v. State, 242 Md. 707,

218 A.2d. 682, (1966). The reason is obvious -- because a person who

produces a witness vouches for his credibility. Mike v. Service Review,

Inc., 19 Md.App. 287, 310 A.2d. 585, (1973). The criminal adversary

system encourages an advocate to inquire into a witnesses testimony and

to impeach a witness so as to discredit his testimony. Deinhardt v.

State, 29 Md.App. 391, 348 A.2d. 286, (1975). Clearly a request for

-27-



~

immunity made by one of the State's leading witness' and the circumstances

surrounding that request is proper impeachment material which will

certainly aid in discrediting the witness. Thus by permitting the State

to introduce this information, thereby denying Appellant the right to

impeach the witness with this information, the Appellant was denied a

fair trial.

V.

THE TRIAL COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR
IN DENYING APPELLANT'S MOTION FOR MISTRIAL

The trial court committed prejudicial error when it denied

Appellant's Motion for Mistrial. On direct examination, during the

State's case in chief, private investigator, Edward Mattson, in answering

the State's question if he talked to Appellant after the victim's body

was found, he answered, "Then I talked to Steve. I told him, I said,

would you take a lie detector? He said no." (T.185). At this point

Appellant moved for a mistrial or in the alternative that he be able to

question Mattson regarding his polygraph test.

Although the declaration of a mistrial is within the sound

discretion of the trial judge, when a request for a mistrial is made in a

criminal case and involves the question of prejudice which may infringe

on defendant's right to a fair trial, it is reviewable on appeal to

determine whether there has been an abuse of discretion in denying the

motion. Wilhelm v. State, 272 Md. 404, 326 A.2d. 707 (1974).

It is well established that the results of a lie detector

test, as well as the fact of taking such a test or refusing to take such

a test is not admissible. Lusby v. State, 217 Md. 191, 195, n.1, 141

A.2d. 893, 895, n.1 (1958), Guesfeird v. State, 300 Md. 653, 655, 480
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A.2d. 800, 803 (1984). However, reference to a lie detector test in a

criminal case is grounds for reversal only if the results can be inferred

from the circumstances or the defendant is prejudiced. Guesfeird v.

State, 300 Md. at 656, 480 A.2d. at 803. The case of Guesfeird v. State

deals with a lie detector test given to the prosecuting witness and lists

factors to consider in determining whether evidence of a lie detector

test was so prejudicial as to deny the defendant a fair trial. Those

factors include: whether the reference to a lie detector was repeated or

whether it was a single, isolated statement; whether the reference was

solicited by counsel, or was an inadvertent and unresponsive statement;

whether the witness making the reference is the principal witness upon

whom the entire prosecution depends; whether a great deal of other

evidence exists; and, whether an inference as to the result of the test

can be drawn.

When dealing with the defendant's refusal to take a lie

detector test, as in this case the following additional considerations

must be taken;

1. The nature of the error, particularly as it may abridge

some constitutionally protected right or deny a fair trial by improper

influence upon the factfinder.

2. The circumstances attending the disclosure, such as by

which party and whether the action taken by the court effectively cured

the error. 95 A.L.R. 2d. 819 (1975 ).

When combining all of these factors together with the

circumstances of this case it must be held that the Appellant was so

prejudiced by this statement that he was denied a fair trial.
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Although the reference to the lie detector was a single

statement prejudice occurred because the credibility of the Appellant was

a crucial issue in this case since he took the witness stand. His

testimony conflicted directly with the State's testimony so credibility

was a crucial issue. Guesfeird v. State, 300 Md. at 657 , 480 A.2d. at

803, 804. In addition, the fact that the reference was not solicited by

the prosecutor is not determinative of whether prejudice occurs, because

the harm is done regardless of how it arose. Guesfeird v. State, 300 Md.

at 659 , 480 A.2d. at 804. Additionally, the information that the

Appellant refused a polygraph most certainly infers the possible results.

The unavoidable inference for the jury to draw is that if he were innocent

he would have taken the test. As stated in State v. Driver, 38 N.J. 255,

183 A.2d. 655 (1962), " the average juror, unaware of the present

scientific uncertainty of lie detector tests might very well be even more

affected by proof of defendant's refusal to take the test than by the

evidence of results adverse to him coupled with proof of its scientific

imperfection."

Finally, it is obvious that in disclosing an accused's

refusal to take a polygraph his constitutional privilege against

self-incrimination has been violated.

Additionally, the Court's instruction to the jury to

disregard the statement concerning the lie detector test does not cure

the prejudice which resulted immediately the moment the statement was

uttered. In fact, such may serve only to emphasize the refusal.

Clearly, under these circumstances, it was an abuse of

discretion for the trial court to deny Appellant's Motion for Mistrial

and caused Appellant to withstand a trial laced with prejudice in

violation of his constitutional rights.
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VI.

THE TRIAL COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR WHEN IT
PERMITTED TESTIMONY OF APPELLANT'S ACTIONS UPON NOTIFICATION OF VICTIM'S DEATH

The trial court committed prejudicial error when it permitted

Detective Duckworth to testify that upon being advised of his wife's

death, the Appellant handed the Detective the telephone receiver and

attorney Peter Angelos was on the line.

The right to remain silent and the right to counsel are two

of our most fundamental constitutional rights. It is clear by Appellant's

actions in this case that he was exercising these rights which are

guaranteed him by the United States Constitution. The prosecuting

attorney suggests that at the time the above action took place Appellant

was not entitled to invoke these rights as he was not under arrest. The

Fifth Amendment and the Sixth Amendment of the United States Constitution

do not require, as a prerequisite, the arrest of the individual asserting

same.

The testimony of the above occurrence does nothing more than

infer in the minds of the jury the guilty of the Appellant. The Fifth

Circuit has recognized that to most layman the assertion of the Fifth

Amendment privilege is a "badge of guilt." Walker v. United States, 404

F.2d. 900 (5th Cir. 1968). The same "badge of guilty" obviously applies

when a person exercises his Sixth Amendment right to counsel. It is

perceived by most layman that if you were innocent you would be willing

to tell whatever you know and you would not need the services of an

attorney.

In United States ex. re. Smith v. Brierly, 384 F.2d. 992 (CA
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3 Pa. 1967) the court held that it was a denial of the accuseds right to

a fair trial for a police officer to testify that the defendant shook his

head and clenched his lips when a co-participant accused defendant of

crimes in his presence. In affirming the lower courts decision, the

appellate court held that the "use of such an episode as an admission by

the defendant of a fact vital to the proof of the capital offense charged

could not be squared with the requirement of the Fourteenth Amendment to

the United States Constitution that criminal procedure must be

fundamentally fair." 87 A.L.R. 3d. 706, 751 (1975 ).

In the case at bar it is clear that the testimony of

Appellant's actions are offered solely as an admission of guilt. The

testimony can serve no other purpose in the minds of the jury. As such,

the offering of this evidence has violated Appellant's constitutional

rights and denied him a fair trial.

It cannot be said that the error in this instance is

harmless. Before an error can be ruled harmless the State must prove

that no injury occurred as a result of the introduction of the evidence.

In deciding whether injury occurred the court must look beyond the weight

of evidence of guilt. Substantial evidence of guilt will not obviate a

constitutional error. In addition, the court must find that the evidence

admitted in error did not contribute to the conviction. Chapman v.

California, 386 U.S. 18, 23, 875 S.Ct. 824, 17 L.ed. 707 (1967).

Dispite the other evidence introduced against Appellant, it

is clear that the testimony informing the jury that the Appellant had his

attorney on the telephone when he was advised of his wife's death

contributed to the conviction. Testimony of such action sent up a red

flag of guilt in the minds of the jury resulting in prejudicial error.



*

CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth in this Brief, the Appellant

contends that he was caused a denial of due process of law, and received

a trial laced with prejudice in violation of the Constitution of the

United States. Appellant, therefore, requests that this Honorable Court

reverse the judgment of conviction and remand the case to the Circuit

Court for a new trial free of prejudicial error.

Respectfully submitted,

RUSSELL J. WHITE
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS

Attorneys for Appellant
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' Q .

' , THE

r v

BY MR.

Now, I

COURT:

v/hat year?

THE

Q

A

THE

THE

MR.

MR.

THE
iI

Q

A

MR.

THE

That was

MR.

WITNESS

BY MR.

J •• "331

PULVER:

ask you to look at what is inside the box.

Ma'am, you said .that was in August. Of

: Of '85.

PULVER:

Can you identify this weapon?

Yes.

COURT:

WITNESS

WHITE:

PULVER:

WITNESS

BY MR.

3he brought it down. She said that --

No, don't tell us what she said.

: She brought it down. She asked —

Objection.

You can't say what she asked.

: Okay.

PULVER:

V/hat did you do with it?

It was

WHITE:

COURT:

hidden, because ---

Objection.

The question is what did you do v/ith it?

the question.

WHITE:

misunderstood. ]

consistent.

THE

What did

THE

COURT:

Was that the question? I am sorry, I

'. will still object to it, just to be

Okay, fair enough. I will overrule it.

you do with it, was the question.

WITNESS: We hid the gun, because --

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
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THE

THE

' THE

it in my

MR.

THE

THE

MR.

move to

State's ]

MR.

THE

Q

COURT:

WITNESS

COURT:

WITNESS

house.

WHITE:

COURT:

WITNESS

PULVER:

332

No, you answered.

: I am petrified of them.

You hid it in your house.

: Yes. And I didn't want anybody finding

Objection.

Don't volunteer anything.

: I am sorry.

Your Honor, at this time the State would

admit the .25 caliber automatic into evidence as

Exhibit l

WHITE:

COURT:

BY MR.

Sfo. 5.

Objection.

Overruled.

(The item heretofore marked

for identification as State's

Exhibit No. 5 v/as received in

evidence.)

PULVER:

Did Maria Kosmas ever bring any other things over

to your home?

MR.

THE

THE

.

Q

WHITE:

COURT:

WITNESS:

BY MR.

Objection.

Overruled.

Yes.

PULVER:

Could you tell the ladies and gentlemen v/hat those

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
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;J,MR. PULVER: 27th.

THE COURT: — he went to this particular house again.

He objected as to why. We don't care why he went.

BY MR.. .PULVER:

Q Whose house is 8626 Delegge Road, Detective?

A I will mispronounce the last name, but it is Paula

Nyitrai.

Q Upon arriving at that location, were you given

something?

A Yes, I was.

Q I show you what has been marked as State's Exhibit

No. 5 for identification.

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE' COURT: Overruled.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Can you identify this, Detective?

A Through the serial number on this I can identify

it as the gun -- as a .25. .caliber automatic handgun that

was given to.meby Paula Nyitrai..

Q That was collected at her home?

A Yes, it was.

Q Was there a clip that went to this gun?

A Yes, there was.

Q What was the condition of the clip when you recovered

it?
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time,the same position and we worked very closely together.

.'.."';• Q How long had you worked with Maria?

A I met Maria January 8th of 1985, up until

December of '85. "

Q And the two of you worked together during that

period of time?

A Yes, we did.

Q When was the last time that you saw Maria Kosmas?

A Monday, December the 16th.

Q And where had you seen her?

A Westinghouse.

Q At your job?

A Yes, I did.

Q And what time did you last see her?

A 4:15 that same day.

Q And was that at the end of the day?

A Yes, it was.

Q Did you see Maria on December 17th?

A No, I didn't.

Q What day of the week would that have been?

A Tuesday.

Q Was Maria scheduled to work that day?

A Yes, she wa's.

Q Did you hear from Maria that day?

A No, we didn't.
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•; Q . How did you find this? Did you find this unusual?

''/•—• MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE WITNESS: Very unusual.

THE COURT: Just a moment. What is the nature of the

objection?

MR. WHITE: Did she find this unusual?

THE COURT: Yes. What is the objection?

MR. WHITE: That is asking her to give an opinion about

something like that. That is really not relevant, whether

10 she thought it was unusual or not. That is the basis.

11 THE COURT: The fact she didn't go to work.

12 MR. WHITE: The fact that she — what she thought was

13 unusual, her thoughts about it.

14 THE COURT: What was the question?

15 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I asked if the fact she didn't call

16 or come to work that day, was that unusual.

17 THE COURT: I will let her answer it.

18 THE WITNESS: Yes, it was unusual.

19 BY MR. SHELLENBERGER:

20 Q Now, did you see Maria on December 18th?

21 A No, I didn't.

22 Q Do you know what day of the week that was?

23 A That was a Wednesday.

24 Q What was going on December 18th at Westinghouse

25 with regard to you and Maria?

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
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..,:.'.•... Q Now, when Maria got out of the car, what if

anything did she tell you with regard to what she was

doing that night?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sustained":

MR. SHELLENBERGER: May we approach the bench?

THE COURT: Sure.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

MR. SHELLENBERGER: We are certainly at a point where

I am trying to elicit a hearsay statement by the victim in

this case. Your Honor, we are at a point where this is the

last person or next to last person to see Mrs. Kosmas alive.

I believe there is an appropriate hearsay exception

in this case and that would be the state of mind exception.

We are offering this to show what Mrs. Kosmas said she was

going to do that night.

Now, the reason that her state of mind is an important

issue is because Mr. White has indicated that Mrs. Kosmas

in opening may have been going out to run around.

What I am proposing is to offer this hearsay statement

under the state of mind exception, which would show her

intent of what she was going to do that night.

The state of mind exception, Your Honor, says that when

there is a statement that 'is spontaneous and otherwise

trustworthy, it can come in to show the state of mind of the

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
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declarant.

••.;, The cases that I would cite to the Court would be a

recent case of Robinson versus State, in which the Court

through Judge Moylan>' indicated that exception is well-

recognized in Maryland, as the Court well knows, to come in

and show her state of mind.

I would proffer that Edna's response is going to be

she told me that she was going to do laundry and do the books

that night. I believe that is an appropriate exception to

the hearsay rule, just to show what she said she was going

to do.

If the Court would like to see the case, I do have some

others.

MR. WHITE: That is absolutely wrong, what he said.

Her state of mind is not relevant.

MR. SHELLENBERGER: Mr. White has made her state of

17 mind --

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MR. WHITE: - He is trying to show she was going to go

down to the laundry room because that would establish the

case about the laundry room being a very important place.

THE COURT: I think her state of mind is relevant,

because it would indicate that she didn't plan to meet a

boy friend or somebody and go out somewhere. The indication

was she planned to stay at home and do the housework. I am

going to admit it.
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... MR. WHITE: You have my objection.

'T: (The conference at the bench concluded.)

BY MR. SHELLENBERGER: •

Q Now, Edna, before Maria got out of the car, what

if anything did she tell you she was going to do that night?

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: Overruled.

BY MR. SHELLENBERGER:

Q Go ahead.

A She said that — she said -- first of all she said

she was tired, and she had to go in and then finish up some

paperwork, and said she wanted to finish up her laundry,

and then she was going to go to bed and start all over again

the next day.

Q Now, when she got out of the car where did she go?

A Well, she walked around the front of my car --

THE COURT: Hold'your voice up. These people have to

hear what you are saying.

THE WITNESS: She got out of my car, walked around to

the front of it, and, you know, directly around the front

of my car, and went to the driver's side of her car.

BY MR. SHELLENBERGER:

Q Why was she going to her car?

A She told me she had to get something out of her

car.

I
OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



3
486

(The conference at the bench concluded.)

. BY MR. PULVER:

Q Detective, you did talk to Henry Wysham, is that

6
i

7

6

9
|

10 i

II

12

13

1.4 i

15

16

IB

19

M

correct?

A

Q

A

Q

U

a

Yes, I did.

And who was your conversation regarding?

Ed Mattson.

Based on your conversation with Henry Wysham,

v/hat did you do?

A I made arrangement to reinterview Edward Mattson

on December 21st.

Q Did you reinterview him?

A Yes, I did.

Q And at that time did you get additional informatior

A Yes, I did.

Q And what was that information you, got?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: He just asked what was the information you

got. I am going to let him answer it.

THE WITNESS: Mr. Mattson at that time made me aware

of a contract being offered to him by Mr. Kosmas to kill

Mrs. Kosmas.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q And waa that the reason you reintcrviewed him?

MR. WHITE: Objection.

JL_
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things were?

•*• MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: Overruled.

THE WITNESS: Pictures that she was very attached to,

that she didn't want destroyed. Things like that.

BY MR. PULVER: .

Q Did she ever indicate to you any plans to leave?

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. WHITE: Just a minute, Miss.

, • THE COURT: Wait a minute. Well, that has been testified

to also, hasn't it?

MR. PULVER: I believe it has, from her son Michael.

THE COURT: What is the point in. going over it?

MR. PULVER: . Just to bring out that point, Your Honor,

and emphasize it through this witness as well.

THE COURT: All right, I will let it in.

THE WITNESS: Yes, she told me she v/as going to leave

January 2nd of '86.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Do you know a man by the name of Ed Mattson?

A Yes, I do.

Q And do you know who he is?

A He was the first --

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, might I request the witness

1

• •• i •
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A A retired county policeman, also a private

investigator.

Q Where did he work when he was a county policeman?

A Homicide.

Q Who were you talking with at this time regarding

the investigation of the Kosmas murder?

A Officer Duckworth, I believe.

Q Did you go back and talk with him?

A I certainly did.

Q When was that?

A Sometime, probably during Christmas week. I am

not really sure of the date.

Q And at that time did you tell him about the

contract?

A Yes, I did.

Q Now, did you ever approach the police and ask them

for immunity --

MU, WHITE: Your Honor, this is impeachment tntitiumny,

I think that should be left to the defense. I object to

the State impeaching its own witness.

THE COURT: You started to say did you ever go to the

police?

MR. PULVER: Yes.

THE COURT: What was your question going to be? Don't

answer it, please.

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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MR. PULVER: I was going to ask the defendant if he

had ever gone to the police and asked them for immunity.

THE COURT: All right. You are objecting to that?

MR. WHITE: I think that is impeachment testimony. He

cannot impeach his own witness. That is up to the defense

attorney.

THE COURT: Well, I don't think he is trying to impeach

his own witness. I am going to let him answer it. Go

ahead.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Did you ever approach the police about getting

you immunity in this case?

A Yes, I did.

Q Why did you approach the police?

A Because, as I told you before, about misprision

of a felony. I think a crime could possibly have been

committed, and conspiracy to commit a murder is a felony.

I figured the law was still on the books. I figured if I

am going to testify against anybody, I want immunity to

protect myself.

Q Had you talked to your attorney?

A I talked to several attorneys.

Q Did you ever approach the State?

A Yes, I did.

Q Meaning myself about seeking immunity?

1

i

i.!. t
: I

|
(
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until 1:00 o'clock.

(The jury left the courtroom.)

THE COURT: Have a seat, gentlemen. I want to get one

thing straightened out here with the clerk.

We had three motions this morning that we had not

ruled on. We discussed one^ or two of them this morning.

I want to get it on her record.

One of those I think that we disposed of was_a_motion

filed by the State which was with regard to a polygr.aph__test

taken by Mr. Mattson. We granted that motion.

That motion was filed, ma'am, on the 20th of January

by the State.

Another motion was a motion qj^_the 21st. by the

State regarding the character of the deceased. What did we

do about that? "

MR. PULVER: You granted the State's request.

THE COURT: I think I did. That is what my notes say.

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, the one thing in connection

with that, we did want to show!!_jipjt__to__pjDâ e__aiiy—bad

character or anything l;Lke__ that, Jbut we did jyant to show

that she_ had. contacts with other people outside the house. .

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. WHITE: People she could have been involved with.

I think her conduct, going to bars at night and things of

that type, I think that can reasonably —

: i •

:

|

1

i
•
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

MOTION IN LIMINE

Now comes the State of Maryland by its attorney, Sandra A.

O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County and Michael A.

Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, and

respectfully states:

1. That the State intends to call at trial Edward Mattson

in its case in chief.

2. That Edward Mattson took a polygraph exam at Baltimore

County Police Headquarters concerning this case.

3. That the results or even the fact of the administration

of a polygraph exam are not admissible into evidence.

WHEREFORE, the State moves this Honorable Court to pass an

ORDER prohibiting Defendant's attorney from mentioning the polygraph

exam before the Jury.

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing) State's
Motion in Limine was mailed this /^/^ day of January, 1987,
to Russell J. White, Esquire, 204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue,l J. White, Esquire, 204 W. Pennsylvania Ave
Towson, Maryland 21204-and to Peter Angelos, Esquire, 5905
Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21214. Harford

MICHAEL A.'" PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
4 01 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 212 0 4
583-6610
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A I said I would come down the next morning and

speak to her and see what I could do for her, to get as

much information as she — as they possibly had. Then I

said I would see what I could do.

Q Did you meet with her the next morning?

I met with her, her husband, and her sisterA

Kitty.

Q

A

Q

A

And were you retained at that time?

I was.

And what did you do next?

I left there and I went to Garvey Road where Steve

was, at his home,, where I thought he would be. When I got

there the county police were there, Officer Donald Pfouts

from the Spousal Abuse Unit.

I went in and I asked Donald if it was okay if I

stayed. He said it was. He was interrogating or interview-

ing Steve. He was interviewing Steve about what happened.

I sat there and waited until they were done. Then

Donald Pfouts went outside with Michael into his car.

Q Did you talk with the defendant at that time?

A I sure did.

Q Had you been present when he was talking with

Detective Pfouts?

A I sure was.

Q Could you hear what he was saying to Detective

I

!

I

' . ! •

I

I
i

:

1

j
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Pfouts?

A Just the typical police interview, have you seen

your wife, et cetera, et cetera. Do you have any idea where

she might have been.

Q And then you talked to the defendant?

A Then I talked to Steve. I told him, I said,

"Would you take a lie detector?" He said no.

MR. WHITE: May I approach the bench, Your Honor.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

MR. WHITE: I am going to move for a mistrial, Your

Honor, at this point, because of what the witness just

blurted out. Mr. Pulver filed a motion in connection with

this man here about the lie detector test, and —

THE COURT: The motion was — I think his motion was

that the results of it wouldn't be divulged, or something

like that.

MR. WHITE: He is talking about this man refusing a

lie detector test.

THE COURT: The detective asked him if he would take

a lie detector test, and he said no.

Do you have anything you want to say?

MR. PULVER: He is not a police officer. Obviously

there are no results, no evidence of a polygraph being

given. It is a question of what he said and his response.

THE COURT: All right, the motion is denied.

•' i

I
I

I

i ,
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.;. THE COURT: Okay, it may be better for the jurors to

hear it.all at one time and for Mr. white to hear it all

at one time. We will take our mid-afternoon recess a little

bit early. We will come back in at 20 minutes of 3:00.

(A recess was taken from 2:20 P.M. to 2:40 P.M.)

THE COURT: Mr. White, you have something on your mind

I understand?

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir. Thank you, Your Honor. Maybe

I was a little premature. Maybe we could go over it now at

this point anyway.

After the body had been discovered, after the crime

was discovered, one of the detectives, one or two of the

detectives came to the defendant -- I will just simply read

the report. I guess that might be the quickest way.

On 12-20-85, at 1420 hours, the assigned left the

crime scene and responded to the victim's residence at

6702 Garvey Road. Upon arrival at the residence the under-

signed notified Mr. Kosmas of the discovery of his wife's

body, and it goes on.

Upon advising the defendant of his wife, Mr. Kosmas

asked the assigned to come with him, at which time he was

followed into the master bedroom of the residence. Once

in the bedroom Mr. Kosmas handed the assigned a telephone

and said please speak to him.

When he questioned as to who was on the phone, he stated

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
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a friend of mine. The assigned took the phone and learned

that the friend was Peter Angelos, who is here today. Mr.

Angelos advised Mr. Kosmas — excuse me, advised that he

4 was an attorney representing Mr. Kosmas and that Mr. Kosmas

5 would make no statements concerning the death of his wife.

6 Now, they are going to try to get that in. I don't

7 think that is proper, because an attorney can advise his
- I

8 client, and that is not admissible when somebody wants to

9 exercise their right to remain silent. That has been held

10 time after time as reversible error if the State is permittee.
I

11 to offer that type of evidence.
•

12 THE COURT: What you are saying is that you don't want

13 the police officers to say that he talked to Mr. Angelos

U at all. You don't want to make any reference —

15 MR. WHITEE: I don't want to make any reference to

16 the fact he declined to make any statement at that time.

17 He was exercising his Fifth Amendment Rights. I don't

18 think that the State can comment on that.

19 THE COURT: All right. Do you agree with that?

20 MR. PULVER: I would agree with that. The only point

21 we are going to is this, that when they gave the defendant

22 notice, that they talked to the-defendant, notified him of
23 his wife's death, he wasn't under arrest. None of his Fifth

24 or Fourth Amendment Rights applied at that point.

At that point the defendant, without saying anything,

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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says come with me. He hands him a phone that is already

off the hook laying on his bed when they got there, and

says speak to him.

They say who is it? He says it a friend of mine. I

want you to speak to them.

At that point Detective Duckworth identifies himself.

Mr. Angelos identifies himself. That is as far as we want

to go. We won't get into the fact Mr. Angelos says I don't

want you to talk to my client.

THE COURT: Now, Mr. White, the fact this man hadn't

been arrested or anything at all, does that change the

picture?

MR. WHITE: I don't believe so. .'\

THE COURT: I don't think it would.

MR. WHITE: Mr. Angelos has him on the telephone giving

him advice as his attorney not to make any statements or

anything like that. I don't think that that is relevant

information. I think it is prejudicial to the defendant,

and he is simply exercising a right to speak with an attorney

He is turning the policeman over to him.

THE COURT: He had not been arrested.

MR. WHITE: No.

THE COURT: As far as we know, I guess he was a suspect?

MR. WHITE: His attorney is telling the policeman he

is not going to make any statements.
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THE COURT: Now, you understand you don't want that

part.

MR. PULVER: I am going to leave that out.

THE COURT: What Mr. white is saying is he doesn't want

any reference made to the fact he said speak to Angelos,

speak to the person on the phone. You don't want any of

that in.

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.

MR. PULVER: We want the defendant's conduct that we

think is unusual. It is a circumstantial case. It is a •

circumstance that I think is important. Anybody would say

that that is an important circumstance.

We don't want to say that his attorney said not to talk

to him, so therefore he was saying it.

THE COURT: What you really have got here is this man

before he was even arrested contacted an attorney.~ That is

what you are implying.

MR. PULVER: As far as we know, before he knows his

wife is dead.

THE COURT: He contacted his attorney before anybody

said you did it. They don't even^want "that brought in.

MR. PULVER: I don't think there is any right we are

violating.

THE COURT: I am going to let it in up to the point you

have -- the conversation with Mr. Angelos is not going to go
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in. The fact he puts you on the phone and said speak with

this man and the man turned out to be Mr. Angelos —

MR. PULVER: I will instruct Detective Duckworth not

to mention it.

THE COURT: Note your objection.

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir, I will object at the time.

THE COURT: He hasn't been arrested yet.

All right, bring them in.

MR. WHITE: Just for the record, before they come in,

I want to simply inform the Court the discussion they had

on the telephone was Mr. Angelos advising him not to make ^

any statements in connection with that .Vr. Xesr\is hcui "n:st
s,

previously been accused by the parents of having done this.,

This is the reason he contacted Mr. Angelos.

THE COURT: The parents of the deceased had accused

him?

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir. Is that correct?

MR. ANGELOS: Your Honor, the police officers had

notified the parents and the sisters of the decedent's

having been found dead in the vehicle.

THE COURT: The parents knew she had been murdered.

MR. ANGELOS: The police told tthe parents she had

been found murdered. The police then told the parents that

they were going to pay a visit to Mr. Kosmas. The parents,

after the police had left, called Mr. Kosmas and said to him

s
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— mind you now, the police have not called the husband or

told him anything. He doesn't know anything.

The parents have been told by the Baltimore County

Police, as I just stated, that the decedent was found in

the vehicle murdered.

The parents then called Kosmas as the police are on the

way over and accused him of having killed his wife. They

had gotten this from the police and the police were coming

to get him.

He then picks up 'the phone and calls me. I am

prepared to testify to this, if the Court sees fit. He

calls me and advises me of what has occurred.

I tell him at that point in time under no circumstances

you are not to make any statements to anyone.

THE COURT: Good advice.

MR. ANGELOS: That is the background.

MR. WHITE: Again, Your Honor, I would ask Your Honor

to reconsider. r""""

THE COURT: No, I am going to let him get up to that

point. The man had not yet been arrested and had not yet

been contacted by the police to the extent that he even had

been told he was a suspect.

MR. WHITEE: What that is going to amount to, I mean,

the reason they want to get it in obviously is because it

is prejudicial —

I
v
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•".•' THE COURT: I understand why they want to get it in.

v. MR. WHITE: It is going to show here he is talking to

an attorney already.

THE COURT: Which is true.

MR. WHITE: If Your Honor believes that is admissible,

I just —

THE COURT: He hasn't been arrested. He hasn't been

approached by the police and there is not even any indication

at all that he is going to be arrested.

MR. WHITE: He can exercise.his Fifth Amendment Right

)ii\fof< h". in arronted.

THE COURT: Up to now he hasn't been told he is a

suspect.

MR. ANGELOS: He has.

THE COURT: Not by the police authorities.

MR. WHITE: He doesn't have to be told by the police.

THE COURT: I am going to let it in. You note the

objection and we will get to that point and then stop it.

21

22

23

24

25

than.

said.

MR. WHITE: Mr. Angelos is going to have to testify

THE COURT: He is not going to testify to what was

MR. WHITE: He is going to have to rebut this.

THE COURT: If he wants to do that, sure.

(The jury returned to the box.)
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431

;, I followed this road down to Delegge Road, made a left

on Delegge Road, and made another left on to Garvey Road.

This would be 6702..

Q

wise?

A

Q

THE

MR.

BY MR. PULVER:

And can you write again how long that was distance-

.

It is — you want it on here?

Yes.

COURT: You say how long. You mean in time

PULVER: In distance, Your Honor. I am sorry.

Put distance and time.

Q

after you

A

Q

A

Q

A

death of

Q

A

Q

speak to?

A

BY MR. PULVER:

Now, you indicated you went to 6702 Garvey Road

left the crime scene, is that correct?

Yes, sir.

And why were you goinig to that location?

To make the death notification to Mr. Kosmas.

And v/hat exactly is a death notification?

It is when you notify the next of kin about the

a relative.

Is that a routine procedure, Detective?

Yes, sir.

And upon arriving at 6702 Garvey Road, who did you

Mr. Stanley Kosmas.
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, Q And could_you.-tell—the ladies and, gentlemen about
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what transpired at that time?

MR. WHITE: Objection,_Your Honor.

THE COURT: Is this the__thing you were talking about

earlier?

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Can't we do it by question and answer? You

said what transpired.

•MR. PULVER:-. Just generally what happened. I will take

it.question and answer if you like.

THE COURT: Do it that way. Then we will know when

to object.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Very well. Detective, upon being allowed into the

defendant's home, where did you go?

A Into the living room area.

Q Was there anybody else present at that time?

A In the living room area?

Q Yes.

A Myself and Detective and Donald Pfouts and the

defendant.

Q And can you identify the person you spoke to at

that location in this courtroom today?

A Sure. Seated there in the blue suit with counsel.

Q Indicating for the record the defendant at the

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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trial table today.

What did you tell him upon being allowed to enter the

premises?

A I identified myself. I stated I think you know

Detective Pfouts as he had been there earlier in the day.

I told him that we had located his wife's vehicle,

and I told him that his wife was in the vehicle and she

was deceased.

Q And what_did the defendant do upon your notifying

him that his wife had been found and was deceased?t

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. You mean what did he say, or

what action did he take?

MR. PULVER: First what did he actually do, and then

what did he say.

THE COURT: I am going to let him answer that.

THE WITNESS: The first thing that Mr. Kosmas did was

place his fingers to his eyes and his arm in a manner like

this (indicating). He then almost immediately after that,

within a matter of seconds, said, "Come with me. Please

come with me."

Myself and Detective Pfouts followed him down the

hallway into the master bedroom of the residence.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Into his bedroom?

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER

FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



434

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

.14

15

IG

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

....... A Yes, sir. Upon__going into the master bedroom,

Mr. Kosmas turned with a phone in his hand and said —

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: Don't tell us what he said. You mean he

just reached and picked up the telephone right then?

Didn't dial or .didn't do anything?

THE WITNESS: I didn't see him dial the telephone,

Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. This is what you were objecting

to. earlier.

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: All right, approach the bench.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

THE COURT: Now, if I remember what you told me earlier

his testimony is going to be there is somebody here that

you ought Uo talk.with, or.words.to that, effect?

MR. PULVER: I want you to speak to my friend.

THE COURT: And then he took the phone and the friend

was Angelos.

MR. PULVER: Angelos. We will stop there.

THE COURT: And then he and Angelos had a telephone

conversation?

MR. PULVER: They talked, yes.

THE COURT: But that is what he is goinig to tell me

if nobody stops him.
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,., MR. PULVER: Right.

• T H E COURT: Okay. I will let him go that far, that

the man handed him a phone. I have a friend. He picked

the phone up and the friend identified himself as Mr. Angelo:

That is the end of it.

MR. PULVER: That is the end of it.

THE COURT: I will let him go that far.

MR. WHITE: May I have a continuing objection?

THE COURT: Yes.

(The conference at the bench concluded.)

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Where did he pick the phone up from?

A From a night-stand beside the bed.

Q ' Where was the actual receiver that you talk into?

Where was that when he picked it up?

A I don't know, because when I came into the bedroom

I came into the bedroom behind him. And upon walking into

the bedroom, he turned, he picked it up. Apparently it was

on the nightstand. He turned and handed it to me and said,

"Please speak to___him̂ _"

Q What did you say?

A I asked him who is on the phone. It was a little

unusual. All he said was, "A friend of mine."

0 And what did you do then?

A I spoke to the person on the telephone.

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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Q Without saying what was said, who was on the other,

line? .

A The person on the other end of the phone identified

himself as Peter Angelos.

Q Detective, did you have occasion to return to

the defendant's home?

A Yes, I did.

Q And when was that?

A On December the 22nd.

Q And why did you return to the home?

MR. WHITE: Objection to why, Your Honor. His personal

reasons don't have anything to do with it.

THE COURT: Were they personal, or professional?

MR. PULVER: No.

MR. WHITE: If he had been asked to come there, Your

Honor, that would be one thing. I have no idea what he is

going to say when he asks the question like that.

MR. PULVER: I will rephrase the question.

BY MR. PULVER:

0 Detective, did you continue the investigation of

this case?

A Yes, sir, I did.

Q Did you gain any other information?

A Yes, sir, I did.

0 Did you then go to a judge in Baltimore County and

S

•

•
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MR.

with Steve Kosma

Case No

I think

THE

. 423 . S

what we

P

WHITE :

s .

COURT:

tanley

3

R O C E E D I N G S

Your Honor, Russell White present

Gentlemen, we are here in Criminal

Michael Kosmas is the defendant and

are here on is Mr. Kosmas was convicted and

sentenced on a murder

i s here

case, has since noted appeal and he

today requesting that we establish an appeal bond.

Isn't that right?

know if

not.

to just

you all

motions

MR. WHITE:

Your Honor set

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

hearing

THE

want to

MR.

COURT:

WHITE:

COURT:

WHITE:

the Mo

COURT:

do it .

PULVER

That's correct, Your Honor. I don't

both of the motions in for today or

What was the other one?

The other one was a Motion to Modify.

Got them both here.

Of course, I would have no objection

tion to Set Bail today.

All right. We will do it any way

: Your Honor, we are here, two

have been filed, and we should hear them both today.

THE

Which one do you

MR.

what I say would

COURT:

want

WHITE:

have

All right. We will hear them both.

to argue first?

Well, Your Honor, I guess probably

reference to both, actually.

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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1 THE COURT: All right.

2 MR. WHITE: Your Honor, No. 1, the legislature

3 does provide that the Court may set a bail pending an

4 appeal. Generally, I think, in my experience, following a

5 conviction the Court perhaps looks at a matter a little more

6 closely with reference to bail and I think the Court is

7 primarily interested, I suppose, in whether or not — what's

8 the likelihood of a defendant not appearing if he's released

9 on bail after he has been convicted of a crime. I suppose

10 Your Honor would have to really look into, as much as possible,

11 the character of the individual who is requesting the bail,

12 and that is what I want to dwell on mostly at this par-

13 ticular time.

14 I know in the past I have had several cases

15 where people who have been convicted of even first degree

16 murder. I know Judge Rayne permitted somebody to stay

17 out on bail on first degree murder charge. He set a bail

18 at $100,000. That was a case that was subsequently tried

19 down here. Your Honor might recall Tyler. He was out on

20 bail after having been convicted of first degree murder and

21 his bail was $100,000. He showed up. He appeared. And I

22 think certainly his case was a great deal more serious than

23 this particular case, the defendant having only been found

24 guilty of second degree murder in this case.

25 Some information I did not have at the time of

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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1 sentencing that I now have and I would like to bring it to

2 Your Honor's attention so far as the character of Mr. Kosmas

3 and the likelihood that anything would happen when he's

4 out on appeal, on appeal bond. I managed to get hold of

5 records from the Board of Education of Baltimore County.

6 These are teacher evaluations and some of them date all the

7 way back to 1961 and as late as 1985, I believe. I don't

8 know if the records are complete or not, but it's fairly

9 complete in any event. Your Honor, I'd like to very briefly

10 just read some excerpts from these reports.

11 There was one dated back in 1969. It was an

12 evaluation of Mr. Kosmas by the principal of the school.

13 This has to be done apparently periodically. All of his

14 marks were in the highest teaching competences, pro-

15 fessional attitudes, routine efficiency, contribution to

16 school environment, personal attributes. He received the

17 highest marks he could possibly receive as indicated by

18 this record .

19 And then comments were made by the principal in

20 evaluation. "Mr. Kosmas is a highly organized and very

21 competent teacher. He works to make his subject material

22 relevant for his students. He's very generous in helping

23 other teachers by sharing ideas and materials he has planned

24 This man does a fine job of working to improve behavior.

25 Students realize that when they enter his room, they're

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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entering a learning situation."

Here is one dated 1975. Again he received the

highest marks in all those various fields and the concluding

remarks, "Steve is a very ethical, responsible and dedicated

teacher. He has been a welcome addition to the faculty."

That was by a different principal, a different school.

1973, again receiving the highest marks that he

could possibly receive. It said that Mr. Kosmas does an

excellent job of teaching. His manner, his business

lifestyle sets an excellent tone for learning. At the

beginning of the year, we had no car. Mr. Kosmas was able

to secure a car by working with a local dealer. As a

result, our students were able to get behind-the-wheel

instruction much sooner than if we had waited for the

county car. Another result is that there is now another

cooperating dealer. Steve is another good example of grooming

in good taste. He sets a good example in all respects for

his students to copy. We are happy to have Mr. Kosmas

on the faculty. He is a strong teacher and he is forth-

right and open in discussing the school issues.

One in 1971 again receiving the high marks and

this was in regard to teaching history. It says, "Comments:

Spends many hours in developing a new approach to tenth

grade history. His constant awareness of our total program

and instilling the same attitude in our students is

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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1 commendable." And that's an evaluation again by the principal.

2 One in 1970 and the comment on that is Mr.

3 Kosmas has high expectations of student conduct which he

4 usually achieves with little to no problems.

5 1968, commendation letter as to his work at the

6 Annex reflects his high professional attitudes. His work

7 at the Annex and his classroom reflect his relationship with

8 the school and the students. North Point Junior will miss

9 Mr. Kosmas and his influence throughout the school when he

10 transfers to General Strictly Junior High. Our loss will

11 certainly be their gain. Again, evaluation by the principal.

12 Your Honor, I have maybe fifteen more of these

13 throughout his career. All are highly commendatory. The first

14 ones received when he first started teaching were sort of

15 on the average, but they indicated he had a good attitude

16 and they felt he would progress as, of course, he did

17 progress and comments got better and marks got higher as

18 he went along. So apparently through his 26 years of

19 teaching he has had just about an impeccable career.

20 Your Honor knows that he has never been in any

21 type of trouble before. He's never been charged with any

22 type of crime prior to that. Your Honor will recall that

23 he was in the service.

24 Steve, how long were you in the

25 THE DEFENDANT: Two years.
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MR. WHITE: He was in the service two years,

Your Honor. He was honorably discharged from the service

and never received any bad marks or conviction of any type

while he was in the service.

He's lived in the same neighborhood, I believe

for nineteen years, and Your Honor heard at that time what

the neighbors had to say about him living in that community.

It would seem to me with that type of background — I mean

that would be ample proof in itself that he is a man of

character, that there would be virtually no likelihood

that he would not reappear at any requisite time that

Your Honor would perceive to set bail on him and he would

be released on that bail in this particular case. I know

that he's anxious at this time to -- he would like to get

back with his two children and, during that period of

time that his appeal is pending at least, to provide for

those children.

Your Honor knows that he was incarcerated in

the Worcester County Jail pending sentencing. Your Honor,

I believe, heard from the Warden over there that his conduct

wa s impeccable. I think Your Honor even quoted him as saying

he wished he had ten more like Stanley Kosmas. I believe,

Your Honor, that that's somewhat duplicated since he has

been incarcerated.

Steve, could you stand up, please, just for
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1 information?

2 Up until three weeks ago, I believe he was

3 incarcerated at the Diagnostic Center. Is that correct?

4 THE DEFENDANT: Thats correct.

5 MR. WHITE: And that's, as Your Honor knows, a

6 place down next to the penitentiary where they remain about

7 23 hours out of every 24 hours in a small room and only

8 recently has he been transferred, to Hagerstown.

9 Can you tell His Honor what has transpired since

10 you have been transferred to Hagerstown?

11 THE DEFENDANT: Well, since I have been at

12 Hagerstown, I have just been interviewed by my counselor

13 and the classification team and also by the supervisor of

14 the Education Department. Beginning on June the 22nd,

15 I have been working directly under him in his office and

16 I will not have to begin with sanitation or food service as

17 most inmates are required to do. I will be working directly

18 in the Education Department.

19 MR. WHITE: Have you had any infractions?

20 THE DEFENDANT: I have had no infractions what-

21 soever. I believe my conduct has been similar to what it

22 has been with Warden Shockley.

23 MR. WHITE: Would you like to be released pending

24 the outcome of your appeal?

25 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir, I would until I --
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1 MR. WHITE: Is there something you would like

2 to tell His Honor about why you would like to be released,

3 why you think the Court should release you?

4 THE DEFENDANT: Well, first of all, I think

5 my record shows I'm a person that has roots.

6 MR. PULVER: Your Honor, I'd ask him not to

7 comment on the evidence or anything. That's a matter that's

8 been decided already.

9 THE COURT: I understand.

10 THE DEFENDANT: I believe my past record is

11 an open book and it shows that I'm a fairly stationary

12 person. I have lived in one residence for almost nineteen

13 years, 26 years in one field of endeavor. I think it shows

14 I'm a fairly stationary person with roots.

15 I do want to continue to finance my appeal.

16 This has been a tremendous financial burden on me. I do

17 want to continue to work and to arrive at some means of

18 financing the appeal and all the expense that I may incur

19 at this point.

20 I think my behavior has been quite good, if I

21 may make a self-serving statement, since my adult days, having

22 g°ne into the armed services, going to the University of

23 Maryland in my college days, my days since I have been a

24 teacher and since I retired, and even up to this point

25 since I have been incarcerated. I don't think you will
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1 find one negative aspect in my life.

2 I would like to ask Your Honor one thing. I have

3 been in the van for approximately eight hours, from 5 o'clock

4 this morning when we left the Diagnostic Center until we

5 arrived here just a few moments before you arrived, or

6 entered, and I really did not have time to ask Mr. White

7 some questions. May I be permitted for five minutes to

8 consult with him?

9 THE COURT: Give you all the time you want.

10 THE DEFENDANT: I would like to, if I may.

H THE COURT: Take a recess. When you're ready,

12 Mr. White, you let me know.

13 MR. WHITE: Thank you, Your Honor.

14 THE DEFENDANT: Thank you.

15 THE COURT: Okay. Take a recess.

16 (Recess from 1:20 to 1:35 p.m.)

17 THE COURT: Mr. Kosmas, did you talk to your

18 attorney as long as you wanted to?

19 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, I did, Your Honor.

20 THE COURT: Anything else you want to tell me?

21 MR. WHITE: One thing, Your Honor. At Mr. Kosmas 1

22 request, we have issued subpoenas for his two children to be

23 present. One is present. The other one is not present

24 although I understand the subpoena has been served. She is

„, not present and Mr. Burns, who actually served the subpoena.
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1 he was requested to be here. He was not subpoened, but he

2 was requested, he and his wife, to be here with regard to

3 some relevant information that Mr. Kosmas wanted Your Honor

4 to hear in connection with this petition to set bail. I'm

5 informed by Mr. Kosmas' brother — he will verify this —

6 that last night apparently Mr. Burns had to take his wife

7 to the hospital. She was hemorrhaging and that's the reason

8 they couldn't be here today. So with regard to the motion,

9 Mr. Kosmas asked me to request on his behalf, Your Honor,

10 that you would continue the hearing until such time that

11 he could have the subpoena enforced and have his daughter

12 present. Apparently she was not unwilling to come. I don't

13 know what happened .

14 THE COURT: How old is the daughter?

15 THE DEFENDANT: She will be seventeen this month.

16 THE COURT: You say one of the children is here?

17 MR. WHITE: Yes, sir, one of the children.

18 THE COURT: Which one?

19 MR. WHITE: Gregory, Your Honor.

20 THE COURT: The oldest one?

21 MR. WHITE: He's the younger son.

22 THE COURT: I thought the girl was youngest.

23 All right.

24 MR. PULVER: May I have a second. Your Honor.

25 THE COURT: Have a seat, gentlemen. You don't
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1 have to stand.

2 You say you subpoened the seventeen year old

3 daughter and she isn't here. If we grant a postponement

4 and subpoena her again, what insurance do we have that she

5 is going to be here next time? What can we do to a juvenile

6 that doesn't answer?

7 MR. WHITE: Well, I don't think -- I'm not saying

8 that she intentionally is not here. I just don't -- she's

9 apparently under the supervision of her brother and I just

10 don't know what the circumstances are.

11 THE COURT: Was she, Jacque, do you know?

12 MR. PULVER: She was, Your Honor. She knew about

13 this hearing according to —

14 THE COURT: Do you know why she isn't here?

15 MR. PULVER: I don't know why she isn't here.

16 She was served. She knew about it. Apparently she came

17 down to the beach with some friends. They were staying at

18 a condominium. Her grandfather came down an hour early to

19 pick her up to bring her here for the hearing and she was

20 not there.

21 THE COURT: This is the grandfather, right?

22 THE GRANDFATHER: I left Baltimore an hour early

23 this morning, about quarter to eight, to be in Ocean City in

24 time to pick her up and she was not at the condominium where

25 she was staying. Her brother went looking for her all over
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1 the place, but he couldn't find her. She was supposed to be

2 waiting there for us.

3 THE COURT: She received the subpoena?

4 THE GRANDFATHER: Yes, yes. It was on the subpoena

5 She received and signed for it.

6 THE COURT: All right. So you're asking for us

7 to continue this matter?

8 MR. WHITE: Yes.

9 THE COURT: What is your position, Mr. State's

10 Attorney?

11 MR.PULVER: Well, Your Honor, I think initially

12 if she did know about it and she is not here, I can only

13 assume that she voluntarily didn't avail herself to be here.

14 As to what she could offer the Court by way of information

15 affecting the defendant's sentence or affecting the right

16 to appeal, I don't think it's necessary testimony. I don't

17 know what she intends to proffer.

18 THE COURT: Neither you nor I have any idea what

19 Mr. White has in mind.

20 MR. PULVER: That's true, Your Honor.

21 I will accept a proffer if he has any idea what

22 she would say.

23 THE COURT: There is no harm to be done except

24 inconvenience to you to drive back down here from Towson.

25 MR. PULVER: That's no inconvenience to me, Your
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MR. WHITE: I like the drive down here, Your Honor.

MR. PULVER: That's no problem to me, Your Honor.

The inconvenience is to the family, though, to come up from

Florida. They came up from Florida for this today.

If Mr. White wants to tell me what she would

proffer, her testimony, I will accept the proffer, I'm sure.

THE COURT: Well, why don't we do this? If you're

9 going to consider — going to continue it, why couldn't we

10 hear from the family that came up from Florida? Why

11 couldn't we hear from them today?

12 You have no objection, do you?

13 MR. WHITE: I have no objection to that, Your

14 Honor.

15 THE COURT: Especially the grandfather and the

16 grandmother, and then they won't have to come back unless

17 they want to. Of course, it wouldn't be necessary.

18 Do you have any objection to that?

19 MR. PULVER: No. I have no objection to that.

20 THE COURT: I will go along with almost anything.

21 I don't want to be unreasonable about it.

22 (Conversation between counsel.)

23 MR. PULVER: Your Honor, I wish we could take

24 care of it today. I would accept a proffer but apparently

25 Mr. White is not in a position to make a proffer.
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MRS .

MR.

, Your

case they aren't

PULVER: Would you like to take the stand and

have to say?

THANOS: I sure would.

PULVER: I think they are

Honor, but maybe if they

should hear it.

THE

MR.

COURT: Sure.

PULVER: Take the stand.

IRENE ALEXIS THANOS

produced on call of the State,

, was

THE

s for
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s. We

156 is

BY MR. PULVER:

Q.

children s

Mr s .
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DIRECT EXAMINATION

CLERK: Please be seated.

the record.

WITNESS: I'm Mrs. Irene

live in Miami, Florida,

the zone. Telephone is

primarily here just

do have something

having first been

follows:

State your name

Alexis Thanos,

12635 Southwest 67th

233 Navy.

Thanos, have you been involved with the

ince the sentence in this case?
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not be here
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Washington ,

17

Every minute, waking and asleep.

Are

Yes

Is

THE

MR.

THE

THE

they presently living at the Garvey address?

, they are.

Michael there as well?

COURT: What did you say?

PULVER: Garvey Street address, Your Honor.

COURT: Okay.

WITNESS: 6702 Garvey Road. Michael could

today because he is working with Congressman —

THE

THE

MR.

THE

D.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q-

point?

A.

my daughter

Q-

busines s?

A.

Q.

ce iving any

Who

We

COURT: Which one is Michael? See, I don't

WITNESS: He is the oldest. He is eighteen.

PULVER: The one that testified, Your Honor.

WITNESS: And he's got a summer job in

C. working for Mrs. Bentley.

is supporting the family financially at this

are, my husband and I, my sister Kitty and

Jimette adds to it what she can.

Receiving any support from the business, family

Not

Do

a cent, not one cent.

you have any ideas as to why you're not re-

money?
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1 A. I have my ideas, but I'm not going to open myself

2 to any rebuttal. I mean what I say won't really matter.

3 I have my own ideas. Of course, I have. I think I'm an

4 educated person. I taught school, too.

5 Q. You have no direct evidence as to why they're

6 not receiving any money?

7 A. Evidence, no.

8 Q. And how are things at the home now?

9 A. Do you want me to tell you the way they were

10 or the way they are now?

11 THE COURT: The question is how are they now.

12 THE WITNESS: They are excellent compared to the

13 situation we found the house in.

14 BY MR. PULVER:

15 Q. The children are still going to school and are

16 being cared for, clothed and fed?

17 A. We are taking Alexis to a psychiatrist, a

18 Doctor Gurri-Glass near her school. She is receiving help

19 that she needs desperately.

20 MR. PULVER: I have no further questions, Mrs.

21 Thanos.

22 MR. WHITE: I have no questions.

23 THE COURT: Three children are living in the home?

24 Is that what you're saying?

25 THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.
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THE COURT: And the head of the house then is the --

THE WITNESS: Michael.

THE COURT: How old is he?

THE WITNESS: Eighteen and a half. He will be

nineteen October 20th.

THE COURT: He's the head of the house? He does

the cleaning and --

THE WITNESS: No.

THE COURT: -- management of the house and all that?

THE WITNESS: No. He does the work and what

money the kids get from him is minimal because he has ex-

penses, too, but my husband and I, my sister and my daughter

have been buying the food. We have paid unpaid utility

bills.

THE COURT: What I'm concerned with is you're

living in Florida, aren't you?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

THE COURT: What I'm talking about is who is

managing the home, who keeps it clean, who does the laundry,

everything else?

THE WITNESS: I am. I have been up here and

my sis ter —

THE COURT: Let's start over again. Are you

living in Florida or in Baltimore County?

THE WITNESS: I'm living in both, Your Honor,
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according to the needs of the children. I came -- my sister

and my daughter take turns. My daughter goes every night

while school was on. She sees that the children take their

baths at night. She manages the children in the evening

hours. My sister goes over there at 3 o'clock to make sure

they don't come into an empty home. And while I'm up here

with their father, we have been working like beavers. The

neighbors can tell you it looks like a different place.

They have remarked about it.

THE COURT: What you're saying, you do have

relatives then that are there almost every day?

THE WITNESS: The children have not been alone

one minute, not one, awaking or asleep.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PULVER: No more questions.

(Witness withdrew from stand.)

THE COURT: How about it, anyone else?

MR. PULVER: I don't have any more witnesses.

THE COURT: Do you have any more witnesses, Mr.

State's Attorney?

MR. PULVER: No, no further witnesses from the

State, Your Honor.

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, there is something I can

present to the Court at this time.

STURGIS KOSMAS: They are my checks.
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1 MR. WHITE: Will you come up, please? I want

2 you to take the stand just a minute.

g

4 Thereupon,

5 STURGIS KOSMAS,

6 a witness produced on call of the defendant, having first

7 been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows:

8 DIRECT EXAMINATION

9 THE CLERK: Please be seated. State your name

10 and address for the record.

11 THE WITNESS: Stanley Kosmas. It's really

12 Sturgis Kosmas. There was a mistake in my birth certificate

13 when I was born in Ohio and when I went in the service,

14 received my birth certificate in 1958 and they had Stanley

15 instead of Sturgis. So I had to go under that.

16 THE COURT: You and your brother both have the

17 same first name?

18 THE WITNESS: That's what it appears to be.

19 BY MR. WHITE:

20 0. Mr. Kosmas, you have some statements you want

21 to make to the Court regarding checks?

22 A. Yes. We have several cancelled checks there

23 that were voided out apparently by Michael. My brother George

24 had asked me to make out a check. I think the first one

25 was for $250 in May to send to the family to take care of --
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I think it was for Alexis and Gregory.

Q. Did you send those checks? You sent those

checks and they came back?

A. I sent these checks. They were sent back by

Michael.

back .

Q. Sent them both at separate times?

A. The second one was for $300 and they were sent

THE COURT: You say that you sent checks to these

three children?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

THE COURT: And they refused the checks?

THE WITNESS: There are the checks. They were

sent back.

BY MR. WHITE:

Q. In the name of Michael?

A. The envelope. It's right on there where it was

mailed from.

THE COURT: $550 worth and they were returned

uncashed?

THE WITNESS: I called them up and I asked them

why they were sending them back and I couldn't get a good

answer. He said he didn't know where it was from.

I said, "It's from your father. That's where

its from originally, to take care of Gregory and Alexis. And
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I asked him what they want me to do with them, whether I

should send them back.

He suggested maybe putting them under Gregory's

name .

I said I wasn't going to put them under a minor's

name. I said I would inqure with the lawyers and ask them

what they would want and I would do it their form because

that's the amount that we were going to send each month.

THE COURT: Now which Stanley Kosmas?

THE WITNESS: I sent those. Now that money has

been returned and he's the one that returned it. You got

the address. There is the envelope right there.

And I was also going to send out a check for

June and I was going to inquire with the lawyers as to how

I should do it, who I should send it to. It's apparent

they don't want the money.

THE COURT: One of these checks is for April

and one is for May?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. Like I said, I was going

to send one for June but I didn't know what to do with it.

MR. WHITE: That's all I have.

THE COURT: Anything else, gentlemen, on this?

THE WITNESS: Your Honor, I wouldn't mind having

two copies for my own records so I can void them out of my

checkbook.
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1 THE COURT: Are you offering them in evidence?

2 MR. WHITE: You keep them, or whatever.

3 THE WITNESS: I just wanted to --

4 (Documents were handed the witness.)

5 THE COURT: Anything else from this gentleman?

6 BY MR. WHITE:

7 O. How about social security checks?

8 A. My brother can tell you about that because he

9 worked with social security and I think he followed up

10 on the checks. My brother George can tell you more about

11 that. All I know is what is here.

12 MR. WHITE: Okay. Do you have any questions?

13 THE COURT: Mr. State's Attorney, do you have

14 any questions?

15 MR. PULVER: No, sir.

16 (Witness withdrew from stand.)

17

18 Thereupon,

19 GEORGE KOSMAS,

20 a witness produced on call of the defendant, having first

21 been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows:

22 DIRECT EXAMINATION

23 THE CLERK: Please be seated. State your name

24 and address for the record.

25 THE WITNESS: George Kosmas, 518 South Savage
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Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21224.1

2 THE COURT: You're also a brother of the defendant?

3 THE WITNESS: Yes, that is correct.

4 BY MR. WHITE:

5 0. Mr. Kosmas, there is something you know about

6 the social security checks?

7 A. Well, the December and January checks that are

8 for the children, they were sent to Stanley Kosmas. I had

9 him sign.

10 THE COURT: Which Stanley Kosmas?

11 MR. WHITE: The defendant.

12 THE WITNESS: The defendant. I had him sign

13 the checks and taken over to the house for the children.

14 It's my understanding those checks to this date

15 haven't been negotiated yet. These were the two checks for

16 the children.

17 BY MR. WHITE:

18 Q. They were given to —

19 A. They were given to Norma Patinos and they were

20 given to the family. That was the December and January checks.

21 THE COURT: They haven't been cashed?

22 THE WITNESS: That's my understanding, sir.

23 And they have been signed by the defendant. Therefore, any-

24 body could sign it and negotiate those checks at this point.

25 The checks were stopped, which was correct to
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stop them, with the February check. But it's my understanding

that a new payee hasn't been made yet and I think just

recently somebody went down to apply.

The social security office contacted them on

numerous occasions in order to get somebody down there to

apply and become the payee for the children. Therefore,

there is three or four other checks that are payable to the

children right now that haven't even been issued yet.

MR. WHITE: I have no further questions.

CROSS-EXAMINATION

BY MR. PULVER:

Q. Just for clarification, the checks were stopped

in February of this year?

A. In February, the check due in March.

Q. They were stopped by who?

A. Michael went down and explained that the defendant

was not living in the household and therefore the checks

should have been stopped. And that's correct. However,

somebody should have applied to be the payee since nothing

was being paid.

The social security office sent out a letter

requesting somebody come in to apply. Nobody responded. And

when I called down there, they sent another letter. I

inquired about it in late April and at that time they sent

another letter and somebody may have applied at this time.
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think

1 But as of this moment, I don't/anything is being paid to

2 the children.

3 Q. Through social security?

4 A. Through social security.

5 MR. PULVER: Thank you. No other questions.

6 MR. WHITE: Nothing more, thank you.

7 THE COURT: Has anybody taken any steps at all --

8 any member of the family taken any steps to have a guardian

9 appointed for these two minors?

10 THE WITNESS: Your Honor, may I speak?

11 THE COURT: No. I'm going to leave it up to the

12 two attorneys. I'm not running a sideshow here. I just

13 don't understand what's going on.

14 THE WITNESS: Neither do I.

15 THE COURT: Something is being done then to

16 put somebody in command?

17 MR. PULVER: Michael, being eighteen, has gotten

18 legal guardianship, temporary guardianship, over the children,

19 being the oldest son, and the family members are the ones

20 that are supporting them now. Apparently, from my conversa-

21 tions with them, they are not wanting for anything or they

22 are being supervised.

23 THE COURT: They are entitled to the money from

24 the Department of Social Security. Why didn't they take it?

25 MR. PULVER: I don't know if they are or aren't,
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Your Honor.

THE COURT: I know if a minor has a deceased

parent, it's entitled to something.

MR. PULVER: That's correct. Apparently they

have applied.

THE GRANDFATHER: I went to the Social Security

Board myself and checks will be reissued in Michael's name.

THE COURT: All right. Anything else now,

gentlemen, before I terminate these proceedings?

MR. WHITE: No. The only thing is Mr. Kosmas

did make some attempt to have his brother — you want to

address the Court?

THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, just before the

trial began, I went to the office of Mr. Peter Angelos

and I had a Will made and I also at that time asked the

attorney to make my brother guardian of Alexis and Gregory

Kosmas. That is in the Will. The guardianship should have

been a separate entity in itself.

THE COURT: That's in your Will. Your Will

doesn't become effective until you die.

THE DEFENDANT: I know that. But the guardianship

should have been separate. It was just a misunderstanding

at that point. I did take steps, though, to — although

it was in the error, misunderstanding, to have my brother

become the guardian of Alexis and Gregory.
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1 Responding to the monies, I was under the

2 impression that they were receiving $800 a month. I had

3 instructed my brother to give Michael Kosmas, the oldest son

4 now, a $300 check every month. They were getting approxi-

5 mately $500 a month from social security. The children

6 should have had $800 a month.

7 I paid for their schooling. In August of '86

8 I sent a check for $3,500 to Alexis1 school, paid for the

9 entire school year. I sent a check for $1300 to Gregory's

10 school, paid for the entire year. In January of '86,

11 while Michael was not even home, when he had left the house,

12 I still paid for his last half semester at Calvert Hall

13 College.

14 I have taken care of all the expenses. I'm

15 taking care of the taxes on the house and so on. The $800

16 should solely be for the children's food and clothing,

17 and so on. That's all.

18 As far as the social security checks, the very

19 first time the social security checks started arriving for

20 the children, and Michael was under eighteen years old at

21 that time, the checks were divided and Michael received a

22 money order for one-third of the total sum that he was due.

23 The rest of the money went to Alexis and Gregory.

24 If you would take a look at the bank statements

25 of my two children, you will notice that there is not one
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3 0

single penny missing. In fact, they have increased greatly

from the time the social security checks have been coming.

I have written to Alexis and to Gregory stating the fact that

as soon as the tuition bills come in July for their forth-

coming school years, that they are to give this to their

Uncle George and he has been instructed to pay their tuition

for the entire year.

THE COURT: Private schools?

THE DEFENDANT: For the schools. I have done

everything possible that I can to pay for the children's

education. I'm paying for taxes on the house and I was

under the impression that they were getting $800 a month.

As far as the social security check, I have

a copy here. I have never contested Michael receiving

monies. If they were not to be coming in my name, they

were going to be sent to him. I never contested that.

There was no action done, as the letter states, until

May 6th. February, March, April, over three months have

gone by. So it's -- I don't think there is any irresponsibility

on my part.

Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I understand. Anything else?

MR. WHITE: No.

THE COURT: All right. Then we will go ahead

and continue this until we get hold of the Clerk's Office
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coordinate •
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WHITE: Thank you very much, Your Honor. I

bhat with --

COURT: Whatever is agreeable with you

people. It's going to be more difficult to get a date from

now

take

until October than it has been up to now. It won't

i us long to

All

MR.

MR.

THE

do it.

right. Anything else, gentlemen?

PULVER: No, sir.

WHITE: Thank you, Your Honor.

COURT: Stand in recess.

- oooOooo -
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P R O C E E D I N G S

: Are we ready to proceed, gentlemen?

: May I approach the bench with

: Certainly.

: Off the record.

record bench conference.)

: We are here, gentlemen, on motion

Mr. Kosmas has been convicted and sentenced

since noted

No. 1 , in an

can get out until the

S entence?

us .

where we

reque s t a

wanted to

Was

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

All

MR.

left of

there

WHITE

COURT

WHITE

COURT

right

WHITE

an appeal. He has requested this

effort to have a bond posted so he

appeal is disposed of.

also a Motion for Reduction of

: There was a motion filed.

: Did we act on that?

: No, Your Honor.

: So we got those two matters before

•

: Your Honor, I guess following up

f last time, my client requested me to

continuance

get hi

connection with

at that time because he felt that he

s thoughts together a great deal more in

thi s matter. I think Mr. Kosmas would like
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to address the Court on several issues, Your Honor.

2 THE COURT: All right. Mr. Kosmas, tell us

3 anything you like to, sir, related to this matter.

4 . THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, if I may, I would

like to begin with the issue that was discussed when we were

here on June the 10th. At that time we were discussing

about support of my children and I was, at a later date,

8 served with a summons to appear in the Circuit Court of

9 Baltimore County on charges of criminal nonsupport. During

10 that trial, the Judge, Judge Leonard Jacobson, dismissed

11 the charges against me.

12 During that trial, Michael Kosmas stated that

13 the reason why he cashed the later two checks for June and

14 July — if you remember, Your Honor, my brother who is

15 taking care of my finances, mailed him checks for April and

16 May.

17 THE COURT: This is since you were convicted

18 this happened?

19 THE DEFENDANT: Since I was convicted. He sent

20 checks for April and May for support of my two younger

children. He did not cash the checks. He held onto them.

22 And as my brother testified here on June the 10th, he called

23 Michael and told him these checks were from your father.

24 They are from your father. The checks stated at the bottom

that they were for Alexis and Gregory and they are to be
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1 used for their support. Michael did not cash those checks.

2 He held onto them and then later mailed them back to my

3 brother.

4 At that time, my brother still continued to

5 send the check for the first of every month for June and

6 July. Up to that time, Your Honor, Michael, by that time,

7 had gotten guardianship of the children, being represented

8 by counsel. He also was being represented by counsel,

9 not on the guardianship but in a lawsuit of the firm of

10 Moore & Bennett or Bennett & Moore, I forget which it is.

11 So Michael had counsel at that time. If he wanted to know

12 whether he should cash any subsequent checks that were being

13 mailed for Alexis and Gregory which were made out the same

14 identical way, made out to him, addressed to Alexis and

15 Gregory. If he wanted to know whether he should cash those

16 checks or whatever to do with them, all he had to do was

17 simply pick up the phone and call his attorney, his counsel,

18 Moore & Bennett.

19 I felt, Your Honor, that he never should have

20 contacted you. Michael was --

21 THE COURT: I don't know that he did contact

22 m e . He m a y h a v e . It d o e s n ' t ring a bell if he did.

23 THE DEFENDANT: During the testimony in Baltimore

24 Circuit Court, it was brought out that Michael called you

25 and that you gave him the advice that he should go ahead and
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1 cash whatever checks are being mailed to you.

2 THE COURT: May have, sir, I don't know.

3 THE DEFENDANT: At that point, Your Honor, I

4 felt that Michael was manipulating you at this point. Michael

5 was told that the checks were from his father. He was told

6 that from my brother. He knew that those checks were coming

7 for the children from me. Michael had counsel. He had

8 Moore & Bennett. They were already representing him on

9 two other issues. Simply all he had to do was contact them,

10 "What should I do?"

11 He never should have contacted the Court. He

12 never should have contacted you, Your Honor, because the

13 case was being continued, the hearing, and a discussion was

14 something that was brought up in this hearing. He was

15 simply informed of this and instead of calling counsel, he

16 called you. You gave him advice which he then stated in

17 Court that the reason he cashed the other two was that,

18 upon advice from you, he cashed the other two checks. And

19 I thought, Your Honor, I feel that this is very highly

20 improper for advice to be coming from you to Michael since

21 we are discussing an issue that is in front of this Court

22 and this hearing.

23 THE COURT: In front of this Court?

24 THE DEFENDANT: They were discussing something

25 pertaining to this hearing.
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1 THE COURT: What you're discussing now, sir, has

2 got nothing to do with what we are here for today.

3 THE DEFENDANT: We introduced that at the hearing,

4 Your Honor, about responsibility for the children.

5 THE COURT: We are here, sir, to determine

6 whether or not your sentence should be reduced. No. 1, and

7 No. 2, is whether or not to let you out on bond pending

8 your appeal.

9 THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, all I'm saying is

10 that we introduced this issue.

11 THE COURT: If I gave your son legal advice,

12 sir -- I don't know if I did or not, but if you say I did,

13 I assume I did -- told him that you had sent him checks

14 for the benefit of the two younger children, your brother

15 and sister, I advised him to go ahead and cash them, then

16 spend that money on his brother and sister as you wanted

17 him to do, I don't see where I jeopardized your situation

18 at all. I helped you, the two children anyhow.

19 THE DEFENDANT: What he was simply doing was

20 withholding the payments so he could show that I was

21 negligent of supporting my children.

22 THE COURT: That's got nothing to do with this,

23 sir. You were charged in Baltimore City or Baltimore County.

24 Is that what you said?

25 THE DEFENDANT: Yes.
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1 THE COURT: Talking about nonsupport. I didn't

2 know anything about it until now. Let's get on with the

3 matter we are here for today.

4 THE DEFENDANT: The other thing, Your Honor,

5 is prior to my sentencing, you mentioned that you were very

6 disturbed about threats that were being made to Maria's

7 sister. Throughout the trial, Your Honor, I haven't heard

8 of any threats that were being made to Maria's sister. If

9 I made any threats to her sister and those threats were

10 made before the trial, certainly that could have come up

11 during the trial. The State was trying to picture me as

12 a hostile, violent person. Never once did that enter the

13 trial. So I don't know where I ever made threats before

14 the trial. That would have come up before the trial.

15 THE COURT: I don't follow you, sir.

16 THE DEFENDANT: You received a letter after

17 I was convicted and prior to my sentencing.

18 THE COURT: If I did, it's in the file.

19 THE DEFENDANT: And the letter stated, --

20 THE COURT: Jacque, get all the file up here.

21 THE DEFENDANT: -- "At times Mr. Kosmas not

22 only made threats against his wife but also against his

23 three children in my grandmother's presence."

24 THE COURT: Who sent you that, sir?

25 THE DEFENDANT: That's testified to in Court.
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"And against my mother."

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, we were given a copy

of that letter. I think Your Honor sent it to us.

THE COURT: I probably did. I try to be fair

to both sides most of the time.

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, copy of a letter from

Michael Kosmas to the Court.

THE COURT: You got that through my good graces.

MR. WHITE: I believe so.

THE COURT: I'm not on trial here today, Mr.

Ko smas.

THE DEFENDANT: I know that, Your Honor, but

I'm being sentenced —

THE COURT: You have been sentenced.

THE DEFENDANT: I have been sentenced. But prior

to the sentencing, Your Honor, you made the statement,

"I'm very disturbed about the threats."

THE COURT: Your father-in-law testified here

that you told him before your wife died that if certain things

took place, you were going to kill the whole family. Now

that was his testimony under oath.

THE DEFENDANT: The other part that I'm dealing

with at the moment, Your Honor, deals with Michael. I

made threats against my wife's sister in his presence. What

I'm saying is if I would have made those threats before the
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trial, it would have come up during the trial, surfaced

during the trial. I couldn't have made those threats to

her after the trial because I was incarcerated immediately

after the trial. So I don't know where I made any threats.

And, Your Honor, for you to say that I made threats against

members of the family, including my wife's sister, I think

was out of place at this point.

THE COURT: When did I say that, sir? I didn't

write that letter, did I?

THE DEFENDANT: I know that, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I don't usually write letters in

longhand.

THE DEFENDANT: It should be completely ignored,

whatever threats.

THE COURT: I didn't say what's in that thing,

sir. When I got it, I sent Mr. White a copy of it. What

was I to do with it? When I get mail like that, I don't

know what's in it until I open it, until I read it.

But I want to remind you again, I'm not the

one on trial. Don't chastise me. Say something good in

your behalf.

THE DEFENDANT: I will in a second. All I'm

saying, whatever came up during the trial about supposedly

alleged threats I made against anybody, that's a matter of

record. That's already in Court. This was something that
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1 came up and it's mentioned just prior to my sentencing which

2 I felt should not have been admitted at that point, anything

3 in this letter about any threats or whatever.

4 THE COURT: Tell me anything you like to, sir,

5 in your own behalf.

6 I take what you're saying, you don't think you

7 got a fair trial, that I didn't treat you fairly?

8 THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, I'm not saying

9 anything about the trial at this point. I'm saying prior

10 to sentencing there should have been nothing — I don't

11 think there should have been any statements said about

12 threats.

13 THE COURT: How could I have prevented that?

14 That was mailed by somebody from somewhere. I didn't mail

15 it to myself. I don't even remember getting it. I assume

16 I did if I sent a copy of it to you. I couldn't begin to

17 tell you who signed it or what's in it. It had nothing

18 to do with your case.

19 THE DEFENDANT: If I understand you, Your Honor,

20 you're saying you didn't read the letter?

21 THE COURT: I don't know whether I did or not.

22 I don't remember the letter. It didn't make much of an

23 impression on me if I did read it. Who is it from?

24 THE DEFENDANT: It was from Michael with

25 certain accusation against me such as leaving my children.
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1 THE COURT: If its any comfort to you, sir,

2 I've never been very much impressed with Michael. I wasn't

3 at the trial, I'm not now.

4 THE DEFENDANT: Those were just feelings that I

5 had. Your Honor. I wanted to have an opportunity to ventilate

6 those feelings in front of this Court.

7 If I may, before Mr. White begins, I would like to

8 say that I have been incarcerated now approximately a little

9 over seven months. I have been at Worcester County Jail,

10 Snow Hill, under Warden Shockley. I have been in Baltimore

11 Diagnostic Center. I have been at the Maryland Correctional

12 Institute at Hagerstown. I'm presently working at the

13 Education Office as an agent.

14 THE COURT: You're at Hagerstown now?

15 THE DEPENDANT: I'm at Hagerstown now.

16 THE COURT: Which one of the institutions at

17 Hagerstown?

18 THE DEFENDANT: The old jail. They have Rocks-

19 bury, the new jail, and the old jail. That's the terminology.

20 THE COURT: There is three or four of them right

21 there together --

22 THE DEFENDANT: Right.

23 THE COURT: -- across from one another.

24 T H E DEFENDANT: I'm at the oldest of the three.

25 I'm presently working in the Educational Office as agent and
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principal.

In the seven months that I have been incarcerated.

I think my conduct has been quite good. I have no in-

fractions of any type at any of the institutions I have

been in. I think I'm continuing not only to do my task,

whatever it is I'm assigned, but even helping people in all

the years that I have been doing 26 years as a teacher,

continue to help people. I am asking Your Honor to consider

the behavior that I have shown since I have been incarcerated,

statements that have been made by correctional officers

since I have been incarcerated and hopefully that would

be somewhat of an influence on you in your determination

of my appeal bond and my sentence modification, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right.

THE DEFENDANT: And I will be glad to answer

any question that Your Honor might have.

THE COURT: You got anything you want to say.

Mr. White?

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, that would really be

about the sum and substance of it. I would like to say

something. I don't know what I could say or what Mr.

Pulver can say regarding the sentence. I'm sure Your Honor

is going to decide that independently of any suggestions.

Hopefully, and that's why we are here, Your Honor would

consider some reduction because of what's occurred since
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that time and the fact that he has conducted himself in an

exemplary manner.

I had assured Mr. Kosmas before, Your Honor,

that the letter that Michael wrote was not at all influential

on the Court, what the Court did, and I have told Mr. Kosmas

that I have had experience with this Court before and I

know Your Honor to be an extremely fair person. I think

8 what happened is when somebody has been incarcerated like

9 that, that's all they can think about. I did not, as his

10 attorney, appreciate the fact that his son did write a

11 letter trying to unduly influence the Court. I think that

12 probably has prayed on his mind about that, upset him about

13 it.

14 THE COURT: I think he wrote me a letter on some

15 Congressional stationery, as I remember.

16 MR. WHITE: Yes, sir. It was very poor taste.

17 THE COURT: It was that.

18 MR. WHITE: I assured Mr. Kosmas and I think

19 he's convinced that did not have any influence on the Court.

20 THE COURT: Mr. Kosmas' son hasnt made a very

21 favorable impression on me.

22 MR. WHITE: With regard to a bail, we did file

23 an appeal and a brief has been submitted to the Court of

24 Special Appeals. There is no date set yet for an argument.

25 I know about the letter being submitted. I'm
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1 aware that Mr. Pulver gave Your Honor another letter today

2 in connection with it and requesting that he not be permitted

3 to get out on bail pending his appeal.

4 THE COURT: The only letter Mr. Pulver gave me

5 was the one from the doctor.

6 I got one here I will show you in a minute from

7 Mr. Kosmas' son, another one just handed me a few minutes

8 ago.

9 MR. WHITE: I've got a copy. He gave me a copy

10 of that, too.

11 If Your Honor permitted him to remain out on bail,

12 the Court could attach any conditions to that, could require

13 him to report every day, could make very stringent requirements

14 could require him not to be in touch with any of the

15 children and, for that matter, could require him to live

16 with his brother. There is all kinds of conditions that

17 could be placed on it, if Your Honor would. I don't think,

18 frankly, that there would be any problem permitting him

19 to stay out on bail. He would be able to work and earn

20 money and help to finance his appeal. He was never any

21 problem before when he was on bail until he was convicted

22 in this case. I think that's a pretty good indication that

23 he would not run afoul of the law in any way. He would not

24 harm anybody if Your Honor did permit him to be out on bail.

25 Thank you.
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THE COURT: Mr. State's Attorney?

MR. PULVER: Your Honor, as to the modification

of sentence, I would simply say I don't think the Court has

heard anything it did not know at the time it imposed the

sentence. I think the Court expected, as I did, that Mr.

Kosmas would be a model inmate. I wish that all inmates

were like Mr. Kosmas. But I never anticipated anything

different. I don't this Court did either. The sentence

was imposed for the crime that was committed. Unfortunately,

we can't expect all inmates to behave and act right in jail.

I don't think that says anything about the sentence or

whether the Court should reduce the sentence.

As to the appeal bond, if anything rings clear

to this Court, this was a very acrimonious situation, father

pitted against son, family against family, threats, ill

feelings. It is a very bad situation.

I don't see what purpose would be served. I

don't see what real need there is in this case for the Court

to suspend that sentence, basically at this point, pending

the disposition of the appeal.

THE COURT: Well, the need for it, Mr. State's

Attorney, is the need you have in all cases where a person

appeals. There is always a possibility that the appellate

court could disagree with what we have done and say the man

is not guilty. If that's the case, if he is not, he shouldn't
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1 have to hang around in prison six months to find out. There

2 is always that possibility.

3 MR. PULVER: I understand that, Your Honor. My

4 only comment would be that I think its the exception to the

5 rule of letting somebody out on appeal. The fact is a

6 jury of twelve people said that he was in fact guilty and

7 what I believe was a fair trial of the issues in this case.

8 Now before the law, this man stands guilty of

9 the crimes and because of the crimes, should serve the

10 sentence. I don't think the mere fact that he files an

11 appeal should mean that he's entitled to be out pending

12 that. It's not like he was before when he was presumed

13 innocent. We are not in that situation now. I think only

14 harm can really come to the family and the other children

15 in this family, Alexis and Gregory, as a result of that.

16 THE COURT: Where are those children now?

17 Where do they live?

18 MR. PULVER: My understanding is they live in

19 the family home on Garvey Avenue where they were living

20 before.

21 THE COURT: Just three people there?

22 MR. PULVER: My understanding is that they are

23 constantly with an aunt. There is an aunt or grandparent

24 with them at all times. They are never left alone. I can't

25 personally verify that, but that is my understanding.
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1 THE COURT: The older brother has custody of them?

2 MR. PULVER: Legal custody, yes. I don't think

3 anybody in the family is just going to say here, Michael,

4 you raise this family and then go about their business.

5 They obviously have taken a very active part in the care

6 and custody of these children. The family is very concerned

7 about these three children. They have not left them alone

8 to their own devices.

9 THE COURT: I am sure of that.

10 What do those children live on, Russ?

11 MR. WHITE: What do they live on?

12 THE COURT: How are they supported?

13 THE DEFENDANT: They get a $500 a month social

14 security check and $300 from me. So they get a total of

15 $800 a month. I have paid for their tuition for the private

16 schooling and I have also made arrangements to pay for

17 the property real estate taxes, whatever.

18 THE COURT: You pay all of that?

19 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, I pay all that.

20 THE COURT: You provide them a place to stay?

21 The home is paid for?

22 THE DEFENDANT: The home is paid for and the

23 tuition is paid for.

24 THE COURT: And get $800 a month?

25 THE DEFENDANT: 800 a month and tuition to
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PULVER: This is a question.

the business afford them any money?

DEFENDANT: I don't receive a penny from

PULVER: So you don't know if they are getting

DEFENDANT: I don't receive a penny from

PULVER: I know the family, the victim's

supplements whatever is needed. They have

great expense for the children.

THE COURT: Where would you live, sir, if you

bond?

THE DEFENDANT: I could live with my brother,

house.

THE

THE

•

THE

THE

mile

COURT: Where is that, sir?

DEFENDANT: That's in East Baltimore, in

COURT: Is that near where the children are

DEFENDANT: That's maybe about seven miles

s away, Your Honor. My mother lives in

city. My residence is in the county.

THE COURT: What assurance would I have that you
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weren't going to contact those children, in any way harm

them?

THE DEFENDANT: I think the same assurance,

Your Honor, that I have shown all my life. If I give you

my word, my word is my bond. I have always done that. Take

a look at my life. I have always obeyed the law, whatever

the 1 aw is.

THE COURT: You're facing a prison term for

not obeying it.

10 THE DEFENDANT: Pardon me?

11 THE COURT: You're facing a 20 some year prison

12 term for not obeying it.

13 THE DEFENDANT: I realize --

14 MR. WHITE: Could be supervised, Your Honor.

15 THE DEFENDANT: I've been incarcerated. I do

16 realize that.

17 THE COURT: The thing that really bothers me

18 is the testimony at the trial by someone that -- I think

19 it was your father-in-law said that you had made threats to

20 him, and this was before your wife's death, that if your wife

21 divorced you or something, that you were going to kill the

22 whole family, and that's yourself and all the children. Now

23 with that in the record, if I were to release you on bond --

24 I personally don't think there is a great deal of harm in

25 you. I don't think there is any great chance. But if I
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1 release you on bond and you did harm one of these children,

2 I would have my picture in the Sun paper and I don't want

3 my picture in the paper. I'm the man responsible for the

4 child being harmed, I let you out after I had testimony

5 that you were going to do something like that. That's the

6 problem I got.

7 THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, I think you have

8 heard testimony about the kind of father I have been. I

9 love my children and. Your Honor, I would be the last

10 person in the world to ever harm my children.

11 THE COURT: Well, now, in that last hearing --

12 you gentlemen have a seat. You don't have to stand up.

13 At that last hearing, your daughter made some

14 comments and I don't have those in my notes. Alexis,

15 is that her name?

16 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

17 THE COURT: I understood her to say -- she was

18 standing behind Mr. White, where Mr. White is now. I

19 understood her to say that she wanted you released, so forth,

20 and back with the family, as I remember it. Isn't that

21 what she said?

22 MR. WHITE: That's correct.

23 THE COURT: As I remember it.

24 MR. WHITE: Thatfe correct, y e s , sir.

25 THE COURT: She said she wanted her daddy, or
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1 something like that, home, so forth. Now I get a letter today

2 which she signed saying she doesn't want you back. Now this

3 disturbs me a little bit because I'm wondering if this whole

4 thing wasn't promoted by your oldest son.

5 What's the condition, sir, surrounding the

6 signing of this? I'm talking to Mr. Kosmas back there. Are

7 you Mr. Kosmas?

8 MR. KOSMAS: Yes.

9 THE COURT: Tell me about this, this woman --

10 you needn't read it because I think you wrote it.

11 MR. KOSMAS: Yes, I did.

12 THE COURT: Okay. Go back there and stand back

13 there and tell us what caused your sister to completely do

14 a 180 degree turn.

15 MR. KOSMAS: When I talked to my sister about

16 her statements in Court, and I did not hear about them until

17 the Sun paper, what she said to me was, "I'm sorry. White

18 was there and he tricked me into talking." Those were her

19 word s to me .

20 THE COURT: I was there, too, and your sister

21 was seated back where the Sheriff is and we were getting

22 ready to close the meeting down and she stood up and wanted

23 to know if she could say something.

24 MR. KOSMAS: I'm telling you what she told me,

25 s i r .
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1 THE COURT: Okay.

2 MR. KOSMAS: She told me that White tricked her

3 into talking.

4 THE COURT: That part isn't true.

5 MR. KOSMAS: Well, that's what she told me,

6 Your Honor, and that's all I know because I wasn't here. I

7 gave her the piece of paper and I said read it and -- this

8 is what I'm saying and if you agree with m e , then sign your

9 name, too. If you disagree, I will retype it with just my

10 name on it. She read it and she signed it herself. And

11 that's the circumstance concerning it.

12 THE COURT: She did testify, didn't she, at

13 that hearing?

14 MR. WHITE: She did state that she wanted him

15 back home, Your Honor. I really find it very hard to believe

16 that she would have told Michael that I tricked her into

17 doing anything. There is no way she could have conceived

18 anything like that.

19 THE COURT: The way it happened, she was in

20 about the second or third seat back and we were about to

21 terminate the hearing and she stood up and wanted to know

2 2 if she could say something. Mr. White was up here. She

23 volunteered what she said. It seems like -- we only had

24 one hearing, is that right, since sentencing?

25 MR. WHITE t Y e s .
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here. Actually,

the Court.
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and she came in

MR.

we suspended the

THE

PULVER:

it was

COURT:

PULVER:

COURT:

It wasn't the last hearing

at the sentencing that she

Is that what it was?

It was the sentencing hear

I remember one day we had a

late after everybody had gone home.

PULVER:

hearing

COURT :

get a way over here.

MR.

10th, Your Honor

PULVER:

•

That was the last hearing.

for her?

In Ocean City or something,

That was the last hearing

I actually can't speak for Alexis.

THE

she spoke up.

MR.

COURT:

PULVER:

a letter from the person

that might give

at this point in

THE

about?

MR.

THE

she was

addre ssed

ing .

hearing

Remember

couldn't

on June

It was at the sentencing then that

I noted that the Court did

who is counseling her and

rece ive

I think

the Court some insight as to her feelings

time .

COURT:

PULVER:

COURT:

anything you want to say

I have not talked to her.

Is this the letter you're talking

Margaretta Gurri-Glass.

All right. Mr. Kosmas, is

, sir?

there
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MR. KOSMAS: Just in answer to the point you

made, Alexis has been going to counseling now since the

week that I went home to the house and started raising the

children. And she should have been -- what the doctor told

me after the first two meetings was, "If this girl had been

brought to me right after the tragedy, I could have done a

world of good for her. Her problem has been so glassed over

that it's going to take me a year just to reach down into

the problem."

One of the neighbors also told me that she had

told my father to take those children to counseling and he

told them, "My kids don't need a shrink and I'm not going

to do anything that's going to affect or hurt my case."

So what has happened is she has been going every week.

Either I or my aunt take her to a Ph.D. or counselor for

therapy. I think the position that she has now is a little

bit more realistic than the position she may have taken

earlier. I was not here, so I don't know, but this is

after she has been going to counseling for seven months.

THE COURT: Where is your younger brother? Is

he here today?

MR. KOSMAS: No. My brother and sister are both

in school today.

THE COURT: Did they know about this?

MR. KOSMAS: Yes, they both know about today's
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hearing.

MR. WHITE: May I respond to something, Your

Honor?

4 THE COURT: Certainly.

5 MR. WHITE: I want to say this. All during the

6 trial, I spent time at the same hotel as Mr. Kosmas , his

daughter Alexis, and his other son, Gregory, and I went out

to dinner with them. I went out to dinner with him and the

children and believe me. Your Honor, these children expressed

10 a great deal of love and kindness and affection for their

11 father. And not at any time was there any indication on

12 behalf of either of those children that they were not

13 all for their father. I can assure the Court that there

14 was no friction whatsoever. There was nothing that I ob-

15 served and I have children myself and think I would have

16 observed something if she would have had any kind of

17 reluctance at all.

18 ' THE COURT: That's what bothers me. I'm

19 wondering if the children now, the two younger children,

20 are really afraid of their father or is this something some-

21 body has put them up to, some member of the family?

22 MR. WHITE: They certainly weren't afraid of him,

23 Your Honor.

24 THE COURT: I don't get that impression.

25 MR. WHITE: No way. In no way were they afraid
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to say?

Honor.

THE COURT: Anybody else have anything they want

MR. WHITE: He wants to say one more thing, Your

THE DEPENDANT: In response to psychiatric

treatment for Alexis, if you remember the last time we had

a postponement of the hearing on June the 10th, I had Mr.

White issue a subpoena for Alexis to be here because I

wanted her to be here because I asked her on at least six

or eight different occasions, "Alexis, I would like to take

you to a psychiatrist." She refused every time.

I spoke to the principal at her private school,

Notre Dame, Sister Helen Marie. We had a discussion about

that about three times and she said, "Mr. Kosmas, I think

it would be a good idea for Alexis to go to a psychiatrist."

I told her, "I wholeheartedly agree with you."

And I have spoken to her and she will not go.

The last time I had a discussion with her about that, I

said, "Alexis, you're going. I don't care what you say."

And she started crying. She said, "I don't have to go to a

psychiatrist."

And I stated that to Sister Helen Marie. At

that time she said, "Would you mind if she visited the

guidance counselor?" I said, "Of course not. If the
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guidance counselor wants to talk to her, it's definitely

all right with me at any time she wishes to talk to Alexis."

I wanted Alexis to be here. That's why I

issued the subpoena for Alexis to be here, so she could

state to you that yes, I did mention to her six or eight

times to take her to a psychiatrist.

I even asked Mr. Peter Angelos to send a letter

to the Court stating that. I told Mr. Angelos, I said,

"Pete, would you please get a psychiatrist for Alexis,

somebody who is really good in the field for Alexis, because

I didn't want my children, if they needed psychiatric

treatment, I didn't want to withhold that from them. And

I stated that to her principal, to Mr. Angelos and also

to the guidance counselor. At no time have I ever refused

psychiatric treatment for them. In fact, the psychiatric

treatment they are obtaining now, I'm paying for that through

my Blue Cross Blue Shield.

THE COURT: You got something you want to say?

MR. KOSMAS: Could I make a few clarifications?

THE COURT: Anybody can make a speech.

MR. KOSMAS: Blue Cross and Blue Shield sent us

a letter last week. They are not paying for that.

THE COURT: I don't want to get in any family

argument about who is paying doctor bills.

MR. KOSMAS: The only other thing I would like
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to clarify, sir, because it is important for the record,

is that Mr. White said earlier I sent you a letter on

Congressional stationery and that is not true. That would

be illegal. I sent you a letter on my own personal stationery

as a Republican Central Committeeman from Maryland. It

was my personal stationery.

THE COURT: How about the envelope?

envelope.

MR. KOSMAS: It was sent in a Central Committeeman

THE COURT: Well, I don't remember. I remember

getting the letter, but I don't remember what it said. I

doubt I even read it. But as I recall, it was sent on

stationery from —

MR. WHITE: Central Committee, that's correct.

I didn't say Congressional.

THE COURT: I said Congressional.

MR. KOSMAS: You agree with me.

THE COURT: Which State Central Committee are you

a member of?

MR. KOSMAS: Republican State Central Committee

of Baltimore County.

THE COURT: You are a member of it?

MR. KOSMAS: Yeah. I'm an elected member and

that's the letter it came on and that's the envelope it came

in and it's not in poor taste to use for my own personal
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ta ste .

have it.

•

MR.

THE

Now ,

have to stand up

bond?

in March,

THE

60

WHITE: I meant the letter itself was poor

COURT: The file is in Annapolis. I don't

if I let you out on bond, sir, — you don't

— would you be in a position to post the

DEFENDANT:

or rather April of

THE

THE

approximately 50

my house on bond

didn't you

come into

in running

THE

THE

THE

THE

THE

•p

THE

COURT: How

DEFENDANT:

, $55 , 000 .

The house

COURT: What

DEFENDANT:

When I was released on bond

1986, I posted my house.

about now?

I think I can set bail at

I just posted my — submitted

is worth over a 100.

was the bond before?

It was what, 50, $55,000.

COURT: Total amount of the bond was $55,000?

DEFENDANT:

COURT: You

DEFENDANT:

play on the bond.

THE

THE

COURT: You

DEFENDANT:

the bus ine s s.

Yes .

had a business then, too,

Yes, but the business did not

don't have that business anymore?

I do not take an active part
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THE COURT: You still own whatever you did own?

THE DEFENDANT: Of course, I'm still partner

of it, yes, sir.

THE COURT: Just don't work there?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes. I just don't work there.

THE COURT: Your concern, Mr. State's Attorney,

is that if he should get -- you're not concerned about him

running, you're concerned he may hurt some member of the

family? Is that it?

MR. PULVER: That is my concern. Your Honor,

and I don't know if it's unrealistic. Obviously, I hope

it would never happen.

What we have, Mr. Kosmas' background is obviously

a fine background. But as far as this case goes, we are

not dealing with a man that is a teacher in school. The

man had raised his family before there was trouble in his

family. We are dealing with a man who is convicted of

strangling his wife to death. The acrimony against the

neighbors and the family is high even today. He's facing

26 years in prison. The people that are responsible for

that are friends, family and neighbors.

THE COURT: All the neighbors spoke well of the

man .

MR. PULVER: No, not all. Well, the neighbor --

THE COURT: That didn't know him that well. The

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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1 one that testified did.

2 MR. PULVER: Yes, but I think what they also

3 said they weren't real close or didn't socialize together.

4 The people that were friendly with Maria who were neighbors

5 obviously were detrimental to the defendant.

6 THE COURT: I don't recall anybody that testified,

7 other than his wife's family members, that said anything

8 unkind about the man.

9 MR. PULVER: Mrs. Nigerie who lived across the

10 street was a witness in the case. I couldn't announce,

11 "Are you afraid of Steve or are you not?" That wasn't

12 relevant to our discussion. I'm primarily concerned about

13 the family and maybe I don't know what the situation —

14 THE COURT: Are you satisfied, Mr. State's

15 Attorney, that those two younger children are really afraid

16 of their father or is that a position they have taken

17 because of their older brother?

18 MR. PULVER: Your Honor, my understanding from

19 talking with the counselor is this, and I don't know if the

20 Court has been given any information, they are actually

21 afraid of him. My talking with M r s . Gurri-Glass on the phone,

22 she said the situation was this: "There is finally some

23 semblance of order and stability in the family. As a pro-

24 fessional, it would be very detrimental to these children

25 to have their father home."
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home .

THE COURT: If he's out on bond, he won't be

MR. PULVER: I know, but to have access to their

father like that, that would just destroy everything in time.

THE COURT: Suppose he's out on bond with no

access to the children?

MR. PULVER: Well, the potential is there, ob-

viously, and I don't know what the mere fact of having him

come out would be. It is a very —

THE COURT: Well, are the two children, the

two younger children, really afraid of their father?

MR. PULVER: I don't believe they are. I can't

honestly tell you that they are afraid of their father.

THE COURT: Okay.

MR. PULVER: I don't know that they ever were

afraid of their father. Alexis comments to the psychiatrist

were that she's not -- well, she didn't actually term it

afraid. I got no indication she was afraid. She felt

that her father was responsible for this.

THE COURT: I can understand somebody being

bitter. I would be bitter if somebody killed my mother.

MR. PULVER: I think given everything, Your

Honor, given the fact of the potential, even a slight

potential, what if something does happen? I don't see

anything in this record which really militates toward letting
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1 the defendant out after having been found guilty of committing

2 this crime. We are talking about just serving the

3 sentence which justice requires. Even though the law

4 provides for letting the defendant out, I don't see anything

5 in this case that says that because of his past conduct

6 he should be given extra time out pending the appeal after

7 he has been convicted of a serious, serious crime. That's

8 my concern.

9 It's basically you commit a crime, you serve

10 your sentence. I don't think it's just a matter of a

11 death case, a serious death case. I don't know the Court's

12 policy. I have just never seen it before.

13 In a serious case like this, the potential

14 for danger, the acrimony involved, I quite frankly don't

15 know what these other family members may do. Maybe there

16 is some possibility of harming Mr. Kosmas from some of the

17 other family members. I mean there is a lot of acrimony

18 here. Looking at it, I don't see why, given all the

19 potential for danger either way, the fact that he was

20 convicted, what benefit, what we gain from letting the

21 defendant out at this point. It would only cause even

22 a psychological affect on the family, all the members,

23 just the fact that he was out. Their mother was killed.

24 Their daughter was killed, the community member.

25 This man killed a woman. The jury said so.
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The man is'out walking around a g a i n . People d o n ' t u n d e r -

stand when somebody is charged with a crime like this and

they are out walking the street. They don't understand

why people are out on bond. You tell them because they

are presumed innocent. That's our law. But now he's not

presumed innocent. He did the crime and people don't

understand. And I can understand that. Why is he out again?

I think it has an effect on people's perception of justice,

especially in a case like this.

THE COURT: All right. Anything else?

MR. WHITE: Just one comment. Your Honor. I know

Your Honor is going to be faced with that in any situation

when you set bail no matter what the crime is. But I can

remember so many other cases. As a matter of fact, I was

recalling one case that was tried down here previously,

Ricky Eiler, and Your Honor might recall that, the smuggler.

That case happened to be tried three times. He was out on

bail. He had been convicted of first degree murder and he

was out on bail.

THE COURT: That got overturned on appeal, did

it?

MR. WHITE: Yes, but he was out on bail every

time in that particular case. Judge Rayne was the Judge

who set the bail. I just wanted to —

THE COURT: I've had people convicted and
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appealed and been out on bail. Turned one out a couple weeks

ago .

to say?

is denied.

the appeal,

All right. Anybody else got anything they want

MR. WHITE: No.

THE COURT: The Motion for Reduction of Sentence

Now, as to the question about posting bond for

I will let you hear from me on that after I

have read the transcript. I have forgotten what was testified

to here the

transcript.

do about it

first time. Mr. Baker, get me a copy of the

I will let both of you know what I'm going to

- oooOooo -
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

I, E. Austin Baker, Official Court Reporter,

do hereby certify that I stenographically reported the pro-

ceedings in the matter of State of Maryland vs. Stanley

Michael Kosmas, No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases, in the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, on June 10,

1987, and September 10, 1987, before Honorable Lloyd L.

Simpkins, Judge.

I further certify that page No. 1 through 66

constitute the official transcript of the proceedings as

transcribed from my stenographic notes in a complete and

accurate manner.

this

In witness whereof, I have affixed my signature

day of September, 1987.

E. Austin Baker
Official Court Reporter

.
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WHITE & KARCESKI

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

204 WEST PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

R U S o F L , , W H 1 T F SUITE 1504
RU&SELL J. WHITE TOWSON: (3O1) 823-78OO
RICHARD M KARCESKI 201 NORTH CHARLES STREET BALTIMORE o o n 685-0600
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS R F p , Y TO

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 REPLY TO. JQWSON

October 6, 1987

Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

RE: Stanley Kosmas

Dear Judge Simpkins:

Arguments in the Kosmas appeal are scheduled for Friday, November
13, 1987 in the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland. Upon review of my file, I
notice that no decision has been rendered regarding an appeal bond for Mr. Kosmas.
If Your Honor has had an opportunity to render a decision, I would appreciate
receiving a copy of same so that I may notify my client.

Your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated.

Very truly yours,

Russell J. White

RJW/pdb

. i

•
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State of Maryland * Case #86CR00423

v. * In the Circuit Court for

Stanley M. Kosmas * Somerset County, Maryland

* * * * * * *

Memorandum and Order

(Re: Request for Appeal Bond)

Stanley M. Kosmas was charged with the crime of first degree murder

in Baltimore County, On October 6, 1986, the matter was removed to Somerset

County for trial. A jury trial commenced on January 29, 1987, and terminated

on February 5, 1987, with the Defendant being found guilty of the second

degree murder of his wife. On March 20, 1987, the Defendant was sentenced

to a term of twenty-six years in the custody of the Commissioner of Correc-

tions, with credit for time served. On April 3, 1987, an appeal was noted.

On April 6, 1987, the Defendant requested that a bond be set pending the

results of the appeal. On June 10, 1987, and again on September 10, 1987,

hearings were conducted and testimony taken on the motion to set bail.

The trial transcript having been reviewed and studied, as well as the

transcripts of the two above mentioned hearings (June 10th and September 10th)

and the contents of the entire case file having been read and considered it

is this 16th day of October, 1987, ORDERED that the motion to set bond be

DENIED.

LLOYD L. SIMPKINS
JUDGE

cc: Michael A. Pulver, Esquire
Scott Shellenberger, Esquire
Logan C. Widdowson, Esquire
Russell J. White, Esquire
Peter G. Angelos, Esquire





Court of Special Appeais

No. 425, September Term, 19 87

Stanley Michael Kosmas
v.

State of Maryland

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL IN COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS:
December 14, 1987: Per Curiam filed.
Judgment affirmed; costs to be paid by the
appellant.
January 13, 1988: Mandate issued.

RECORD RETURNED TO CLERK OF CIRCUIT COURT FOR:
SOMERSET COUNTY
PRINCESS ANNE, MD 21853 DATE: 1/13/88

BY: FIRST CLASS MAIL
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MANDATE
Court of Special Appeals

No. 42 5, September Term, 19 87

Stanley Michael Kosmas
v.

State of Maryland

JUDGMENT: December 14, 1987: Per Curiam filed.
Judgment affirmed; costs to be paid by the
appellant.
January 13, 1988: Mandate issued.

STATEMENT OF COSTS:

In Circuit Court: for SOMERSET COUNTY
86CR00423

Record 50 . 00
Stenographer Costs 2985.00

* Total * 3035.00 *

In Court of Special Appeals:

Filing Record on Appeal 50.00
Printing Brief for Appellant 168.00
Portion of Record Extract—Appellant.... 144.00

* Total * 362.00 *
Printing Brief for Appellee 76.80

* Total * 76.80 *

STATE OF MARYLAND, Set:
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Stanley Kosmas, the appellant, was found guilty by a

jury of the second degree murder of his wife, Maria Elaine

Kosmas. He was sentenced to 26 years in prison by the

Circuit Court for Somerset County (Simpkins, J.). Mr.

Kosmas has appealed from that judgment.

The dead body of Maria Kosmas was discovered in the

back seat of the family's 1973 Cadillac at 11:10 a.m. on

Friday, December 20, 1985. The car was located in the

parking lot of an apartment complex in the Rosedale section

of eastern Baltimore County, approximately two tenths of a

mile from the Kosmas residence. Mrs. Kosmas' death

resulted from strangulation by means of a ligature applied

to her neck.

Mrs. Kosmas was last seen alive in the early morning

hours of Tuesday, December 17, 1985. She had worked the

previous evening at the restaurant owned by the appellant

and his partner. She had arrived at the restaurant at about

The appellant was indicted by the Grand Jury of
Baltimore County on March 27, 1986. Alternatively charged
in that indictment with non-capital first degree murder,
second degree murder and manslaughter, he sought removal of
his trial on those charges from the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County pursuant to Rule 4-254(b)(2). After a
hearing on September 25, 1986, Judge Frank E. Cicone ordered
that the case be transferred to the Circuit Court for
Somerset County for trial.

•
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6:30 p.m. Sometime prior to 8:00 p.m., appellant left the

restaurant for home in the Cadillac which Mrs. Kosmas had

driven to the restaurant. After the restaurant closed at

midnight, Mrs. Kosmas was driven home by Ms. Edna

Carrick, one of the restaurant's employees. When they

arrived at the Kosmas residence at approximately 12:45 a.m.,

Mrs. Kosmas got out of Ms. Carrick's car and walked over to

her Cadillac, which was parked in front of her home. As Ms.

Kosmas opened the driver's door of her car, she waved to Ms.

Carrick, indicating that Ms. Carrick should go on her way.

Appellant testified at trial that his wife awakened him

"sometime after midnight" that evening to ask for money. He

stated that when he replied that she would have to wait

until morning, she left their bedroom.

The 17 year old son of the couple, Michael, arrived

home at approximately 1:15 a.m., on December 17. He was met

at the door by the appellant. There was no indication that

Mrs. Kosmas was present. When his mother had not appeared

by Wednesday, December 18, Michael reported to the police

that she was missing.

Mr. and Mrs. Kosmas had experienced marital

difficulties for a year prior to her death. In January,

1985, Mr. Kosmas had hired a private detective, Edward

Mattson, to investigate his suspicion that his wife was

committing adultery. In February, 1985, through Mr.
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Mattson's efforts, appellant discovered that his wife was

engaged in an extra-marital affair with Aris Melissaratos, a

friend of the family. Additional facts will be supplied in

our discussion of the questions appellant presents for our

review. Appellant asks:

1. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error by admitting into
evidence an automatic handgun?

2. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error by permitting
a lay witness to render an opinion?

3. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error by admitting
hearsay statements?

4. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error by permitting the
State to impeach their [sic] own
witness?

5. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error in denying
Appellant's Motion for Mistrial?

6. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error when it permitted
testimony of Appellant's actions
upon notification of victim's
death?

1. Handgun

Appellant contends the court committed reversible error

by admitting into evidence an automatic handgun that a

witness, Paula Nyitrai, testified had been given her by

Maria Kosmas. He asserts that the handgun was irrelevant

and that its admission unfairly prejudiced his defense. We

disagree.
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It was undisputed at trial that appellant had found his

wife in compromising situations with Mr. Melissaratos on

three different occasions. As a consequence, their marital

relationship deteriorated and Mrs. Kosmas contacted an

attorney concerning a divorce. The appellant had made

statements to family members that he would not allow his

wife to "break up my family." There was testimony that the

appellant physically abused his wife; Michael Kosmas told of

an episode in which the appellant admitted that he held a

handgun to his wife's head for an hour. Appellant denied

that the incident occurred, but he did, on later

cross-examination, admit ownership of the handgun which his

wife had delivered to Ms. Nyitrai. Paula Nyitrai testified

that Mrs. Kosmas brought the handgun to her house along with

the personal items which she wanted to protect and asked

Nyitrai to keep them. The handgun was introduced at this

point.

There was conflicting testimony on the issue of whether

or not appellant had been abusive and threatened his wife in

the course of their marital discord. Evidence of

appellant's ownership of a handgun and his wife's desire to

remove it from their home was relevant to the State's

assertion that appellant had abused his wife. Under these

circumstances, the issue of whether the prejudice to the

defendant from the admission of this real evidence

B l "

•
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outweighed its relevance was committed to the sound

discretion of the trial judge. McDonald v. State, 61 Md.

App. 461, 473 (1985). We hold that the court did not abuse

that discretion.

2. Lay Witness Opinion

Michelle Blackwell worked in close daily contact at

Westinghouse Electric Corporation with the victim. She was

called as a witness by the State to relate the victim's work

habits. Appellant contends that the court improperly

allowed Ms. Blackwell to express her opinion that it was

"unusual" that Mrs. Kosmas did not call in to work to

explain her absence on Tuesday, December 17, 1985.

Appellant incorrectly characterizes this statement; rather

than lay opinion, this is evidence "as to a person's

habitual response to a repeated specific situation." As

such, its admission is within the broad discretion of the

trial court. Barnes v. State, 57 Md. App. 50, 60 (1984). A

witness may testify as to the habits of others if there is a

sufficient basis for that knowledge. Ms. Blackwell and Mrs.

Kosmas held the same position at Westinghouse. They worked

in close proximity for almost a year. There was an adequate

basis of knowledge for Ms. Blackwell's testimony that it was

unusual behavior for Mrs. Kosmas not to call in when she was

absent from work. The court did not abuse its discretion in

allowing this testimony.
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3. Hearsay

Appellant contends the trial court erred in admitting

three hearsay statements. We hold that each of the

statements were properly admitted under a recognized

exception to the hearsay rule. We will address the

challenged statements separately in explaining our decision.

On Monday night, December 16, 1985, Edna Carrick drove

the victim home from appellant's restaurant, arriving at

approximately 12:45 a.m. Ms. Carrick testified that Mrs.

Kosmas had remarked that she had to "finish up some paper

work, finish up the laundry" before she went to bed and then

would "start all over again tomorrow morning." Mrs. Kosmas

then walked over to the family car, opened the door and

waved for Ms. Carrick to leave. This hearsay was properly

admitted as a declaration by Mrs. Kosmas as to her state of

mind in the early morning hours of December 17 with regard

to what she intended to do before going to work later that

morning. Maryland Paper Prods. Co. v. Judson, 215 Md. 577,

590-91 (1958); McLain, Maryland Evidence, § 803(3).1. In

Judson, the Court of Appeals held that reversible error was

committed when the trial court refused to allow the

decedent's wife, who was claiming death benefits under the

worker's compensation law, to testify that on the morning of

the fatal accident decedent had stated that he must go to

work despite the weather because he had to pick up a gear

•



FILED

JAN 19 10 21JW' I I
•LCOftDf

O . __.. <oi.'0
fHtODORf PtiOi.au V Ctn $\Z*<



,

wheel on the way. The evidence was admissible on the issue

of whether decedent was acting within the course of his

employment when he was killed on his way to work. The Court

quoted with approval the explanation for this hearsay

exception found in VI. Wigmore, Evidence, § 1725 (1939 ed.):

It has already been seen that the * * *
existence of a design or plan to do a
specific act is relevant to show that
the act was probably done as planned.
The design or plan, being thus in its
turn a fact to be proved, may be
evidenced circumstantially by the
person's conduct * * *. But, as a
condition of mind, the plan or design
may also, it is clear, be evidence under
the present Exception by the person's
own statements as to its existence. The
only limitations as to the use of such
statements (assuming the fact of the
design to be relevant) are those
suggested by the general principle of
this Exception, namely the statements
must be of a present existing state of
mind, and must appear to have been made
in a natural manner and not under
circumstances of suspicion.

In the case sub judice, the plans which Mrs. Kosmas had

when leaving Ms. Carrick were relevant to rebut appellant's

suggestion that his wife met her death while on a romantic

adventure with one of the men that she was seeing. The

element of reliability is also present since nothing

suggests that this passing remark to an acquaintance was

made in an unnatural manner or under suspicious

circumstances.
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Next, the appellant assails the admission of testimony

by Detective Duckworth that Edward Mattson had stated that

appellant had offered him a contract to kill the victim.

Although the statement is hearsay within hearsay, it was

properly admitted under the hearsay exception for prior

consistent statements.

Initially, it must be noted that the information

conveyed by this hearsay was already before the court

through Mattson's testimony. Mattson testified that

appellant had hired him in January, 1985, to follow Mrs.

Kosmas. While doing so, Mattson observed her entering a

motel room occupied by Aris Melissaratos. Mattson called

Kosmas and accompanied him to the motel to confront the

pair. Mattson further testified to statements made to him

by appellant regarding his wish to have his wife and her

lover "out of the way." Mattson also alleged that appellant

telephoned him in June, 1985, to set up a meeting where he

asked Mattson to arrange for his wife to be killed while

visiting her parents in Florida. On cross-examination,

appellant's attorney had attempted to impeach Mattson.

After that cross-examination, the State introduced Mattson1s

statement through Detective Duckworth in an effort to

rehabilitate Mattson's credibility.

The prior consistent hearsay statement was admissible

for that purpose. As we have explained:

•
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[W]here the credibility of a witness has
been impeached in such a way as to
indicate that his present testimony may
be a fabrication, prior consistent
statements are admissible for
rehabilitative purposes if they would
tend to show that such consistency was
present prior to the time of probable
fabrication. Finke v. State, 56 Md. App.
450 (1983); Boone v. State, 33 Md. App.
1, 6, 363 A.2d 550 cert denied, 279 Md.
681 (1976); Coleman v. State, 49 Md.
App. 210, 230, 431 A.2d 696 (1981).

The third hearsay statement was introduced during the

testimony of Paula Nyitrai who was identified as a close

friend and neighbor of Mrs. Kosmas. Ms. Nyitrai recited

incidents where Mrs. Kosmas had packed family photographs,

jewelry, family antiques and other personal items and

brought them to Ms. Nyitrai's house for safekeeping. Her

stated purpose for doing so, according to Nyitrai, was that

she intended to leave her husband on January 2, 1986.

Although this statement attributed to the deceased is

hearsay, it also falls under the exception for statements of

state of mind. In this case, it is used to show that the

victim actively planned to terminate her marriage to the

appellant. The record does not reflect the date on which

these statements were made by Maria Kosmas, and there is no

indication that they were contemporaneous with her

disappearance. Therefore, unlike the state of mind

statement introduced through Ms. Carrick, this hearsay was

subject to a challenge based on its possible remoteness from
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the critical period for assessing the declarant's state of

mind, to wit, the time of the homicide.

This Court addressed the effect of remoteness in time

on the admissibility of hearsay under the state of mind

exception in Robinson v. State, 66 Md. App. 246 (1986).

There we upheld the trial court's refusal to admit a

statement made by the appellant some 30 days prior to

shooting her paramour. In Robinson, a gun shop owner would

have testified that at the time of applying for the purchase

of a gun, Robinson stated that she needed it for protection.

Although we observed that "the state of mind on August 4th

would not be particularly relevant to a shooting on

September 3rd," Robinson v. State, 66 Md. at 239, we held

that where there was room for doubt, the matter fell within

that broad discretionary range where the trial court could

have ruled either way and been affirmed in either event.

The admission of the statement sub judice, falls into the

same broad discretionary range. Michael Kosmas testified

that his mother planned to move out of the family home on

January 2, 1986. Appellant testified that he had given

$5,000 to his wife to retain an attorney for a divorce.

There was evidence that appellant had received a letter from

Mrs. Kosmas' attorney, and that he had spoken to an attorney

concerning the divorce. Furthermore, the appellant

testified that the victim had repeatedly asked him for "a

_
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quiet divorce." In view of all the evidence that the

appellant was aware of the victim's intention to terminate

their marriage, we hold that the trial court did not abuse

its direction in admitting this hearsay.

IV. Request for Immunity

The trial court permitted the State on direct

examination to question Edward Mattson concerning his

request for immunity from prosecution before he was willing

to give a complete statement to the police about the

homicide. Appellant argues that this inquiry improperly

allowed the State to impeach its own witness. While we

agree that this tactic of the prosecution was designed to

anticipate and blunt a sharp attack by appellant upon

Mattsonrs credibility as an immunized witness, we believe

there was no abuse of the trial court's discretion in

permitting it. We see no difference between what occurred

here and permitting the prosecution to examine a state's

witness as to prior convictions affecting the witness's

credibility. In approving the latter practice we have

observed:

The trial tactic employed by the
prosecuting attorney was undoubtedly
annoying to defense counsel because, as
appellate counsel says, "the information
would have been, or in fact was,
elicited by defense counsel on
cross-examination." "Trial courts have,
and may exercise, the widest discretion
in the conduct of a trial, and that
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discretion may not be disturbed unless
it is clearly abused." Tobias v. State,
37 Md. App. 605, 616 (1977). We see no
abuse of the trial judge's discretion in
permitting the prosecuting attorney to
conduct his examination of the state's
witnesses in the manner he employed.

Chadderton v. State, 54 Md. App. 86, 95, cert, granted, 296

Md. 172 (1983), cert, dismissed, 298 Md. App. 421 (1984).

We have also held that a trial judge erred in precluding the

defendant from disclosing prior convictions on direct

examination. Howard v. State, 66 Md. App. 273 (1986),

cert, denied, 306 Md. 288 (1987). See also, Whitehead v.

State, 54 Md. App. 428, cert, denied, 296 Md. 655 (1983).

V. Mistrial

Mattson, while testifying to his participation in the

events of Friday, December 20, 1985, volunteered that before

the body of Maria Kosmas was discovered, he had asked

appellant if he would take a lie detector test. The

following exchange took place:

A. I left there and I went to
Garvey Road where Steve
[appellant] was, at his home,
where I thought he would be.
When I got there the county
police were there, Officer
Donald Pfouts from the Spousal
Abuse Unit.

I went in and asked Donald if
it was okay if I stayed. He
said it was. He was
interrogating or interviewing
Steve. He was interviewing
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Steve about what happened.

I sat there and waited until
they were done. Then Donald
Pfouts went outside with
Michael into his car.

Q Did you talk with the
defendant at that time?

A I sure did.

Q Had you been present when he
was talking with Detective
Pfouts?

A I sure was.

Q Could you hear what he was
saying to Detective Pfouts?

A Just the typical police
interview, have you seen your
wife, et cetera, et cetera.
Do you have any idea where she
might have been.

Q And then you talked to the
defendant?

A Then I talked to Steve. I
told him, I said, "Would you
take a lie detector?" He said
no.

Upon this disclosure, appellant immediately moved for a

mistrial. The court denied the motion but instructed the

jury:

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, you
will ignore any remark about a lie
detector test. It has nothing to do
with this case, and you will not
consider it any more during the case and
during your deliberations.
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Appellant argues that the court committed reversible error

in denying his motion.

Since Mattson's reference to the lie detector test was

clearly inadmissible, the question before us is whether the

appellant was so prejudiced that the motion for mistrial

should have been granted. As the Court of Appeals has

instructed:

The issue is the prejudicial character
of the statement. "A reference to a lie
detector test in a criminal trial is not
ground for reversal if the result of the
test cannot be inferred from the
circumstances or if the reference is not
prejudicial to the defendant." State v.
Edwards, 412 A.2d 983, 985 (1980).
Indeed, there have been cases in
Maryland in which references to lie
detector tests were held not to be so
prejudicial as to warrant reversal.
See Poole, 295 Md. at 182-84, 453 A.2d
at 1227; Lusby, 217 Md. at 195, 141 A.2d
at 895.

Guesfeird v. State, 300 Md. 653, 659 (1984).

In Guesfeird, the complaining witness's testimony was

uncorroborated and directly conflicted with that of the

defendant and all other witnesses. Her credibility was a

crucial issue. The Court held that the witness's reference

to taking a polygraph test left the impression she had

passed it and was prejudicial to defendant.

The factual situation before us is quite different from

that in Guesfeird. Mattson was one of several State's

witnesses, his statement was not solicited by the State and
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did not bolster the witness's own credibility. The court

promptly instructed the jury to ignore the reference. Under

these circumstances, we hold that the court did not abuse

its discretion in denying a motion for mistrial.

VI. Fifth and Sixth Amendment Claims

Detective Duckworth testified to the unusual behavior

of appellant when he notified him of his wife's death.

Duckworth related that appellant paused, made certain

gestures and then requested the detective to follow him to

the bedroom where he handed the telephone receiver to

Duckworth and asked him to speak to "a friend." Appellant's

attorney was on the line. Appellant asserts that the court,

in allowing this testimony, violated his right to remain

silent and his right to counsel. We find no merit in his

argument.

The Supreme Court has held that the Sixth Amendment

right to counsel, as applied to the states through

incorporation by the Fourteenth Amendment, arises whenever

an accused has been indicted or adversary criminal

proceedings have otherwise begun. Massiah v. U.S., 377 U.S.

201 (1964). Obviously, this does not include notification

of the death of one's wife. Appellant was not accused and

was not in custody. The right to counsel had not attached.

As to right to silence, the Supreme Court has distinguished

between the post-arrest right to remain silent and
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pre-arrest silence. Under the Fifth Amendment protection

against self-incrimination, the prosecution may not comment

on the defendant's post-arrest silence, whether or not

Miranda warnings were given. Edwards v. Arizona, 451 U.S.

477 (1981). In contrast, the accused's silence before

arrest may be used at trial where it is "viewed as more

probative than prejudicial." Jenkins v. Anderson, 447 U.S.

231, 240 (1980). Detective Duckworth's testimony was

limited to describing appellant's unusual response to

supposedly tragic news. Appellant's reaction was clearly

more probative then prejudicial.

JUDGMENT AFFIRMED;

COSTS TO BE PAID BY
THE APPELLANT.
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«iv*< of Coun*et. Court determined after examination that defendant knowingly and voluntarily waived right to counsel.
appeared without counsel. No meritorious reason. Court determined that defendant waived counsel.

with count*!. • Private • Public Defender Q JTP D Jury Trial Waived D CJ4-302d

50S1

Char <
Arnwdeo
Max Sonts%»
PINES . . .COST:!

CondWor.s

P\w.
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O Non-CJIS Art/Sec; «
Art/Sec;

Max Sentsncf. Pisa: • HP £WSTsi Verdict: D PSI Ordered:
FINE: $. .OT9T: $ CtCF; $ SUS; $ RESTITUTION; $ to
Sentence: 0 DOC G Local Commencing: Credit time awaiting trial:
Suspended Sentence: Probation time; D Supervised a Unsupervised
Conditions:

'0»t« Judgi

c Defendant Advised of Right of Appeal, Upon Perfecting of Appeal, • Sentence to be stayed and • Recog. to Continue;
O Present Bond to Continue; o Appeal Bond in Amount of $ .o be Required; D Sentence not to be 8tayed;D Other

(If Sentence is Satisfied Prior to Perfecting of Appeal, no Appeal Bond Required.)

Dltf Judoi

Bond forfeiture entered as lodgment in the amount of $ 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 Cleric.

out
Indictment filed. Papers forwarded to Ciwi ' Court,,,

REEL* DAT? START

fHTTS Mb* 1691,

Clark

Proj/SjaL
...(Date)
...(Date)

Judgment Recorded In District Court. ..•.:.• , (Date)
Notice of Lien filed in (Court)

(Date)
Appeal Noted (Date)
Appeal forwarded (Date)
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Cnuri oi JVpprals oi
PETITION DOCKET

No. 4 44 September Term, 19

liL&X. rilCHAEL KOS

v.

STATia -JFttAIO!

i-U co

A f f

AttornUJ Cvj 1

. Jo»«ph
o

uj

- : •

Attorney for respondent

Date: S«pt«ab«r 1 4 , 1992

STATE OF MARYLAND, SS:

Receipt is hereby acknowledged of a petition for writ of certiorari filed in the above

entitled case.

Clerk
Court of Appeals of Maryland
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STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

v.

STATE OF MARYLAND

*

*

*

•.,>

*

In the

Court of Appeals

of Maryland

Petition Docket No. 444

September Term, 1992

(No. 1723, September Term, 1991,
Court of Special Appeals

ORDER

U J •••,} -;

Upon consideration of the petition for a writ of certiorari to
'• i . . . ..

the Court of Special Appeals and the answer and conditional cross-

petition in the above entitled case, it is _

ORDERED, by the Court of Appeals of Maryland,; that the

petition and conditional cross-petition be, and they are hereby,

denied as there has been no showing that review by certiorari is

desirable and in the public interest.

/s/ Robert C. Murphy
Chief Judge

Date: December 9, 1992
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(Houris of Appeal

LESLIE D. GRADET
CLERK

. 21401-1699

(301) 974-3646

WASHINGTON AREA (301) 261-2920

E
DEPUTY

5$3
Richard M. Karceski, Esquir
L. Michael Schaech,. Esquire
White & Karceski
3 05 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Stanley Michael Kosmas vs. State of Ma
No. 1723, September Term, 1991

Dear Counsel:

Enclosed find a copy of an Order of this Court dated
February 26, 1992, granting Appellant's Motion to Supplement the
Record in the captioned appeal. A true test copy of the Order
is being directed to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County as her authority to transmit the transcript to
this Court for inclusion in the record.

LDG:ls

Enclosure

cc: Mary Ellen Barbera, Esquire
Suzanne Mensh, Clerk
Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Very truly

0 . ^

Leslie D.
Clerk

r e

yours,

Gradet

LA Q31L

• - . " '

CD
LU
>

LU

LU

O
*.

sr
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O>

CsZ

2 ~
c\l

§>-
Si

UJC3
1

•

CC
u

TTY FOR DEAF:
BALTO.-ANNAPOLIS AREA (301) 974-3646
WASHINGTON AREA (301) 565-0450
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STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Appellant

v.

STATE OF MARYLAND

Appellee

*

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND

Case No. 1723

ORDER

The Appellant's Motion to Supplement Record having been read

and considered, it is this g^^day of ~i&(MMJLoU, , 1992, by the

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS OF MARYLAND,

ORDERED, that the Appellant's Motion to Supplement Record be,

and the same hereby is GRANTED, and it is further,

ORDERED, that the supplemental transcript be made part of the

record in this Appeal.

n
777. K X
Court of Special Appeals

of Maryland
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L-7—500 sets

PROPERTY RECEIVED AS EVIDENCED BY

CIRCUIT/DISTRICT COURT

FOR

PART I

Placed in custody of Clerk or d'esignee: . ^

By Officer: _

State VS. _

b-___ Police Dept. . . . .

ITEMS:

i. __6u_(V

, _XM..(kbii^;

12.

13.

14.

15.

Court Docket

PROPERTY NO.

Officer Date Clerk of Court or Pesignee Date

PART II

Evidence tretarned

Returned
Cl«rk of Court or Desig'nee

olice Dept.

Date: ML1B3

Evidence Rec. Form No. Instructions for completion on
reverse side of tbind copy
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ft
f CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STATE OF MARYLAND ATTY.

Vs

*

•
STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

Z (Bail)

CHARGE

ARRAIGNED

TRIAL

PLEA

SENTENCE

REPORTER

DATE

N
o.

3/27/86 MURDER

JUDGE

JUDGE

VERDICT

STATES ATTY.

CLERK'S MEMORANDUM NO.



Received of I. Theodore Phoebus, Clerk of the Circuit Court for

Somerset County, Maryland, all of the original papers, certified copy

of Docket Entries and Statement of Costs in the case of State of Maryland

versus Stanley Michael Kosmas (Volumes 1 through 6) same being No. 86-CR-00423

in said Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland.

Clerk of the Court of Appeals of Maryland

Date:

-
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMOS

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Criminal No: 86 CR 00423

MOTION TO REINSTATE ORIGINAL
TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF DEFENDANTS RELEASE

Stanley Michael Kosmos, Defendant, by undersigned counsel,

pursuant to the Maryland Rules of Criminal Procedure, respectfully

requests that this Court reinstate the original terms and

conditions of his release for the following reasons:

1. That the Defendant was convicted by a jury presided over

by the Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins of the Circuit Court for

Somerset County and sentenced to a term of 28 years imprisonment

to the Department of Correction. The Defendant is currently

serving that sentence at the Maryland Correctional Institution,

Hagerstown, Maryland.

2. That the Defendant's conviction was reversed by the Court

of Appeals of Maryland (No. 8, September Term, 1988) in a reported

opinion. As of this date, the mandate has not issued in this case.

As such, the Defendant requests that he be released from

confinement pending his retrial.

3. Defendant believes that he is entitled and should be given

consideration to be placed on the original bail status that he

enjoyed prior to the trial of this case. At a minimum, Defendant

1

.23
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requests that a reasonable bail be set for his release pending his

retrial.

4. There are no detainers presently lodged against this

Defendant in either the state or federal jurisdictions.

WHEREFORE, Stanley Michael Kosmos, by his attorneys, Russell

J. White and Richard M. Karceski, respectfully requests that this

Honorable Court grant the relief requested fterein.

RICHARfr~-MrKARCESKI
WHITE & KARCESKI
3454 Ellicott Center Drive
Suite 204
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043
(301) 750-7080
Attorneys for the Defendant

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of August, 1989, a

copy of the aforegoing Motion To Reinstate Original Terms And

Conditions Of Defendant's Release was mailed to Michael Pulver,

Esquire and Scott Shellenberger, Esquire, Assistant State's

Attorneys for Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley

Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

RICHARB-M-r" KARCESKI

2
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMOS

ORDER REINSTATING ORIGINAL TERMS AND
CONDITIONS OF DEFENDANTS RELEASE

The Court of Appeals of Maryland having reversed the

Defendant, Kosmos', conviction before this Court, it is, this

3 daY o f C^*-*-*^ • , 1989, by the Circuit Court for

*

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Criminal

*

COURT

COUNTY

No: 86 CR 00423

Somerset County,

ORDERED that the Defendant, Stanley Michael Kosmos, be

released from the custody of the Commissioner of Corrections and

the Warden, Maryland Correctional Institute, subject to the

, original terms and conditions of release imposed by the Circuit

Court for Somerset County pending the retrial of his case.
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Circuit (Souri of Somerset (Eountrj

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS, CLERK

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853

Date: August 9, 1989

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

TO: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS #186-573
c/o Maryland Correc t ional I n s t i t u t i o n
Route #3 No. 86-CR-00423
Hagerstown, Maryland 21740 Re. S ta te of Maryland

vs
Stanley Michael Kosmas

The above case has been scheduled as follows:

HEARING ON MOTION TO REINSTATE ORIGINAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF RELEASE
Wednesday, August 23, 1989 at 1:30 P.M.

You must report to the second floor of the Court House, Court Room, Princess Anne, Maryland,
on the day and hour mentioned above.

Any questions with regard to this notice should be directed to The Honorable Logan C Widdowsoc

The State's Attorney for Somerset County, Prince William Street, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853. The

State's Attorney's telephone number is 651-3333.

Very truly yours,

Dottie M. Phillips

Assignment Clerk
651-1555

CC: The Honorable Logai C WiddoWSOB y
Defendant's Attorney - Russell J. White, Esquire and Richard M. Karceski, Esquire

Surery —
Address of Surery

Assistant State 's Attorneys for Baltimore County - Michael Pulver, Esquire and
Scott Shellenberger, Esquire



Office of
bf &tste'H Attnrnjy

for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

~

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas #186-573

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS AD PROSEQUENDUM

Your petitioner, Edmund L. Widdowson, Jr., Assistant
State's Attorney for Somerset County, respectfully represents
unto this Honorable Court the following:

1. That the Defendant stands before this Court on a
Motion to Reinstate Original Terms and Conditions of
Defendant's Release.

2. That the above-captioned case is set for hearing on
Wednesday, August 23, 1989 at 1:30 p.m. in the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland.

3. That Stanley Kosmas #186-573 is presently in the
custody of the Commissioner of Corrections.

WHEREFORE, your petitioner prays that this Honorable
Court sign an Order commanding the Commissioner of
Corrections, D.O.C. Transportation Unit, Maryland Reception,
Diagnostic and Classification Center, 550 E. Madison Street,
Baltimore, Maryland 21202, have Stanley Kosmas #186-573 in the
Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland at Princess Anne,
Maryland on or before 1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, August 23, 1989.

%
Eomund L. Widdowson, Jr.
Assistant State's Attorney
for Somerset County

State of Maryland, Somerset County, to wit:

I hereby certify, that on this 10th day of August 1989,
personally appeared Edmund L. Widdowson, Jr., Assistant
State's Attorney for Somerset County, and made oath in due
form of law that the matters and facts set forth are true to
the best of his knowledge, information and belief.

tt/Ae
Notary Public
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Office of

lats'e Att
for Somerset County

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE'S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas #186-573

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS AD PROSEQUEHDUM

Your petitioner, Edmund L. Wlddowson, Jr., Assistant
State's Attorney for Somerset County, respectfully represents
unto this Honorable Court the following;

1. That the Defendant stands before this Court on a
Motion to Reinstate Original Terms and Conditions of
Defendant's Release.

2. That the above-captioned case is set for hearing on
Wednesday, August 23, 1989 at 1:30 p.m. in the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland,

3. That Stanley Kosmas #186-573 is presently in the
custody of the Coraiuissioner of Corrections.

WHEREFORE, your petitioner prays that this Honorable
Court sign an Order commanding the Commissioner of
Corrections, D.O.C. Transportation Unit, Maryland Reception,
Diagnostic and Classification Center, 550 E. Madison Street,
Baltimore, Maryland 21202, have Stanley Kosmas #186-573 in the
Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland at Princess Anne,
Maryland on or before 1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, August 23, 1989.

Ectaund L. Widdowson, Jr.
Assistant State's Attorney
for Somerset County

State of Maryland, Somerset County, to wit:

I hereby certify, that on this 10€h day of August 1989,
personally appeared Edmund L. Widdowson, Jr., Assistant
State's Attorney for Somerset County, and made oath in due
form of law that the matters and facts set forth are true to
the best of his knowledge, information and belief.

Notary Public



Office of

2fop &tatp'n Attnrttrg
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

uni

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

STATE'S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosraas #1$6-573

* No. 86-CR-G0423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County* Maryland

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS AD PROSEyUEMDUM

Your petitioner, Scteiunci L. Widdowson, Jr., Assistant
State's Attorney for Somerset County, respectfully represents
unto this Honorable Court the following:

1. That the Defendant stands before this court on a
Motion to Reinstate Original Terras and Conditions of
Defendant's Release,

2. That the atoove-oaptioned case is set for hearing on
Wednesday, August 23, 1S89 at 1:30 p.m. in the circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland.

3. That Stanley Kosmas #136-573 is presently in the
custody of the Commissioner of Corrections*

WHEREFORE, your petitioner prays that this Honorable
Court sign an Order commanding the Coromissioner of
Corrections, D.O.C, Transportation Unit, Maryland Reception,
Diagnostic and Classification Center, 550 E. Kadison Street,
Baltimore, Maryland 21202, have Stanley Kostnas #186-373 in the
Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland at Princess Anne,
iiaryland on or before 1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, August 23, 1989,

nd
V

EQmund L. t'lidaowson, Jr.
Assistant State's Attorney
for Somerset County

State of Maryland, Somerset County, to wit:

I hereby certify, that on this 10th day of August 1989,
personally appeared Edmund l>. Widdowson, Jr., Assistant
State's Attorney for Somerset County, and mad© oath in due
fora of law that the roatters and facts set forth are true to
the best of his knowledge, information and belief.

Notary Public



(Ubr
Office of

Attarnnj
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE'S ATTORNEY

o
State of

vs.

Stanley Kossaas #18S~573

* ilo. 86-ca-00423 Cr irainal Caa#s

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

:ITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS AD

Izmx petitioner, and X>. WMckrweon, Jr., Assistant
ite*a Attorney for Somerset County, respectfully represents

unto this Honorable Court the following:

1. t the Defendant stands before this Court on a
bo Reinstate Original Terras and Conditions of

.olease.

3« Tliat tlM abeve-captloxied case is ©ot £or hearin
lt«ari©sday# August 23# 1989 at 1s 30 in the Circuit COIL..
for Soiaerset County, Maryland.

3. ', :taniey Kostaas $186*573 is presently in the
•custody of the Commissioner of Corrections.

,. your petitioner prays that this Honorable
Court sign an Order cocttniandiug the Ctx-mrdssioner of
Corrections, D*O*C. ri?rat»s|iortation Unit, Marylai ;,»tlon,
Diagnostic a«ci Classification Center, 550 ::reet,
iialtiraoro, iiarylaad 21202, hair© Stanley Mom ™i73 in
Circuit Court for Sotaer@©t County, Maryland at Princess Ann©,
liaryland on or b©for<s Is30 p.m. on Wednesday, t 23, 19

/
•

Eclrauaa L« WiSaowson,
Assistant State's Attorney
for Soaerset County

State of Maryland, Soiaerset County, to wit;

X hereby o jf# that on this 10th clay of August 1
personally appot- :ad I.» (ilddoweon, J r . , Assistant

c©'s Ikttorney for Somerset County, aiicl raade oath in du©
it law that the natters and facts set forth are true to

..; best of his k.nswl®&q&, information an4 belief*

Notary Public



Office of

bf Staff's Attorney
for Somerset County

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

o o
of

vs.
Kosiaas #186-573

* Ho. 36-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* in the circuit Court far

* Somerset County,

M»£TXTZOH WO& WRIT Of HABEAS CORPUS AD

¥our pot it loner, ii&uuna h* Widdotwan, Jr.,
feet's Attorney for Somerset County, respectfully represents

unto this Honorable Court the following;

1, 3Shat the Defendant stands before thia Court o» a
l-totion to Reinstate Original l*enas and Condition** of
Defendant's Release,

2. That the above-c&ptlaxiod case is set for hearing on
Wednesday, Au9ust 23, 1989 at 1i30..p«a. in the Circuit Court
for Sotaexset County, l

3. Th&t Stanley Koamas I1M-57J is presently ia the
custody of the Commissioner of Corrections.

your petitioner prays that this Honorable
Court sign an Order coitaaanding the Comlssloner of
corrections, 0.0>c« Transportntlon Unit, Maryland Reception,
Diagnostic ana Classification Center, SSO E. Madison Street,

m, Maryland 21202, have Stanley Koseiaa f1M-S73 in the
it Court for socserset County, Maryland at Princess Mum,

Maryland on or before 1:30 p.ia* on Wednesday, August 23, 196$

:d L« viitiaowsjofi, Jr.
Assistant State's attorney
for Somerset County

State of dryland# Soiaerset County, to wits

X tioreby certify« that on this 10th day of August
personally appeared TNNniiiwI I». ti'lddowson, Jr*# Assistant
State's Attorney for Somerset county# and made oath in due
fora of law titat the natters and facts set forth are true to
the best of his knowledge, information and belief«

Hotary Public



Office of

Ebt B'tatp'fl Attorney
for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLt-l AM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

P -

State of Maryland * No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

vs. * In the Circuit Court for

Stanley Kosmas #186-573 * Somerset County, Maryland

ORDER

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition, it is
thereupon, this 10th day of August 1989, by the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland,

Ordered that the Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosequendum
issue in this case as prayed and the same be returnable at
1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, August 23, 1989 in the^Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland.

Judge
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Office of

Wbs g-latf'a Attortteg
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

Z1B53

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

o
State of Jlaryland * No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

vs. * In the Circuit Court for

Stanley Kosraas #186-573 * Somerset County, Maryland

ORDER

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition, it is
thereupon, this 10th day of August 1989, by the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland,

Ordered that the Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosequenduni
issue in this case as prayed and the saxae be returnable at
1:30 p,ra» on Wednesday, August 23, 1989 in the^Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland.

Judge



Office of

bf &tatr'B Atlorttnj
for Somerset County

TELEPHDNC 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

o pa
State of Maryland * Wo, 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

vs. * In the circuit Court for

Stanley Kosmas #186-573 * Somerset County, Ilaryland

ORDER

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition, it is
thereupon, this 10th day of August 1939, by the Circuit Court
for Somersett County, Maryland,

Ordered that the Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosaquendum
issue in this case as prayed and the same be returnable at
1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, August 23, 1989 in the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland.

Judge



Office of

£b? State's Attnrtmj
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

21B53

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

o o
State of Maryland * Uo* 86-CE-00423 Criminal Ca:

vs. • In the Circuit Court far

Stanley ^osaiaa #1d6-573 * Sooerset County, Harylar.

•or. eousMerafcioii of th© aforegoing Petition, it is
.•a, this 10th day of August , by the Circuit Court
:s%t Couaty, N J

Or<i@r©d tiiat tlie Writ a HI Corpua ad Proso-.
issue in this casa as prayou and tiie same be returnable at
1:30 p«a« oa Wednesday, August 23, I9S9 ia tho Circuit court
for So»ora«it County, lUixyl&xxi*



Office of

Ibt S>tatp'n Altnrnrjj
for Somerset County

'RINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

• I H I

OGAN C. WIDDOWSON

o o
MtM of 1'laxyland * No, 86~CR-O0423 Criminal Cases

v«u • In th® circui t Court for

Stanley iCouisass ^1d6-573 * Sotawrsot County, dryland

Upon consideration of th« Aforagoing Petition, it is
timx&apon, this 10th (Say a£ August 1®$9, hy th# Circuit Court
for Boemxtfrnt County,

ordered that the tfrit of Halxaas corpue ad j
tmmum in this case as prayed and ti«s aam© bet returnable at
Is30 p»o, on Wodnoaday* August 23, IMS* in the Circuit Court
for So^or««t County, Maryland.

,...;. ....
Judge
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UNITED STATES F AL SERVICE

OFFICIAL BUSINESS

SENDER INSTRUCTIONS

Print your name, address end ZIP Code

• Attach'to front of article If space
permits. otherwlM efflx to back of
articlfl. .

• Endorse article "Return Receipt
Requested" edjacent to number.

86-CR-00423
88-CR-00955 PENALTY FOR PRIVATE

USE, $300

RETURN
TO

Print Sender's name, address, and ZIP Code In.the space below.

Circuit Court for Somerset County
—

p. 0. Drawer 99

toe, Maryli

POSTAGE STAMPS TO ARTICLE TO COVER FIRST CLASS POST*
CERTIFIEL .IL FEE, AND CHARGES FOR ANY SELECTED OPTIONAL SERVICES. * front)

1. If you want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right of tne return address leaving
the receipt attached and present the article at a post office service window or hand it to yaur rural carrier,
(no extra charge)

2. If you do not want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to trie right of the return address of
the article, date, detach and retain the receipt, and mail the article.

3. If you want a return receipt, write the certified mail number and your name and address on a return
receipt card, Form 3811, and attach it to the front of the article by means ot the gummed etidSV space per-
mits. Otherwise, affix to back of article. Endorse front of article RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
adjacent to the number.

4. If you want delivery restricted to the addressee, or to an authorized agent of the addressee, endorse
RESTRICTED DELIVERY on the front of the article.

5. Enter fees for the services requested in the appropriate spaces on the front of this receipt. If return
receipt is requested, check the applicable blocks in item 1 of Form 3811.

6. Save this receipt and present it if you make inquiry. U.S.G.P.O. 1988-217-132
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STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY, TO WIT:

To The Commissioner of Correction

Greeting:

You are hereby commanded to have the body of STANLEY KOSMAS

if]_86-5T3 > detained under your custody as

it is said by whatsoever name he may be called, under a safe and secure

conduct, before the Circuit Court for Somerset County, at the Court House,

Princess Anne,'Maryland on Wednesday, August 23, 1989 on or

before 1:30 P.M. » for Hearing in the case of The State

of Maryland versus Stanley Kosmas #186-573 being Criminal Case No.

86-CR-00423 to be heard at 1:30 P. M. on Wednesday, August 23, 1989

and immediately after said Stanley Kosmas #186-573 _ has been heard

to return him to said prison, and have you this writ.

As witness the Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins, Chief Judge of the First

Judicial Circuit of Maryland the 21st day of February

Nineteen Hundred and Eighty-nine .

Issued: August 11, 1989

Clerk

ORDER OF COURT

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition, it is thereupon,

this 10th day of August 1989, by the Circuit Court for Somerset County,

Maryland,

Ordered that the Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosequendum is^ue in this

case as prayed and the same be returnable at 1:30 P.M. on Wednesday,

August 23, 1*989 in the Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland.

/s/ R. D. Horsey
Judge of the Circuit Court

for Somerset County, Maryland

TRUE COPY



LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

309 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

RUSSELL J. WHITE REPLY TO:
RICHARD M. KARCESKI ft ELLICOTT CITY / (301) 750-7080
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS nTOWSON /(301) 583-1325
THOMAS K. SWISHER

August 9, 1989

The Honorable Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley Michael Kosmos

Dear Judge Simpkins:

It has been agreed that the motion for reinstatement
of bail in the above-captioned matter be scheduled before you on
August 23, 1989 at 1:30 p.m. at the Circuit Court for Somerset
County. Your secretary provided us with that date as one of the
dates that would be convenient to your schedule. All parties
agree to that date. As such, we will all be there at that date
and time. I will call the Clerk's Office for your Court to deter-
mine whether or not it is appropriate for counsel or the Clerk
to issue a Writ of Habeas Corpus for the presence of the Defendant
at Court. If there are any other matters that the Court would
have me resolve prior to this hearing, kindly have your secretary
notify me so that I might give them prompt attention.

Respectfully,

Richard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
cc: Mr. Stanley M. Kosmos

Michael Pulver, Esquire
Scott Shellenberger, Esquire
Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County
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MICHAEL KOSMAS

6702 GARVEY ROAD
ROSED ALE, MARYLAND 21237

(301)391-5111

Augus t 2 3 , 1989

HAND DELIVERED

The Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins
Judge of the Circuit Court

for Somerset County
Somerset County Courthouse
Princess Anne, Maryland

Dear Judge Simpkins:

I am writing to offer some thoughts concerning the bail
hearing of Stanley M. Kosmas that will be held in your courtroom
today. I ask you for several reasons to deny that bail be
granted.

Before I begin, however, let me assure your honor that I
make this request not out of malice, but out of a genuine concern
and fear that this is not a person who belongs on the street and
whose very freedom constitutes a threat to the well-being of my
family. I do not pretend to tell you that there is not malice
within me, for that would be a lie that surely you could
see through. And while I believe that my father belongs in jail
for a very long time, I do not attempt to make a mockery of this
proceeding by seeking to block his bail to keep him in prison
in the months before the trial for punitive purposes.

Your honor, while the original guilty verdict entered into
in your courtroom has been vacated by the Maryland Court of
Appeals, the testimony given in that trial still stands as a
matter of public record. Please do not discount that testimony
as you make your decision in this matter. For you have a wealth
of testimony that the original judge who gave my father bail did
not have any access to.

While the presumption now is one of innocence for Stanley
Kosmas, I ask your indulgence to allow me to remind you of my
grandfather's sworn testimony, stating that in his presence my
father threatened to murder his wife and his children if he could
not have them. His wife is now dead, and Stanley Kosmas stands
under indictment for that murder. If you believe that my
grandfather did indeed speak the truth, then to allow my father
on the street again is to allow him to fulfill the second part of
his threat.

(more)



The Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins
August 23, 1989
Page two

Even if you do not believe that my father would again with
his own hands kill, he has certainly shown through sworn
testimony that he is not afraid to attempt procure others to work
his evil for him. To allow him on the street is not only to
allow him to kill but to enter in the same plots to have others
killed without using his own hands.

Stanley Kosmas' threats to kill were entered as evidence by
numerous witnesses in your courtroom. Please take these into
account as information that the original judge who gave bail
could not have had access to but which is readily available to
yourself.

I would also tell you of an incident, your Honor, that
occurred two days after my father's conviction, which shows the
possibilities if he is released. The evening of the first full
day after my father's conviction, when my brother, sister and I
had returned to our family home, my father's brother George
Kosmos forced his way into the house. He said, in front of the
three children and my grandfather as witnesses, that he was there
under my father's instructions to "throw your ass out of the
house, physically if I have to." The incident was only resolved
when I summoned the police who threatened George Kosmos with
arrest if he did not leave the premises and cease to bother us.

If George was only carrying out the wishes of his brother,
what might my father do if he decided he was personally going to
keep me out of the house. The risks are too great and the
emotions to high to risk having this man on the street. And what
will he do now that he has also been stripped of the guardianship
of his children? Does this now classify as his "not being able
to have them?"

I hope your honor will take all these things into account as
you deliberate on this matter, and I sincerely request that for
the safety of myself and my f ami/1 y you order Stanley Kosmas held
until trial. j^-/ srfJ
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(Etrnttt GLmxtt at Mnxqlmb for .SP.MERSET COUNTY

Case No. . . . 86-CRTp0423

STATE OF MARYLAND

CHARGE(S):

vs. . .
(Defend]

1 Address

int)

i)

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

518 Savage

B a l t i m o r e ,

(DOB)

Street

MD 21224
I Telephone)

633-7282
HEARING OR TRIAL DATE:

BAIL BOND

KNOW ALL PERSONS BY THESE PRESENTS:
That I/we, the undersigned, jointly and severally acknowledge that I/we, our personal representatives, successors and

assigns are held and firmly bound unto the State of Maryland in the penalty sum of Seventy F ive Thousand
Dollars ($. .75.,00.0.0.Q )

_i without collateral security;
• with collateral security equal in value to the greater of $25.00 or % of the penalty sum;
G with collateral security equal in value to the full penalty amount;
G with the obligation of the corporation which is an

insurer in the full penalty amount.

To secure payment the • Defendant D Surety has,
• deposited by • cash • certified check the amount of $
• pledged the following intangible personal property:

£1 encumbered the real estate described in the Declaration of Trust filed herewith, or in a Deed of Trust dated the23r.d .day
of August , 19. 89from the undersigned Surety to C i rcu i t . .Court, fox. S.ome.rse.t County
to the use of the State of Maryland.

THE CONDITION OF THIS BOND IS that the Defendant personally appear as required, in any court in which the charges
are pending, or in which a charging document may be filed based on the same acts or transactions, or to which the action
may be transferred, removed, or, if from the District Court, appealed.

IF, however, the Defendant fails to perform the foregoing condition, this bond shall be forfeited forthwith, for payment
of the above penalty sum in accordance with law.

IT IS AGREED AND UNDERSTOOD that this bond shall continue in full force and effect until discharged pursuant
to Rule 4-217.

AND the undersigned Surety convenants that the compensation chargeable in connection with the execution of this bond
consisted of a G fee D premium Q service charge for the loan of money D other (describe)

in the amount of $

The undersigned Surety hereby certifies that he has read and understands the Notice to Surety on the reverse side of this form.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, these presents have been executed under seal this 2.3rd day
of August

(SEAL)

By: (SEAL)

., 19.. 8.9

Personal Surety
(SEAL)

Surety-Insurer

Power of Attorney No.

Print or Type Name & Address of Personal Surety (1) & Telephone No. Zip

Print or Type Name & Address of Personal Surety (2) & Telephone No. Zip

Print or Type Name

Print or Type Name & Address of Attorney-in-Fact & Telephone No.

Zip

Zip

SIGNED, sealed, and acknowledged before me:

CR 708 (7,76)

of the Circuit Court of Maryland for

SOMERSET. County ftM$
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Case No. .. .a6.-CRrO0.423

STATE OF MARYLAND vs STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
(Defendant) (DOB)

518 Savage_Street
(Address)

Bal t imore , . MD.. .2.122^
(Telephone)

633-7282

DECLARATION OF TRUST OF REAL ESTATE
TO SECURE PERFORMANCE OF A BAIL BOND

STATE OF MARYLAND,

The undersigned STANLEY. .MICHAEL. XQS.MAS

of 518 Savage S t r e e t , B a l t i m o r e , Maryland 21224
(hereinafter jointly and severally referred to as "Surety"), in order to secure the performance of
the bail bond annexed hereto, being first sworn (or, if Surety is a corporation, its undersigned officer
being first sworn), acknowledges and declares under oath as folows:

That Surety is, without any ownership in any other person, the owner of |xl a fee simple absolute,

or • a leasehold subject to an annual ground rent of $ , in certain land and

premises situate in the C.o.unty. pf. Ba.lt imp re. Maryland,
and described as . . 00.0.3. Lot. PQE Block. . Book .03 .Folio. 002. -. 6702 Garyey Road, Baltimore., MD

(Insert lot, block, subdivision or other description) 2 X 2 3 7

that Surety is competent to execute a conveyance of said land and premises and that Surety hereby
holds the same in trust to the use and subject to the demand of the State of Maryland as collateral se-
curity for the performance of that bond.

That said property is assessed for $. 39.,&Q0.00 x 2 = $. .79,6OOL..QO . . . . from which the
following incumbrances should be deducted:

Ground rent capitalized at 6% $

Mortgages/Deeds of Trust totalling $

Federal/State Tax Liens $

Mechanics Liens $

Judgment & Other Liens $

Other outstanding Bail Bonds $

Total Incumbrances $ None $ None

and that the present net equity in the property is $. 7.9.9.600.00

That, if Surety is a body corporate, this Declaration of Trust is its act and deed and that its under-
signed officer is fully authorized to execute this Declaration of Trust on its behalf.

AND Surety further declares, covenants and undertakes not to sell, transfer, convey, assign, or in-
cumber, the land and premises or any interest therein, so long as the bail bond hereby secured remains
undischarged and in full force and effect, without the consent of the court in which the bail bond is
filed, it being understood that upon discharge of the bail bond, the clerk of the court will execute a re-
lease in writing endorsed on the foot of this document (or by a separate Deed, of Release), which may
be recorded in the same manner and with like effe ct of $ release of mortgage-if this Declaration of
Trust is recorded among the Land Records.

(Surety!

By

SWORN to, signed, sealed and acknowledged before me, this . . . .2.3rd d a v

- /^i^B

urety)

(SEAL)

August 19 89

of the Circuit Court of Maryland for

County/City

J
CR 787 (7/77)



CIRCUIT COURT OF MARYLAND FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

LOCATED AT: PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853 CASE NO. 86-CR-00423

STATE OF MARYLAND VS STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
Defendant DOB

RELEASE FROM COMMITMENT

TO: COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTION

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO RELEASE THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANT.

BAIL REVIEW WAS HELD AND DEFENDANT IS RELEASED ON PERSONAL RECOGNIZANCE.

BOND HEARING HELD ON WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 23, 1989 AT 1:30 P.M. COURT SETS
BOND AT $75,000.00. (PROPERTY)
BOND IN THE AMOUNT OF $ 75.000.00 WAS POSTED BY STANLEY M. KOSMAS
518 Savage Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21224

PRELIMINARY HEARING WAS HELD AND CHARGE(S) WERE DISMISSED.

TRIAL WAS HELD IN THE CIRCUIT COURT AND NO FURTHER COMMITMENT WAS IMPOSED.

DISPOSITION

DEFENDANT HAVING BEEN COMMITTED IN DEFAULT OF PAYMENT OF FINE AND/OR

COURT COSTS OF $ , THE FINE AND COST HAVE NOW BEEN PAID.

DATE: August 23, 1989_
''CLERK

RELEASE FROM COMMITMENT



Court of Appeals of Maryland

No .8. , SEPTEMBER TERM, 19.....8.8..

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

STATE OF MARYLAND

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL IN COURT OF APPEALS:

Judgment of the Court of Special Appeals reversed. Case remanded to
that court with instructions to reverse the judgment of the Circuit
Court for Somerset County and to remand the case to that court for
a new trial. Costs in this Court and in the Court of Special Appeals
to be paid by Baltimore County, Maryland

TRANSCRIPT
RETURNED TO ...?oyM...9.?...S?EClAL APPEALS

Date 8/24/89

MESSENGER

REMARKS:

6 VOLUME RECORD
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Court of Special Appeals

Stanley Michael Kosmas vs. State of Maryland
No. 425, September Term,1987

See mandate and opinion of the Court of Appeals
for disposition.

Record returned to

Circuit Court for Somerset County
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

First Class Mail

Leslie D. Gradet, Clerk
REMARKS:

6 volume s i
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LESLIE D. GRADET
CLERK

of (Appeal JjfotJflmg
. 21401-1699

~

SUSAN LROSENBLUM

(301) 974-3646

WASHINGTON AREA (301) 261-2920

August 3 1 , 1989

CHIEF DEPUTY

I. Theodore Phoebus, Clerk
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Courthouse
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Re: Stanley Michael Kosmas vs. State of Maryland
No. 425, September Term, 1987
No. 8, September Term, 1988, in the Court of
Appeals of Maryland

Dear Mr. Phoebus:

We are returning herewith the record in the
captioned appeal. Copies of the opinion and mandate
filed by the Court of Appeals of Maryland are included
in the record.

Also, please find a copy of an Order of this Court
dated August 30, 1989 complying with the directives of
the mandate issued by the Court of Appeals.

Very truly yours,

Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

LDG:Is

Enclosures

cc: Russell J. White, Esquire
Peter G. Angelos, Esquire
Richard M. Karceski, Esquire
Gary E. Bair, Esquire

TTY FOR DEAF:
BALTO.-ANNAPOLIS AREA (301) 974-3646
WASHINGTON AREA (301) 565-0450
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Stanley Michael Kosraas

Appellant

V.

State of Maryland

Appellee

*
*
*
*
*

*
*

ORDER

In the

Court of Special Appeals

No. 425, September Term, 1987

(No. 8, September Term, 1988, in
the Court of Appeals of Maryland)

Pursuant to the mandate of the Court of Appeals of Maryland

entered on the 24th day of August, 1989, reversing the judgment

of this Court entered on the 14th day of December, 1987;

It is, therefore, this >_^ day of August, 1989, by the

Court of Special Appeals,

ORDERED that the mandate of this Court, issued on the 13th

day of January, 1988, affirming the judgment of the Circuit Court

for Somerset County, be, and the same is hereby, vacated; and it

is further

ORDERED that the judgment of the Circuit Court for Somerset

County be, and the same is hereby, reversed and the case is

remanded to that Court for a new trial. Costs to be paid by

Baltimore County.
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STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

v.

STATE OF MARYLAND

In the

Court of Appeals

of Maryland

No. 8

September Term, 19 88

*

*

*

*

*

* * * * * * *

M A N D A T E

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGES OF THE
COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS OF MARYLAND:

WHEREAS the case of Stanley Michael Kosmas v. State of

Maryland came before you and wherein the judgment of the said Court

of Special Appeals was duly entered on the fourteenth day of December,

1987 as appears from the transcript of the record of the said Court

of Special Appeals which was brought into the Court of Appeals by

virtue of a writ of certiorari dated April 25, 1988; and

WHEREAS in the September Term, 1988 the said cause came

on to be heard before the Court of Appeals of Maryland;

ON CONSIDERATION WHEREOF, it was ordered and adjudged on

July 25, 1989 by this Court that the judgment of the Court of Special

Appeals be reversed. Case remanded to that court with instructions

to reverse the judgment of the Circuit Court for Somerset County

and to remand the case to that court for a new trial. Costs in this

Court and in the Court of Special Appeals to be paid by Baltimore

County, Maryland.

NOW, THEREFORE, THIS CAUSE IS REMANDED to you in order
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that such proceedings may be had in the cause in conformity with

the judgment of this Court as accord with right and justice, and the

Constitution and laws of Maryland, the said writ notwithstanding.

WITNESS The Honorable Robert C. Murphy, Chief Judge of

the Court of Appeals of Maryland, this twenty-fourth day of August,

1989.

Clerk
Court of Appeals of Maryland

Costs:

Petitioner's brief
Petition filing fee
Filing fee in Court of Special

Appeals
Record extract (Petitioner)
Record extract (Respondent)
Respondent's brief
Appearance fee of Petitioner
Appearance fee of Respondent

TOTAL COSTS

$ 211.20
30.00

50.00
153.60
768.00
105.60
10.00
10.00

$ 1,33 8.4 0
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF MARYL.

No. 8

September Term, 1988

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

V.

STATE OF MARYLAND

Murphy, C.J.
Eldridge
Cole
Rodowsky
McAuliffe
Adkins
Blackwell,

JJ.

Opinion by McAuliffe, J.

Filed: July 25, 1989
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We reverse the murder conviction of this defendant

because the introduction of evidence that he refused to take a

lie detector examination prejudiced his case beyond the point

that an instruction to disregard the testimony reasonably could

be expected to effect a cure.

I.

Stanley and Maria Kosmas were married in 1963 and had

three children. Their marriage was harmonious for a number of

years, but problems developed about the time Maria accepted

employment outside the home. The defendant entertained

suspicions that his wife was keeping company with one of her

employers, and he hired a private detective, Edward Mattson, to

conduct a surveillance. In February of 1985, Mattson, a retired

Baltimore City police sergeant, found the suspected paramour,

Aris Melissaratos, and Maria within a room of the Red Roof Inn

in Anne Arundel County. Mattson called the defendant, who came

to the scene, and there was a direct but nonviolent

confrontation. Thereafter, in April of 1985, the defendant saw

Maria and Melissaratos together in Maria's automobile, and gave

chase. Catching them at a traffic light, the defendant smashed

the window nearest Melissaratos, but caused no injury to him.

On December 20, 1985, Maria's body was found in her

automobile, in the parking lot of an apartment complex
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two-tenths of a mile from the Kosmas home. Death was caused by

ligature strangulation, and was believed to have occurred one to

three days earlier. Maria's actions were accounted for until

about 1:00 a.m. on December 17, when the defendant testified he

spoke briefly with her at the family home. Throughout these

events, and until her death, Maria had continued to reside at

the family home, although she left the marital bed at some

point. These facts are known. But, what was happening from

February to December of 1985 between the defendant and his wife,

and what may have transpired during this period between the

defendant and others, is hotly disputed.

Michael Kosmas, the oldest of the three children,

testified that his father was verbally and physically abusive to

his mother, had at one point held a gun to her head, and had

threatened to kill her if she left the family. Michael also

said his father confided in him that he entered into a contract

with Mattson to have Maria killed. Mattson testified that the

defendant offered him $10,000 to have Maria killed while she was

visiting her parents in Florida in the summer of 1985. Mattson

said he first thought the defendant was joking, and humored him,

Expert testimony offered by the State placed the
probable time of death as December 17. A pathologist testifying
for the defendant believed that death more likely occurred on
December 18 or 19.
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but later believed the defendant was serious when he persisted

in his request after Maria returned from Florida. Mattson

admitted that when he was initially interviewed by the police

following the discovery of Maria's body, he did not tell them of

the "contract" discussions with the defendant, although he

claimed that he had earlier warned Maria and Michael that the

defendant had asked Mattson to kill her.

The defendant, a retired Baltimore County school teacher

who was a co-owner of a restaurant, and who apparently enjoyed

an excellent reputation in his business and home communities,

testified that he had not threatened or abused his wife. He

said he was upset by her transgressions, but wanted only to

preserve his marriage and to keep the family unit intact. He

adamantly denied having approached Mattson about having his wife

killed and denied having told Michael that any such conversation

took place.

Maria had been in the habit of working several nights a

week keeping the books at the restaurant co-owned by her

husband. On December 16, 1985, she relieved her husband at the

restaurant during the early evening, and worked there until it

closed at about midnight. Another restaurant employee drove

Maria to her home, arriving there at about 12:30 or 12:45 a.m.

Maria's automobile, which had been driven from the restaurant by

the defendant, was parked in front of the home when they
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arrived. According to the defendant, Maria came into his

bedroom at about that time, had a brief and unexceptional

conversation with him, and left the room. The two younger

Kosmas children were at home, and Michael arrived with friends

at about 1:30 or 2:00 a.m. Maria was not seen again until

Mattson discovered her body in her automobile on the morning of

December 20.

Mattson was the second witness to testify in what was to

become a five day trial. In testifying to the events

immediately surrounding his discovery of Maria's body, he said

he first learned of her disappearance on December 17, when a

friend of Maria's called; that on the following day, Maria's

sister called him and sought his assistance in looking for

Maria; that he called Melissaratos and the defendant and asked

some questions, but did not do anything more because no one had

retained him; that on December 19, Maria's mother, who had come

to Baltimore from Florida, called and requested Mattson's

services in locating her daughter; and, that on the morning of

December 20, he met with Maria's mother and was retained by her.

Mattson said he then went to the defendant's home, where he

Trial took place in the Circuit Court for Somerset
County, the case having been removed from Baltimore County at
the request of the defendant.
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found the defendant being interviewed by a Baltimore County

detective, whom he knew, and that he sat in on the balance of

the interview. Testimony then proceeded as follows:

MATTSON:.... I sat there and waited until
they were done. Then [Detective] Pfouts
went outside with Michael into his car.

PROSECUTOR: Did you talk with the defendant
at that time?

MATTSON: I sure did.

PROSECUTOR: Had you been present when he
was talking with Detective Pfouts?

MATTSON: I sure was.

PROSECUTOR: Could you hear what he was
saying to Detective Pfouts?

MATTSON: Just the typical police interview,
have you seen your wife, et cetera, et
cetera. Do you have any idea where she
might have been.

PROSECUTOR: And then you talked to the
defendant?

MATTSON: Then I talked to [Kosmas]. I told
him, I said, "Would you take a lie
detector?" He said no.

Defendant's attorneys promptly approached the bench and

requested a mistrial. The prosecutor argued only that "he is

not a police officer. Obviously there are no results, no

evidence of a polygraph being given. It is a question of what

he said and his response." The trial judge denied the motion

and sua sponte instructed the jury as follows:



.ED

' „," \ 39

: ' • . .



- 6 -

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, you
will ignore any remark about a lie detector
test. It has nothing to do with this case,
and you will not consider it any more during
the case and during your deliberations.

Following his conviction of second degree murder, the

defendant appealed, contending among other things that he was

seriously prejudiced by the testimony concerning his refusal to

take a lie detector test, and that his motion for a mistrial

should have been granted. The Court of Special Appeals affirmed

the conviction in an unreported opinion, and we granted

certiorari.

II.

As the State readily concedes, evidence of the

defendant's refusal to submit to a polygraph examination was

inadmissible. In a long line of cases anchored by the often

quoted opinion of the Minnesota Supreme Court in State v.

Kolander, 236 Minn. 209, 52 N.W.2d 458, 465 (1952), it is

universally held that evidence of the defendant's willingness or

unwillingness to submit to a lie detector examination is

inadmissible. Aetna Insurance Company v. Barnett Brothers,

Inc., 289 F.2d 30, 34 (8th Cir. 1961); State v. Sneed, 98 Ariz.

264, 403 P.2d 816, 820-21 (1965); People v. Carter, 48 Cal.2d

737, 312 P.2d 665, 674 (1957); Mills v. People, 139 Colo. 397,

339 P.2d 998, 999-1000 (1959); State v. Chang, 46 Hawaii 22, 374
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P.2d 5, 12 (1962); State v. Green, 254 Iowa 1379, 121 N.W.2d 89,

91-92 (1963); State v. Emory, 190 Kan. 406, 375 P.2d 585, 588

(1962); State v. Mottram, 158 Me. 325, 184 A.2d 225, 229 (1962);

State v. Driver, 38 N.J. 255, 183 A.2d 655, 658-60 (1962);

Commonwealth v. Saunders, 386 Pa. 149, 125 A.2d 442, 445-46

(1956); State v. Britt, 235 S.C. 395, 111 S.E.2d 669, 685

(1959); Schmunk v. State, 714 P.2d 724, 732 (Wyo. 1986); State

v. Fauqht, 546 S.W.2d 515, 516-18 (Mo.App. 1977); State v.

Hegel, 9 Ohio App.2d 12, 222 N.E.2d 666, 668 (1964); Bowen v.

Eyman, 324 F.Supp. 339, 341 (D.C. Ariz. 1970). And see Annot.,

Propriety and Prejudicial Effect of Comment or Evidence as to

Accused's Willingness to take Lie Detector Test, 95 A.L.R.2d 819

(1964) .

In a number of the earlier cases, prosecutors sought to

distinguish the situation in which a defendant refused to submit

to a polygraph examination from that involving witnesses other

than the defendant who had taken or been offered such a test.

The argument advanced was that a defendant's refusal could

properly be treated as evidence of consciousness of guilt, and

did not involve any implication of what the result of a test may

have been. Rejecting that argument, Justice Traynor, writing

for the Supreme Court of California in People v. Carter, supra,

312 P.2d at 674, said:

The suspect may refuse to take the test, not
because he fears that it will reveal
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consciousness of guilt, but because it may
record as a lie what is in fact the truth.
A guilty suspect, on the other hand, may be
willing to hazard the test in the hope that
it will erroneously record innocence,
knowing that even if it does not the results
cannot be used as evidence against him.

See also State v. Green, supra, 121 N.W.2d at 91, and State v.

Kolander, supra, 52 N.W.2d at 465.

The questions we must consider then, deal with the damage

likely to have been caused by the inadmissible evidence, and the

efficacy of the trial judge's prompt instruction to disregard

that evidence. Because we conclude that the damage in the form

of prejudice to the defendant transcended the curative effect of

the instruction, we reverse and remand for a new trial.

Ordinarily, the decision of whether to grant a motion for

a mistrial rests in the discretion of the trial judge. Wilhelm

v. State, 272 Md. 404, 429, 326 A.2d 707 (1974); Lusby v. State,

217 Md. 191, 195, 141 A.2d 893 (1958). In somewhat similar

situations, involving mention of a lie detector test in

connection with a witness other than the defendant, we have

identified factors that should be considered in determining

whether the evidence was so prejudicial that it denied the

defendant a fair trial. In Guesfeird v. State, 300 Md. 653,

659, 480 A.2d 800 (1984), we said:

The factors that have been considered
include: whether the reference to a lie
detector was repeated or whether it was a
single, isolated statement; whether the
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reference was solicited by counsel, or was
an inadvertent and unresponsive statement;
whether the witness making the reference is
the principal witness upon whom the entire
prosecution depends; whether credibility is
a crucial issue; whether a great deal of
other evidence exists; and, whether an
inference as to the result of the test can
be drawn.

As we also pointed out, these factors are not exclusive and do

not themselves comprise the test. The question is whether the

prejudice to the defendant was so substantial that he was

deprived of a fair trial, and the enumerated factors are simply

helpful in the resolution of that question.

Borrowing from Guesfeird those factors that also have

relevance to the inquiry we must make in this case, we first

note that the reference to a lie detector test occurred only

once, and that reference was promptly followed by the judge's

instruction to the jury to disregard that evidence. The State

argues that it is also in its favor that the statement was not

solicited by the prosecutor, but was an inadvertent and

unresponsive statement made by Mattson. Although it makes no

difference in our ultimate determination of prejudice, we do not

necessarily share the State's view that no blame should be

assessed against it for the "blurt-out." We do not suggest that

the prosecutor knew what Mattson's response would be when he

asked if Mattson had spoken to the defendant on that occasion.

It is conceivable that Mattson had not told the police or

t(\Y
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prosecutors about this alleged statement of the defendant when

he was cooperating with them in the investigation or in

preparation for trial. The indications are, however, that

although Mattson was initially reluctant to discuss the matter

with the police because he was apparently being considered as a

suspect, he rather promptly decided to give his full
4

cooperation to the State, while declining to speak to defense

counsel. It seems the more likely possibility that if such a

conversation with the defendant had occurred, Mattson would have

told the police and prosecutors of it. If that fact was known

Some information developed by the police indicated the
deceased's automobile may not have been parked where it was
found as early as December 17, but may have been brought there
at a later time. Other information suggested the body may have
been covered by a blanket for some period of time, but that the
blanket had been removed shortly before Mattson announced he had
found the vehicle. A man who fit Mattson's description and who
was operating a vehicle similar to that owned by Mattson, was
seen moving about the vehicle a day or two before the discovery
of the body. Additionally, the police apparently harbored some
suspicion concerning the fact that Mattson was able to locate
the vehicle within five minutes of beginning his search for it,
and the police were concerned by Mattson's delay in informing
them of the alleged murder-for-hire discussions he had with the
defendant. The evidence indicates that Mattson requested
immunity from the State before he agreed to cooperate.

4
Cooperation of the ubiquitous Mattson included his

agreement with the Baltimore County Police to be fitted with a
"body wire" and to then engage the defendant in conversation.
This was accomplished on December 22 or 23, but apparently
yielded nothing of value to the State.
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to the prosecutor, he should not have posed the question, "and

then you talked to the defendant?"

If we assume that the prosecutor did not know of the

conversation concerning the lie detector, the State is still not

entirely blameless in the matter, for Mattson was the State's

witness, and if a State's witness intentionally injects

inadmissible matter into a trial the State's case may thereby

suffer. Mattson had been a Baltimore City police officer for

fifteen years, attaining the rank of sergeant, and had been a

private detective for an additional three and one-half years.

It seems highly likely that he was aware that evidence

concerning lie detectors was inadmissible, and it requires a

generous nature to assume that his reference to the defendant's

refusal to take a lie detector test was inadvertent. We are at

least skeptical.

More important, however, are the questions of whether

credibility of the defendant was a crucial issue in the case,

and whether the strength of the State's case was otherwise such

that the prejudice resulting from the improper admission of the

evidence may be considered insubstantial. On the first issue,

Ironically, the State had successfully argued a motion
in limine to prevent defense counsel from cross-examining
Mattson on the fact that Mattson had apparently failed a lie
detector examination given in connection with this case.
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it is clear that the defendant's credibility was critical to the

success of his case. Much of the strength of the State's

circumstantial evidence case depended upon the jury believing

that the defendant had repeatedly threatened and abused his

wife, and had attempted to contract for her murder. The

defendant adamantly denied the truth of those allegations.

Informing the jury that the defendant had refused to take a lie

detector test cut to the heart of the defense. As the New

Jersey Supreme Court said in State v. Driver, supra, 183 A.2d at

658:

In [a circumstantial evidence case]
particularly, to tell a jury of laymen at
the very outset of the trial that defendant
refused a number of times to take a lie
detector test was to create a probable aura
of prejudice which would permeate the
proceeding to the very end.

Characterizing such information as possessing a "horrendous

capacity for prejudice against the defendant," the New Jersey

court treated as plain error the opening statement of a

prosecutor which informed the jury of the defendant's refusal to

take a lie detector test, and reversed the conviction even

though there had been no objection by the defendant's attorney.

To the same effect, see State v. Kolander, surpa, 52 N.W.2d at

465, holding that "[w]here a conviction rests so completely on

circumstantial evidence, the erroneous admission of such action
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on the part of defendant might well be enough to tip the scales

against him."

Concerning the effect of the court's instruction to the

jury to disregard this evidence, it is appropriate to recall the

words of the Supreme Court in Bruton v. United States, 391 U.S.

123, 135, 88 S.Ct. 1620, 20 L.Ed.2d 476 (1968) that:

there are some contexts in which the risk
that the jury will not, or cannot, follow
instructions is so great, and the
consequences of failure so vital to the
defendant, that the practical and human
limitations of the jury system cannot be
ignored.

We conclude that this is such a case. The Supreme Court of Iowa

reached a similar conclusion in State v. Green, supra, stating

at 121 N.W.2d 91:

It is true the trial court in the
case at bar cautioned the jury that they
were to pay no attention to what had been
said, nor to the evidence which had been
elicited as to the lie detector test.
However, the difficulty with this situation
is that even in the face of such caution by
the court the poison still remains. It is
akin to the placing of a nail in a board.
The nail can be pulled out, but the hole
made by the nail cannot be removed.

And see Bowen v. Eyman, supra, 324 F.Supp. at 342. Compare,

Stallings v. Commonwealth, 556 S.W.2d 4, 5 (Ky. 1977) (noting by

way of dictum that admonition to jury was sufficient to render

the error harmless).
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We turn to the question of the weight of the other

evidence against the defendant. In order to assess the strength

of the State's case, we have found it necessary to examine

virtually the entire transcript of the trial. There is, of

course, evidence beyond that to which we have earlier referred.

Some of this evidence tends to strengthen the State's case, and

some tends to cast doubt as to what actually may have occurred.

Overall, it is fair to say that if Michael and Mattson are

believed, the State has a strong circumstantial evidence case,

but even then it is not overwhelming. If the defendant is

believed in those areas in which his testimony conflicts with

that of Michael and Mattson, the State's case is very weak.

Again, then, it is apparent that the issue of the defendant's

credibility is a central and crucial factor in this case, and

the State's evidence that does not hinge at least in part upon

the determination of that credibility is hardly of sufficient

strength to permit us to find beyond a reasonable doubt that the

inadmissible evidence did not in any way influence the verdict.

III.

We address a second question raised by the petition

because it is likely to recur. It involves evidence of the

Although virtually all of the evidence presented at
trial was known to the State within days of the discovery of
Maria's body, there was no arrest or indictment in the case for
more than three months.
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conduct and demeanor of the defendant upon being advised by the

police that his wife was dead.

Mattson found Maria's body sometime during the morning of

December 20, and immediately notified the police. After the

police conducted a preliminary investigation at the scene,

Detective Milton Duckworth and Detective Pfouts went to the

defendant's home at 2:20 p.m. to notify him of his wife's death.

Detective Duckworth testified that almost immediately after

being notified, the defendant asked the detectives to "please

come with me," and escorted them to the master bedroom where the

defendant handed Detective Duckworth the handset of a telephone

and said, "please speak to him." Detective Duckworth asked the

defendant who was on the line, and the defendant said, "a friend

of mine." Detective Duckworth then spoke to the person on the

line, who identified himself as Peter Angelos. Peter Angelos is

an attorney who represented the defendant at the time, and was

one of several attorneys representing him at trial.

In a hearing held out of the presence of the jury,

defense counsel sought to exclude any testimony relating to what

the defendant said or did upon being notified of the death of

his wife. The prosecutor made it clear that he did not want to

introduce any evidence of the substantive conversation between

Detective Duckworth and Mr. Angelos, or the fact that the
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attorney had instructed his client not to answer any questions.

The prosecutor argued that:

We want the defendant's conduct that we
think is unusual. It is a circumstantial
case. It is a circumstance that I think is
important. Anybody would say that that is
an important circumstance.

The prosecutor had a valid point. An unemotional,

business-as-usual response by the defendant to news of his

wife's death would be unusual, and would support an inference

that the defendant already knew his wife was dead, which in turn

would support an inference that the defendant had something to

do with her death. The difficulty here, however, is that

defense counsel proffered to show, through the testimony of Mr.

Angelos if necessary, that the police were not the first to

notify the defendant of his wife's death -- that in fact Maria's

parents were notified and then called the defendant to accuse

him of murdering her -- and that it was this call that prompted

the defendant to place the call to Mr. Angelos which was in

progress when the police came to the defendant's door. The

importance of that proffer is that if it were true, the reason

for the admissibility of the evidence of the defendant's conduct

disappeared, because the conduct was no longer relevant.

Implicit in the original argument of the State in favor of

admissibility is the preliminary fact that the police

notification was the first notification the defendant received.
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If it was not, his lack of instant response was unremarkable,

and we are left only with the fact that a man accused of murder

had called his attorney. The trial judge took the position that

if the facts were as proffered by the defense, Mr. Angelos could

so testify in the presence of the jury, and if his testimony

were believed the inference would then be dissipated. In this,

we believe, the trial judge chose the wrong course.

We are dealing here with a case of conditional relevance.

The fact of the defendant's response may be relevant, but only

if the defendant had not previously been notified of his wife's

death. The State was the party offering the testimony. In

order to show that the conduct of the defendant was relevant, it

was incumbent upon the State to show that the notification of

the defendant by Detectives Duckworth and Pfouts was the first

notice that the defendant had received of the death of his wife.

Given the circumstances, and in the absence of evidence to the

contrary, perhaps one could reasonably assume the existence of

the preliminary fact in question, i.e., that the police

notification was indeed the first notice. However, as soon as

there was evidence to the contrary, it was incumbent upon the

trial judge to determine whether there was any true controversy

surrounding the preliminary fact. See L. McLain, Maryland

Evidence, § 104.2 (1987). If indeed there was such a

controversy -- if the State denied that Maria's parents had
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called and accused the defendant before the police arrived --

then the trial judge might have proceeded as he did, and allowed

the jury to resolve the factual controversy. The procedure to

be followed is outlined in McCormick on Evidence § 53, at 137

(E. Cleary 3d ed. 1984):

The judge requires the proponent to bring
forward evidence from which the jury could
find the existence of the preliminary fact.
The opposing party may then bring in
disputing evidence. If on all the evidence
the judge determines that the jury could not
find the existence of the preliminary fact,
he excludes the evidence. Otherwise, the
question is for the jury.

See also J. Weinstein and M. Berger, Weinstein's Evidence

§ 104(09) (1988), stating that "[t]he judge must determine that

a reasonable jury could make the requisite factual determination

based on the evidence before it."

Here, there is no evidence of a controversy. Mr.

Angelos, as an officer of the court, proffered the following

information to the court:

The police told the parents she had
been found murdered. The police then told
the parents that they were going to pay a
visit to Mr. Kosmas. The parents, after the
police had left, called Mr. Kosmas and said
to him -- mind you now, the police have not
called the husband or told him anything. He
doesn't know anything.

The parents have been told by the
Baltimore County Police, as I just stated,
that the decedent was found in the vehicle
murdered.

The parents then called Kosmas as the
police are on the way over and accused him
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of having killed his wife. They had gotten
this from the police and the police were
coming to get him.

He then picks up the phone and calls
me. I am prepared to testify to this, if
the Court sees fit. He calls me and advises
me of what has occurred.

I tell him at that point in time
under no circumstances, you are not to make
any statements to anyone.

The prosecutor did not suggest that he had any evidence to the

contrary. In that case, the assumption that might ordinarily be

indulged as to the existence of the predicate fact that

supported the admission of the evidence was no longer available.

It simply was not reasonable to assume that the police were

making the first notification when the unchallenged proffer of

Mr. Angelos was directly to the contrary.

The danger of prejudice to the defendant was real. Not

only would the unfavorable inference be permitted to repose in

the minds of the jury until the defense could reach its case and

show that matters were not as they might have first appeared,

but one of the defense attorneys might unnecessarily have been

placed in the awkward and difficult position of testifying
7

before the jury, and he might have been required to explain his

advice to the defendant regarding silence in order to explain

See Rule 3.7, The Maryland Lawyers' Rules of
Professional Conduct.
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the otherwise seemingly stoic and somewhat strange and

uncommunicative conduct of the defendant. This dangerous

ground, which may have to be trod if there is a genuine dispute

as to when the notification was made, may be entirely avoided if

there is no real dispute of fact. On retrial, if the question

is again raised, the trial judge should accept the proffer or

testimony of Mr. Angelos, and then call upon the prosecutor to

proffer evidence to the contrary. If there is none, the

evidence of the defendant's conduct and his call to Mr. Angelos

should not be admitted.

JUDGMENT OF THE COURT OF SPECIAL

APPEALS REVERSED; CASE REMANDED TO

THAT COURT WITH INSTRUCTIONS TO

REVERSE THE JUDGMENT OF THE CIRCUIT

COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY AND TO

REMAND THE CASE TO THAT COURT FOR A

NEW TRIAL; COSTS IN THIS COURT AND

IN THE COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS TO

BE PAID BY BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND,

fa
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STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

Petitioner

v.

STATE OF MARYLAND

Respondent

IN THE

COURT OF APPEALS

OF MARYLAND

September Term, 1987

. £JI
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Stanley Michael Kosmas, Petitioner, by Russell J. White

and White and Karceski and Clarence W. Sharp, his attorneys,

petitions this Honorable Court to issue a Writ of Certiorari

to the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland to review that

Court's decision in Stanley Michael Kosmas v. State of Maryland,

September Term, 19 87, No. 425 (Unreported Per Curiam opinion

filed on December 14, 1987). The Mandate of the Court of

Special Appeals was issued on January 13, 1988. A copy of the

opinion of the Court of Special Appeals is attached hereto,

marked "Exhibit 1".

Questions Presented

1. Did the Court of Special Appeals err in holding that

the trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying Peti-

tioner's Motion for a mistrial following the unsolicited refer-

ence by the private investigator to Petitioner's refusal to take

a lie detector test suggested by the witness immediately

following the initial police interview?

•flt
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2. Did the Court of Special Appeals err in holding that

the trial court properly permitted the introduction of evi-

dence of Petitioner's contact with his attorney prior to being

advised of his wife's death by the police?

Statement of Facts

Petitioner was convicted of the second degree murder of

his wife, Maria Kosmas, in a jury trial in the Circuit Court

for Somerset County and sentenced to imprisonment for twenty-

six (26) years (the case having beem removed from the Circuit

Court for Baltimore County).

Proof of the corpus delecti was established through evi-

dence that the body of Maria Kosmas was discovered lying in

the back seat of her 1973 Cadillac at 11:10 a.m. on Friday,

December 20, 1985. The car was parked in the parking lot of

an apartment complex a short distance (.2 mile) from the Kosmas

home. Death resulted from ligature strangulation.

The evidence produced by the State to attempt to prove

Petitioner's criminal agency was totally circumstantial in

nature.

The victim was last seen in the early morning hours of

Tuesday, December 17, 1985. After leaving her job at Westing-

house on Monday afternoon, she worked at Petitioner's restaur-

ant until around midnight when she was driven home by an
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employee at the restaurant, who said she was going to work on

the payroll and do the laundry. Petitioner drove home in the

Cadillac from the restaurant around 8 p.m. and said that when

his wife came home she awakened him to ask for money and when

he said she would have to wait until morning, she left the

bedroom.

Michael Kosmas, the 18 year old son of Petitioner and the

victim, testified that after Petitioner learned of his mother's

affair in February, 1985 Petitioner began to physically abuse

his mother and told him he once held a gun on her. He also

said in June, 1985 Petitioner told him he was hiring someone

to kill her and tried to give Michael the key to a safe deposit

box so that Michael could pay the $10,000 if Petitioner could

not. He said his mother told him she was going to leave the

home after the Christmas holidays.

Michael stated that he went to a concert on Monday evening

arriving home with some friends around 1:30 or 2:00 a.m.

Petitioner met him at the door and finally agreed that Michael's

friend could spend the night in the basement after Petitioner

had cleaned it up. Michael did not see his mother on Tuesday

or Wednesday (when he called Westinghouse) and after Petitioner

told him he didn't know where she was Michael contacted the

police.



The body was discovered by Edward Mattson, a private

investigator who had been employed by Petitioner in January,

1985 to investigate his wife's suspected adultery. Mattson

had established that the victim was then involved in an

extra-marital affair with a friend of the family, Aris

Melissaratos. In June, 1985 Mattson testified that Petitioner

had offered to pay him to kill his wife in Florida, but Mattson

said he did not know anyone who could help him. Mattson was

contacted by a friend of the victim on December 17, 1985 who

told him she was missing and on December 19, 1985 he was hired

by the victim's mother to locate her. On December 20, 1985

Mattson went to the victim's home where the police were inter-

viewing Petitioner. Mattson said he would search the neighbor-

hood, found the Cadillac in the parking lot with the body, and

immediately reported this to the police at Petitioner's home.

Other witnesses testified to the victim's statement that

she was going to leave the home in January, to evidence of

physical abuse and threats and to a confrontation between

Petitioner, his wife and her paramour in February and April,

1985. One State's witness testified that the '73 Cadillac was

parked in the apartment lot from Tuesday morning until the

body was found on Friday. No physical evidence (fingerprints,

grass particles, blood or hair) was traceable to Petitioner.



Numerous witnesses called by Petitioner gave conflicting

testimony on the time the Cadillac was parked in the apart-

ment lot (some stating they noticed the car there on a regular

basis during the month before the body was found). Other wit-

nesses testified that they were unaware of marital problems

between Petitioner and his wife, and that they observed no

bruises or other evidence of physical abuse on Mrs. Kosmas.

Petitioner testified that he had nothing to do with his wife's

death and denied any beatings, threats or the offer to Mattson

to have her killed.

Argument

I.

THE COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS ERRED IN HOLDING THAT
THE TRIAL COURT DID NOT ABUSE ITS DISCRETION IN
DENYING PETITIONER'S MOTION FOR A MISTRIAL FOLLOW-
ING THE UNSOLICTED REFERENCE BY THE PRIVATE INVESTI-
GATOR TO PETITIONER'S REFUSAL TO TAKE A LIE DETECTOR
TEST SUGGESTED BY THE WITNESS (THE INVESTIGATOR)
IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING THE INITIAL POLICE INTERVIEW.

This issue is presented and dealt with as Argument V in

the Court of Special Appeals (Slip Opinion pp. 12-15).

The reference to Petitioner's refusal to take a lie

detector test came through the testimony of Edward Mattson,

a private investigator who was at that time employed by the

victim's mother to locate her. Mattson had previously been

employed by Petitioner in January, 1985 to investigate the

suspected extra-marital affair of Mrs. Kosmas. Mattson dis-

covered that Mrs. Kosmas was having an affair with one
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Aris Melissaratos, and he was present when Petitioner con-

fronted his wife at the motel and he later testified that in

June of 1985 Petitioner offered him money to arrange to kill

Mrs. Kosmas, who was then visiting in Florida, and Mattson

indicated that he knew of no one who could help Petitioner.

Mattson had in fact sought immunity from the police because

of his alleged knowledge of the attempted contract murder

before testifying in this case.

Mattson learned that the victim was missing on Tuesday,

December 17th, and on December 19th he was employed by the

victim's mother to find her. On December 20th Mattson went

to Petitioner's home at the time a police officer was inter-

viewing Petitioner and he remained after the interview had

concluded. At that time he talked privately to Petitioner

and asked him if he would take a lie detector, to which

Mattson said that Petitioner indicated he would not. Mattson

then volunteered to the police that he would search the neigh-

borhood, drove around into the apartment complex where he

found the Cadillac automobile and observed the victim's body

in the back seat, upon which he returned to Petitioner's home

where he notified the police.

An excerpt of the pertinent parts of Mattson's testimony

with respect to his conversation with Petitioner, the refusal

to take the lie detector test, and the trial court's curative

instruction to the jury after the denial of the Motion for
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mistrial appears in the Slip Opinion of the Court of

Special Appeals at pp. 12-13.

As recognized by this Court in Guesfierd v. State, 300

Md. 653 (1984) there is no longer any dispute that evidence

of a lie detector test, including the results of the test as

well as the fact of taking the test, is not admissible.

Where there is an inadvertant reference to the taking of a

lie detector test, the court's must look to the facts and cir-

cumstances of the introduction of such evidence to determine

if such reference to the lie detector test was substantially

prejudicial to the defendant and therefore denied him a fair

trial. In Guesfierd, this Court set out various factors

which have been considered in determining whether or not such

prejudice exists, but no single factor is determinative of

the question, rather they serve as aids in evaluating whether

the defendant suffered substantial prejudice through reference

to the lie detector test. Id. 659.

In Guesfierd, this Court held that the inadvertant and

unsolicited reference by the principal complaining witness

to her taking a lie detector test created substantial preju-

dice to the defendant and constituted reversible error where

the trial court denied the Motion for mistrial and issued a

curative instruction to the jury. In that case the credibil-

ity of the complaining witness was a crucial issue for the

jury and this Court found that the jury might well have made
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the unavoidable inference that if the complaining witness

had in fact taken the test and the State then presented her

testimony, she must have passed the test and was therefore

being truthful in her testimony in court. Id. 666-667.

Petitioner agrees that this case differs quite markedly

from Guesfierd but for a different reason than the Court of

Appeals concluded at pp. 14-15 of the Opinion. There the

Court of Special Appeals simply stated that "Mattson was one

of several State's witnesses, his statement was not solicited

by the State and did not bolster the witness's own credibility,

The Court promptly instructed the jury to ignore the reference,

Under these circumstances, we hold that the court did not

abuse its discretion in denying a Motion for mistrial."

Petitioner asserts that this case differs from Guesfierd in

that we are here dealing with the refusal to take a lie detec-

tor test communicated by a private investigator whose credi-

bility was directly at issue, vis-a-vis the Petitioner. In

addition, there can be no inference of truthfulness or lack

of truthfulness for the test was never administered. The

unavoidable inference here that the jury might well draw is

that if Petitioner were innocent he would readily have agreed

to take the test when the suggestion was made by the very

private investigator he had previously engaged to investigate

his wife's activities.
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None of the Maryland cases dealing with the admissibility

of the results or the fact of taking a lie detector test

involve the refusal to take a test and the inferences that

may be drawn therefrom. As stated in State v. Driver, 3 8 N.J.

255, 183 A.2d 655 (1962): "The average juror, unaware of the

present scientific uncertainty of lie detector tests might

very well be even more affected by proof of the defendant's

refusal to take the test than by the evidence of results ad-

verse to him coupled with proof of its scientific imperfec-

tion."

The fact of Mattson's credibility may not have been affected

directly by his reference to Petitioner's refusal to take the

lie detector test. He was, however, one of the principal wit-

nesses against Petitioner, his assertions were in pertinent

part directly contradicted by Petitioner's testimony, and cer-

tainly Petitioner's credibility was directly and substantially

affected by this disclosure.

Finally, the fact that the trial court took immediate

action by way of curative instruction does not alleviate the

prejudice to Petitioner. Whether or not a curative instruc-

tion is given is not even listed as one of the factors listed

in Guesfierd (300 Md. at 659). Guesfierd in fact held that

the curative instruction there might serve to emphasize the

prejudice, but in any event the harm created by reference to

the lie detector test was so great that it could not be
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removed by an instruction. Id. at 666.

Petitioner suggests that this Court should issue a Writ of

Certiorari to consider the question, not raised in previous cases,

of whether the defendant in a criminal case is not substantially

prejudiced by the witness's inadvertant reference to the refusal

of the defendant to take a lie detector test. Petitioner further

suggests that the Court of Special Appeals erred in concluding that

the trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying the Motion

for mistrial under these circumstances.

II.

THE COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS ERRED IN HOLDING THAT THE
TRIAL COURT PROPERLY PERMITTED THE INTRODUCTION OF
EVIDENCE OF PETITIONER'S CONTACT WITH HIS ATTORNEY PRIOR
TO BEING ADVISED OF HIS WIFE'S DEATH BY THE POLICE.

This issue is presented and dealt with as Argument VI in

the Court of Special Appeals (Slip Opinion, pp.15-16).

After the victim's body was discovered, the police

proceeded to Petitioner's home to notify him of his wife's

death. When the police officer arrived at Petitioner's home and

told him of his wife's death, the Petitioner paused, made certain

gestures and then requested the police officer to follow him to

the bedroom where he handed him a telephone receiver and asked

the police officer to speak to "a friend". The police officer

then spoke with Petitioner's attorney, Peter Angelos, who was

on the line at that time.

Counsel for Petitioner had previously objected to this

line of questioning and the trial court permitted the police
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officer to testify to the facts as related above, but to go

no further with respect to the content of his telephone conver-

sation with Angelos. The Court of Special Appeals held that

the admission of this testimony did not constitute reversible

error, grounding its decision solely on the conclusion that the

admission of this testimony did not violate Petitioner's right

to remain silent, nor his right to counsel. While this aspect of

the issue was raised by Petitioner in Brief, his principle

contention there was that this testimony served as evidence of

Petitioner's admission of guilt and as such his constitutional

rights to a fair trial were violated.

Counsel for Petitioner had proffered in argument on the

objection, that Angelos would testify that the police had advised

the victim's parents of her death before they notified Petitioner.

The parents had then called Petitioner and accused him of her

murder and Petitioner had then called Angelos. The trial court

refused to admit this testimony.

This state of the testimony made it appear that Petitioner

had contacted his attorney before he was notified of his wife's

death and well before he was a suspect or was arrested. This could

do nothing more than to create the unavoidable inference of his

guilt in the minds of the jury. It has been recognized that

most lay people regard the assertion of the Fifth Amendment

privilege as a "badge of guilt", Walker v. United States, 404

F. 2d 900 (5th Cir. 1968). The same thinking would apply to
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the constitutional guarantee of the right to counsel for

the jury, comprised of lay people, might well feel that an

innocent person would be more than willing to tell all he

knew and would not need the services of an attorney, particu-

larly when such contact had been established before the defen-

dant had been arrested or even apprised of the death of his

wife.

It has been held that the defendant had been denied a

fair trial when the court permitted the admission of evidence

of the defendant's actions when a co-participant accused him

of crimes in his presence, such evidence being regarded as an

admission of a fact vital to the proof of the offense charged.

United States Ex. Re. Smith v. Brierly, 384 F.2d 992 (CA3 Pa.

1967), 87 A.L.R. 3d 706, 751 (1975).

In this case the Court of Special Appeals erred in ground-

ing its decision solely on the conclusion that Petitioner's

constitutional right to remain silent and his right to counsel

had not yet attached inasmuch as there had been no arrest,

much less an indictment or any other adversary criminal pro-

ceedings. Furthermore, the Court of Special Appeals regarded

the testimony as solely a description of Petitioner's "unusual

response to supposedly tragic news" (Slip Opinion p. 16) and

this reaction was more probative than prejudicial. Factually,

the testimony was more than just a description of Petitioner's

response, but was rather an offering by the State of an
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admission of guilt which was, in these circumstances, with-

out any appreciable probative value but was of significant

and substantial prejudice to Petitioner. The admission of

this testimony constituted the denial of Petitioner's con-

stitutional right to a fair trial.

Conclusion

For the reasons stated herein, Petitioner prays that a

Writ of Certiorari be issued to review the decision of the

Court of Special Appeals in this case, such review having

been shown to be both desirable and in the public interest.

Respectfully submitted,

WHITE & KARCESKI

")
i
RUSSELL Jj
Suite lllo, Hampton Plaza
300 E. Joppa Road
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325

CLARENCE W. ^
213 Main Street
Annapolis, Maryland 21401
(301) 269-5300

Attorneys for Petitioner
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I hereby certify that on this ĝ fc -~ day of January,
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was mailed, regular mail, to Richard B. Rosenblatt, Esq.,

Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Appeals Division, 7 N.

Calvert Street, Fourth Floor, Baltimore, Maryland 21202.
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Stanley Kosmas, the appellant, was found guilty by a

jury of the second degree murder of his wife, Maria Elaine

Kosmas. He was sentenced to 26 years in prison by the

Circuit Court for Somerset County (Simpkins, J.). Mr.

Kosmas has appealed from that judgment.

The dead body of Maria Kosmas was discovered in the

back seat of the family's 1973 Cadillac at 11:10 a.m. on

Friday, December 20, 1985. The car was located in the

parking lot of an apartment complex in the Rosedale section

of eastern Baltimore County, approximately two tenths of a

mile from the Kosmas residence. Mrs. Kosmas' death

resulted from strangulation by means of a ligature applied

to her neck.

Mrs. Kosmas was last seen alive in the early morning

hours of Tuesday, December 17, 1985. She had worked the

previous evening at the restaurant owned by the appellant

and his partner. She had arrived at the restaurant at about

The appellant was indicted by the Grand Jury of
Baltimore County on March 27, 1986. Alternatively charged
in that indictment with non-capital first degree murder,
second degree murder and manslaughter, he sought removal of
his trial on those charges from the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County pursuant to Rule 4-254(b)(2). After a
hearing on September 25, 1986, Judge Frank E. Cicone ordered
that the case be transferred to the Circuit Court for
Somerset County for trial.
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6:30 p.m. Sometime prior to 8:00 p.m., appellant left the

restaurant for home in the Cadillac which Mrs. Kosmas had

driven to the restaurant. After the restaurant closed at

midnight, Mrs. Kosmas was driven home by Ms. Edna

Carrick, one of the restaurant's employees. When they

arrived at the Kosmas residence at approximately 12:45 a.m.,

Mrs. Kosmas got out of Ms. Carrick's car and walked over to

her Cadillac, which was parked in front of her home. As Ms.

Kosmas opened the driver's door of her car, she waved to Ms.

Carrick, indicating that Ms. Carrick should go on her way.

Appellant testified at trial that his wife awakened him

"sometime after midnight" that evening to ask for money. He

stated that when he replied that she would have to wait

until morning, she left their bedroom.

The 17 year old son of the couple, Michael, arrived

home at approximately 1:15 a.m., on December 17. He was met

at the door by the appellant. There was no indication that

Mrs. Kosmas was present. When his mother had not appeared

by Wednesday, December 18, Michael reported to the police

that she was missing.

Mr. and Mrs. Kosmas had experienced marital

difficulties for a year prior to her death. In January,

1985, Mr. Kosmas had hired a private detective, Edward

Mattson, to investigate his suspicion that his wife was

committing adultery. In February, 1985, through Mr.
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Mattson's efforts, appellant discovered that his wife was

engaged in an extra-marital affair with Aris Melissaratos, a

friend of the family. Additional facts will be supplied in

our discussion of the questions appellant presents for our

review. Appellant asks:

1. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error by admitting into
evidence an automatic handgun?

2. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error by permitting
a lay witness to render an opinion?

3. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error by admitting
hearsay statements?

4. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error by permitting the
State to impeach their [sic] own
witness?

5. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error in denying
Appellant's Motion for Mistrial?

6. Did the trial court commit
prejudicial error when it permitted
testimony of Appellant's actions
upon notification of victim's
death?

1. Handgun

Appellant contends the court committed reversible error

by admitting into evidence an automatic handgun that a

witness, Paula Nyitrai, testified had been given her by

Maria Kosmas. He asserts that the handgun was irrelevant

and that its admission unfairly prejudiced his defense. We

disagree.
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It was undisputed at trial that appellant had found his

wife in compromising situations with Mr. Melissaratos on

three different occasions. As a consequence, their marital

relationship deteriorated and Mrs. Kosmas contacted an

attorney concerning a divorce. The appellant had made

statements to family members that he would not allow his

wife to "break up my family." There was testimony that the

appellant physically abused his wife; Michael Kosmas told of

an episode in which the appellant admitted that he held a

handgun to his wife's head for an hour. Appellant denied

that the incident occurred, but he did, on later

cross-examination, admit ownership of the handgun which his

wife had delivered to Ms. Nyitrai. Paula Nyitrai testified

that Mrs. Kosmas brought the handgun to her house along with

the personal items which she wanted to protect and asked

Nyitrai to keep them. The handgun was introduced at this

point.

There was conflicting testimony on the issue of whether

or not appellant had been abusive and threatened his wife in

the course of their marital discord. Evidence of

appellant's ownership of a handgun and his wife's desire to

remove it from their home was relevant to the State's

assertion that appellant had abused his wife. Under these

circumstances, the issue of whether the prejudice to the

defendant from the admission of this real evidence
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outweighed its relevance was committed to the sound

discretion of the trial judge. McDonald v. State, 61 Md.

App. 461, 473 (1985). We hold that the court did not abuse

that discretion.

2. Lay Witness Opinion

Michelle Blackwell worked in close daily contact at

Westinghouse Electric Corporation with the victim. She was

called as a witness by the State to relate the victim's work

habits. Appellant contends that the court improperly

allowed Ms. Blackwell to express her opinion that it was

"unusual" that Mrs. Kosmas did not call in to work to

explain her absence on Tuesday, December 17, 1985.

Appellant incorrectly characterizes this statement; rather

than lay opinion, this is evidence "as to a person's

habitual response to a repeated specific situation." As

such, its admission is within the broad discretion of the

trial court. Barnes v. State, 57 Md. App. 50, 60 (1984). A

witness may testify as to the habits of others if there is a

sufficient basis for that knowledge. Ms. Blackwell and Mrs.

Kosmas held the same position at Westinghouse. They worked

in close proximity for almost a year. There was an adequate

basis of knowledge for Ms. Blackwell's testimony that it was

unusual behavior for Mrs. Kosmas not to call in when she was

absent from work. The court did not abuse its discretion in

allowing this testimony.
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3. Hearsay

Appellant contends the trial court erred in admitting

three hearsay statements. We hold that each of the

statements were properly admitted under a recognized

exception to the hearsay rule. We will address the

challenged statements separately in explaining our decision.

On Monday night, December 16, 1985, Edna Carrick drove

the victim home from appellant's restaurant, arriving at

approximately 12:45 a.m. Ms. Carrick testified that Mrs.

Kosmas had remarked that she had to "finish up some paper

work, finish up the laundry" before she went to bed and then

would "start all over again tomorrow morning." Mrs. Kosmas

then walked over to the family car, opened the door and

waved for Ms. Carrick to leave. This hearsay was properly

admitted as a declaration by Mrs. Kosmas as to her state of

mind in the early morning hours of December 17 with regard

to what she intended to do before going to work later that

morning. Maryland Paper Prods. Co. v. Judson, 215 Md. 577,

590-91 (1958); McLain, Maryland Evidence, § 803(3).1. In

Judson, the Court of Appeals held that reversible error was

committed when the trial court refused to allow the

decedent's wife, who was claiming death benefits under the

worker's compensation law, to testify that on the morning of

the fatal accident decedent had stated that he must go to

work despite the weather because he had to pick up a gear
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wheel on the way. The evidence was admissible on the issue

of whether decedent was acting within the course of his

employment when he was killed on his way to work. The Court

quoted with approval the explanation for this hearsay

exception found in VI. Wigmore, Evidence, § 1725 (1939 ed.):

It has already been seen that the * * *
existence of a design or plan to do a
specific act is relevant to show that
the act was probably done as planned.
The design or plan, being thus in its
turn a fact to be proved, may be
evidenced circumstantially by the
person's conduct * * *. But, as a
condition of mind, the plan or design
may also, it is clear, be evidence under
the present Exception by the person's
own statements as to its existence. The
only limitations as to the use of such
statements (assuming the fact of the
design to be relevant) are those
suggested by the general principle of
this Exception, namely the statements
must be of a present existing state of
mind, and must appear to have been made
in a natural manner and not under
circumstances of suspicion.

In the case sub judice, the plans which Mrs. Kosmas had

when leaving Ms. Carrick were relevant to rebut appellant's

suggestion that his wife met her death while on a romantic

adventure with one of the men that she was seeing. The

element of reliability is also present since nothing

suggests that this passing remark to an acquaintance was

made in an unnatural manner or under suspicious

circumstances.



FILED

•



^

Next, the appellant assails the admission of testimony

by Detective Duckworth that Edward Mattson had stated that

appellant had offered him a contract to kill the victim.

Although the statement is hearsay within hearsay, it was

properly admitted under the hearsay exception for prior

consistent statements.

Initially, it must be noted that the information

conveyed by this hearsay was already before the court

through Mattson's testimony. Mattson testified that

appellant had hired him in January, 1985, to follow Mrs.

Kosmas. While doing so, Mattson observed her entering a

motel room occupied by Aris Melissaratos. Mattson called

Kosmas and accompanied him to the motel to confront the

pair. Mattson further testified to statements made to him

by appellant regarding his wish to have his wife and her

lover "out of the way." Mattson also alleged that appellant

telephoned him in June, 1985, to set up a meeting where he

asked Mattson to arrange for his wife to be killed while

visiting her parents in Florida. On cross-examination,

appellant's attorney had attempted to impeach Mattson.

After that cross-examination, the State introduced Mattson1s

statement through Detective Duckworth in an effort to

rehabilitate Mattson's credibility.

The prior consistent hearsay statement was admissible

for that purpose. As we have explained:



-

[W]here the credibility of a witness has
been impeached in such a way as to
indicate that his present testimony may
be a fabrication, prior consistent
statements are admissible for
rehabilitative purposes if they would
tend to show that such consistency was
present prior to the time of probable
fabrication. Finke v. State, 56 Md. App.
450 (1983); Boone v. State, 33 Md. App.
1, 6, 363 A.2d 550 cert denied, 279 Md.
681 (1976); Coleman v. State, 49 Md.
App. 210, 230, 431 A.2d 696 (1981).

The third hearsay statement was introduced during the

testimony of Paula Nyitrai who was identified as a close

friend and neighbor of Mrs. Kosmas. Ms. Nyitrai recited

incidents where Mrs. Kosmas had packed family photographs,

jewelry, family antiques and other personal items and

brought them to Ms. Nyitrai's house for safekeeping. Her

stated purpose for doing so, according to Nyitrai, was that

she intended to leave her husband on January 2, 1986.

Although this statement attributed to the deceased is

hearsay, it also falls under the exception for statements of

state of mind. In this case, it is used to show that the

victim actively planned to terminate her marriage to the

appellant. The record does not reflect the date on which

these statements were made by Maria Kosmas, and there is no

indication that they were contemporaneous with her

disappearance. Therefore, unlike the state of mind

statement introduced through Ms. Carrick, this hearsay was

subject to a challenge based on its possible remoteness from
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the critical period for assessing the declarant's state of

mind, to wit, the time of the homicide.

This Court addressed the effect of remoteness in time

on the admissibility of hearsay under the state of mind

exception in Robinson v. State, 66 Md. App. 246 (1986).

There we upheld the trial court's refusal to admit a

statement made by the appellant some 30 days prior to

shooting her paramour. In Robinson, a gun shop owner would

have testified that at the time of applying for the purchase

of a gun, Robinson stated that she needed it for protection.

Although we observed that "the state of mind on August 4th

would not be particularly relevant to a shooting on

September 3rd," Robinson v. State, 66 Md. at 239, we held

that where there was room for doubt, the matter fell within

that broad discretionary range where the trial court could

have ruled either way and been affirmed in either event.

The admission of the statement sub judice, falls into the

same broad discretionary range. Michael Kosmas testified

that his mother planned to move out of the family home on

January 2, 1986. Appellant testified that he had given

$5,000 to his wife to retain an attorney for a divorce.

There was evidence that appellant had received a letter from

Mrs. Kosmas' attorney, and that he had spoken to an attorney

concerning the divorce. Furthermore, the appellant

testified that the victim had repeatedly asked him for "a
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quiet divorce." In view of all the evidence that the

appellant was aware of the victim's intention to terminate

their marriage, we hold that the trial court did not abuse

its direction in admitting this hearsay.

IV. Request for Immunity

The trial court permitted the State on direct

examination to question Edward Mattson concerning his

request for immunity from prosecution before he was willing

to give a complete statement to the police about the

homicide. Appellant argues that this inquiry improperly

allowed the State to impeach its own witness. While we

agree that this tactic of the prosecution was designed to

anticipate and blunt a sharp attack by appellant upon

Mattson's credibility as an immunized witness, we believe

there was no abuse of the trial court's discretion in

permitting it. We see no difference between what occurred

here and permitting the prosecution to examine a state's

witness as to prior convictions affecting the witness's

credibility. In approving the latter practice we have

observed:

The trial tactic employed by the
prosecuting attorney was undoubtedly
annoying to defense counsel because, as
appellate counsel says, "the information
would have been, or in fact was,
elicited by defense counsel on
cross-examination." "Trial courts have,
and may exercise, the widest discretion
in the conduct of a trial, and that
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discretion may not be disturbed unless
it is clearly abused." Tobias v. State,
37 Md. App. 605, 616 (1977). We see no
abuse of the trial judge's discretion in
permitting the prosecuting attorney to
conduct his examination of the state's
witnesses in the manner he employed.

Chadderton v. State, 54 Md. App. 86, 95, cert, granted, 296

Md. 172 (1983), cert, dismissed, 298 Md. App. 421 (1984).

We have also held that a trial judge erred in precluding the

defendant from disclosing prior convictions on direct

examination. Howard v. State, 66 Md. App. 273 (1986),

cert, denied, 306 Md. 288 (1987). See also, Whitehead v.

State, 54 Md. App. 428, cert, denied, 296 Md. 655 (1983).

V. Mistrial

Mattson, while testifying to his participation in the

events of Friday, December 20, 1985, volunteered that before

the body of Maria Kosmas was discovered, he had asked

appellant if he would take a lie detector test. The

following exchange took place:

A. I left there and I went to
Garvey Road where Steve
[appellant] was, at his home,
where I thought he would be.
When I got there the county
police were there, Officer
Donald Pfouts from the Spousal
Abuse Unit.

I went in and asked Donald if
it was okay if I stayed. He
said it was. He was
interrogating or interviewing
Steve. He was interviewing
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Steve about what happened.

I sat there and waited until
they were done. Then Donald
Pfouts went outside with
Michael into his car.

Q Did you talk with the
defendant at that time?

A I sure did.

Q Had you been present when he
was talking with Detective
Pfouts?

A I sure was.

Q Could you hear what he was
saying to Detective Pfouts?

A Just the typical police
interview, have you seen your
wife, et cetera, et cetera.
Do you have any idea where she
might have been.

Q And then you talked to the
defendant?

A Then I talked to Steve. I
told him, I said, "Would you
take a lie detector?" He said
no.

Upon this disclosure, appellant immediately moved for a

mistrial. The court denied the motion but instructed the

jury:

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, you
will ignore any remark about a lie
detector test. It has nothing to do
with this case, and you will not
consider it any more during the case and
during your deliberations.
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Appellant argues that the court committed reversible error

in denying his motion.

Since Mattson's reference to the lie detector test was

clearly inadmissible, the question before us is whether the

appellant was so prejudiced that the motion for mistrial

should have been granted. As the Court of Appeals has

instructed:

The issue is the prejudicial character
of the statement. "A reference to a lie
detector test in a criminal trial is not
ground for reversal if the result of the
test cannot be inferred from the
circumstances or if the reference is not
prejudicial to the defendant." State v.
Edwards, 412 A.2d 983, 985 (1980).
Indeed, there have been cases in
Maryland in which references to lie
detector tests were held not to be so
prejudicial as to warrant reversal.
See Poole, 295 Md. at 182-84, 453 A.2d
at 1227; Lusby, 217 Md. at 195, 141 A.2d
at 895.

Guesfeird v. State, 300 Md. 653, 659 (1984).

In Guesfeird, the complaining witness's testimony was

uncorroborated and directly conflicted with that of the

defendant and all other witnesses. Her credibility was a

crucial issue. The Court held that the witness's reference

to taking a polygraph test left the impression she had

passed it and was prejudicial to defendant.

The factual situation before us is quite different from

that in Guesfeird. Mattson was one of several State's

witnesses, his statement was not solicited by the State and
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did not bolster the witness's own credibility. The court

promptly instructed the jury to ignore the reference. Under

these circumstances, we hold that the court did not abuse

its discretion in denying a motion for mistrial.

VI. Fifth and Sixth Amendment Claims

Detective Duckworth testified to the unusual behavior

of appellant when he notified him of his wife's death.

Duckworth related that appellant paused, made certain

gestures and then requested the detective to follow him to

the bedroom where he handed the telephone receiver to

Duckworth and asked him to speak to "a friend." Appellant's

attorney was on the line. Appellant asserts that the court,

in allowing this testimony, violated his right to remain

silent and his right to counsel. We find no merit in his

argument.

The Supreme Court has held that the Sixth Amendment

right to counsel, as applied to the states through

incorporation by the Fourteenth Amendment, arises whenever

an accused has been indicted or adversary criminal

proceedings have otherwise begun. Massiah v. U.S., 377 U.S.

201 (1964). Obviously, this does not include notification

of the death of one's wife. Appellant was not accused and

was not in custody. The right to counsel had not attached.

As to right to silence, the Supreme Court has distinguished

between the post-arrest right to remain silent and
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pre-arrest silence. Under the Fifth Amendment protection

against self-incrimination, the prosecution may not comment

on the defendant's post-arrest silence, whether or not

Miranda warnings were given. Edwards v. Arizona, 451 U.S.

477 (1981). In contrast, the accused's silence before

arrest may be used at trial where it is "viewed as more

probative than prejudicial." Jenkins v. Anderson, 447 U.S.

231, 240 (1980). Detective Duckworth's testimony was

limited to describing appellant's unusual response to

supposedly tragic news. Appellant's reaction was clearly

more probative then prejudicial.

JUDGMENT AFFIRMED;

COSTS TO BE PAID BY
THE APPELLANT.
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LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
MICHAEL A. PULVER

PETER G. ANGELOS
GARY J. IGNATOWSKI
RUSSELL WHITE

STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
6702 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

State's Atty. Bar T,ih 10-0

Clerk_

Sheriff.

60.00
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for Jurors :113 . .

Costs in the amount of
$3,102.64 Paid in Full

DOCKET ENTRIES
1986 Oct. 6 - Transcript of Record containing Certified Copy of Docket Entries and

- , Originial Papers received from Baltimore County Circuit Court and filed.
CHARGE: Count #1- MURDER.

" " 27 - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated October 23, 1986, from the
Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White, filed.

" " " - Notice of Hearing on Motions for Discovery issued and mailed to the
Defendant, copies mailed to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell, J. White
Esquire, Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy
mailed to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A
Pulver, Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael
Kosmas) and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

" " " - Notice of Hearing on All Open Motions issued and mailed to the Defendant
copies mailed to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire,
Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy mailed
to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A.
Pulver, Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael
Kosmas) and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

" " " - Notice of Jury Trial issued and mailed to the Defendant, copies mailed
to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire, Peter G.
Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy mailed to the
Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver,
Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael Kosmas)
and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

- Motion For Discovery resolved without Hearing.
- Order of Court, filed.
- Petition To Dismiss Indictment, Certificate of Service, Exhibits A, B,
C, D and E, filed.

1987 Jan. 7 - Motion In Limine, Certificate of Service and Memorandum in Support of
Defendant's Motion In Limine, filed.
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Petition For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate of
Service, filed.
Order, filed.
Petition For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate oi
Service, filed.
Order, filed.
Petition For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate of
Service, filed.
Order, filed.
State's Requested Voir Dire, filed.
State's Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection and Certificate of Service, filed.

State's Supplemental Answer- to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection and Certificate of Service, filed.
State's Answer to Defendant's Motion in Limine and Certificate of
Service, filed.
Motion in Limine, Certificate of Service and Points and Authorities,
filed.
State's Motion in Limine, Certificate of Service and Memorandum in Supjport
of State's Motion in Limine to Exclude Evidence of the Character of tr|e
Deceas,edt Maria Kosmas, filed. _ , . ,
Staters Supplemental Answer to Defendant s Motion for Discovery and
Inspection and Certificate of Service, filed.
Due to inclement weather conditions Jury Trial is continued until Thursday,
No. 86-CR-00423 Called. January 29, 1987 at 9 30A.M
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos nd
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver arid
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 20, 1987, by the Stat
Prohibiting Defendant's Attorney from mentioning the Polygraph exam
before the Jury.
Court GRANTS Motion.
Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 21, 1987, by the Stat
To Exclude Evidence of the Character of the Deceased, Maria Kosmas.
Court RESERVES Ruling. (Later Granted)
Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 7, 1987, by the Defeni
To Exclude Statement made by the victim.
Court GRANTS Motion.
Jurors Sworn on Voir Dire Questions.
Jury Impanelled and Jury Sworn as per Jury Lists filed.
State's Attorney enters a Motion to Sequester Witnesses.
Court GRANTS Motion.
Jury Trial Held.
Court adjourned at 4:10 P..M. until Monday, February 2, 1987 at 9:30 At

No. 86-CR-00423 Called. --'
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos aid
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver ani
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial resumed.
Court adjourned at 4:20 P.M. until Tuesday, February 3, 1987 at 9:30 A| M.
No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos aid
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver and
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial resumed.
Court adjourned at 3:55 P.M. until Wednesday, February 4, 1987 at 9:30 t

No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos end
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver aijd
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial resumed.
State rests its case with the exception of one witness.
Defense Counsel enters a motion for Directed Verdict.
Motion DENIED.

Court adjourned at 2:55 P.M. until Thursday, February 5, 1987 at 9:30

(CARRIED FORWARD)
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No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Ang
and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A.
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial Resumed.

Defense Counsel enters a motion for Judgment of Acquittal at the
of State's case.
Motion DENIED.
Court adjourned at 3:57 P.M. until Friday, February 6, 1987 at 9
No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. E. Austin Baker reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. An
and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A,
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial Resumed.
Defense Counsel enters a motion for Judgment of Acquittal at the
of all testimony.
Motion DENIED.
Court adjourned at 10:15 A.M. until Monday, February 9, 1987 at
No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys^ Russell White and Peter G. An
and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial Resumed.
Jury finds the Defendant NOT GUILTY of Murder (First Degree).
Jury finds the Defendant GUILTY of Murder (Second Degree).
Jurors polled at the request of the Defendant's Attorney.
All Jurors agree with the Verdict read by the Foreman.
Verdict Sheet, filed.
Court defers sentencing.
Defendant's Attorney enters a request that Bond be continued.
Request DENIED.
Court places the Defendant in the custody of the Sheriff of
County pending sentencing.
Commitment Pending Further Action delivered to the Sheriff of
Somerset County, as per copy filed.-

Notice of Sentencing Date issued and delivered to the Sheriff o
Somerset County for service on Defendant, copies mailed to the
Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J." White, Peter G. Angelos and
Gary J. Ignatowski, copies mailed to the Assistant State's Atto
for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver and Scott Shellenberger
copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.
Letter from Michael Kosmas, dated March 16, 1987, to Judge Lloyi
Simpkins, filed.
No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Ang
and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A.
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
Sentencing Held.
Court sentences the Defendant to the custody of the Commissioner
Correction to a term of 26 Years. Defendant to be given credit
time served. (02-09-87)
Oral instructions, etc., given to the Defendant.
Commitment Pending Further Action delivered to the Sheriff of
County as per copy filed.
Commitment issued and delivered to the Sheriff of Somerset Countjy
Copy of Maryland Sentencing Guidelines Worksheet, filed.
Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 24, 1987, from
Richard D. Bennett, filed.
Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 26, 1987, from
Russell J. White, filed.
Copy of letter from Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins
to Russell J. White, filed.
Notice of Appeal and Certificate of Service,
Copy of letter to Robert C. Cochran, filed
Copy of letter/E. Austin Baker, filed

(CARRIED FORWARD)
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- Copy of Docket Entries mailed to the Office of thekttorney General,
Appellate Division and to the Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White.

Motion To Set Bail and Certificate of Service, filed.

Motion For Modification and Certificate of Service, filed.

State's Opposition To Defendant's Motion To Set Bail and Certificate of
Service, filed.
State's Answer to Defendant's Motion For Modification of Sentence and
Certificate of Service, filed.
Notice of Hearing Date issued and mailed to the Defendant, c/o CommissiDner
of Correction, copies mailed to Russell J. White, Esquire, Peter G.
Angelos, Esquire, Michael A. Pulver, Esquire and Scott D. Shellenberger
Esquire and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson, Esquire.

-Transcripts of Testimony, filed.
- Petition For Writ of Habeas Corpus Ad Prosequendum, Affidavit and Ordei
of £ourt, filed.

- Writ issued and mailed to the Commissioner of Corrections, Certified
Return Receipt Requested. (//P 265 805 215)

- Transcript or Record delivered to The Court of Special Appeals of Maryland

- Return Receipt, filed. (Commissioner of Corrections)

- Receipt, filed. (Court of Special Appeals of Maryland)
- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. A. Baker reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White and Assistant State':

Attorney, Michael A. Pulver, present in court.
- Hearing on Motion To Set Bail and Motion For Modification Held.
- Case continued at the request of the Defendant.
- Letter from Russell J. White, Defendant's Attorney, dated June 17, 198

to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, requesting that the Hearing on Motions for
MJodification and getting of Appeal Bail be rescheduled, filed.
Notice of Hearing Date issued and mailed to the Defendant,
c/o Commissioner of Corrections, copies mailed to the
Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire and Peter G.
Angelos, Esquire, copies mailed to Assistant State's Attorneys
for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver, Esquire and Scott D.
Schellenberger, Esquire and copy delivered to the State's
Attorney for Saner set County, Logan C. Widdowson, Esquire.
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosequendum, Affidavit and Order
of Court, filed.

Writ issued and mailed to the Commissioner of Correction, Certified
Mail - Return Receipt Requested.
No. 86-CR-00423 Called. -
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. A. Baker reporting. " -
Defendant, Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White and the Assistant
State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver, present in
Hearing on Motion To Set Bail and Motion For Modification Held.
Court DENIES Motion For Reduction of Sentence.
Court Reserves ruling on Motion To Set Bail.
Copy of Mr. Kosmas' Brief that was filed in the Court of Special Appeal
mailed to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, September 16, 1987, from Defendant's
Attorney, Russell J. White, filed.
Reporter's Official Transcript of Proceedings (Motion To Set Bail) (Mot:
For Modification of Sentence) Volume I of II, Wednesday, June 10, 1987,
Reporter's Official Transcript of Proceedings (Motion To Set Bail) (Mot:
For Modification of Sentence) Volume II of II, Thursday, September 10,
filed.
Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated October 6, 1987, from the
Attorney, Russell J. White, filed.
Memorandum and Order (RE: Request for Appeal Bond), filed.

Transcript of Record returned from the Court of Special Appeals of

Maryland with the following Docket Entries:

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL IN COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS:

December 14, 1987: Per Curiam filed.

costs to be paid by the appellant.

coi rt

on
filed,
on
987,

Defendant

•. 27 -

Judgment affirmed;
January 13, 1988:
Mandate, filed.
Per Curiam, filed.
Writ of Certiorari.
Order, filed.

Mandate issued. STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSETC

I herebv attest and certify this<£Z_Z, lay
of (4**<r MJBcLjh-at the

f i led . r°!"-" i f :

'-• ' • o iginc on file in av
:tody

COUNTY\tO WJT

\ Clerk, Circuit Court for Somerset Coujity
Maryland



- -

STATE OF MARYLAND

VS

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

NO. 86-CR-00423 CRIMINAL CASE

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

STATEMENT OF COSTS

DEFENDANT'S COURT COSTS

PREPARATION OF RECORD

COST OF TRANSCRIPT

(E. AUSTIN BAKER)
(ROBERT COCHRAN)

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS OF MARYLAND

$3,102.64 (Pd. 4-28-87 R//152050)

50.00 (Pd. 4-6-87 R//144310)

2985.00

50.00 (Enclosed)
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STATE OF MARYLAND

VS

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

NO. 86-CR-00423 CRIMINAL CASE

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY , MARYLAND

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY, TO WIT:

I, I. Theodore Phoebus, Clerk of the Circuit Court for Somerset County,

Maryland, do hereby certify that the aforegoing is a true and correct copy of

Docket Entries and Statement of Costs in the case of the State of Maryland

versus Stanley Michael Kosmas, the same being No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Case

in this court.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hereunto

subscribe my name and affix the

Seal of the said Court this 20th

day of May, 1985.

J_
Clerk



DATE PRINTED: OCTOBER 1, 1986

CASE NO. B6CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V,. KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

CHARGES: COUNT 01 MURDER

ACT DATE: 03/31/86 STATUS DATE:
B AIL T Y I"1 E : P R 0 P E R T Y B AI i... A M 0 U N T : $ 7 5 , 2 8 0
BAIL PARTY: STANLEY KOSMAS
BAIL ADDRESS: 6702 GARVEY ROAD MD 2123?

STATUS TYPE

PROSECUTOR:
MICHAEL PULVER

ATTORNEY:
PETER G ANGELOS
GARY J IGNATQWSKI
RUSSELL J WHITE

APPEARANCE ENTERED:
APRIL 22, 19S
MAY 7, 1986
AUGUST 18, 1986

DATE

APRIL 22, 1986

PROCEEDING

ARRAIGNMENT

JUDGE

JUDGE F CICONE

S E P T E M B E R 2 5 , 19 8 6 MIS C H E A RIN G J U D G E !:" CIC 0 N E

FILING DATE: MARCH 27,1986 CASE TYPE: INDICTMENT

01. MAR,. 27,1987 BENCH WARRANT ISSUED,

02. APRIL 1 , 1986 BENCH WARRANT SERVED.

03. AP R11... 28 , 19 8 6 D E F E ND ANT ' S REQUES T F0 R INSPE C T10N

AND DISCOVERY.

04. MAY 7, 1986 DEFENDANT'S PLEA OF NOT GUILTY,

05. MAY 7, 1986 DEFENDANT'S M 0T10N F0R BILL 0F
PARTICULARS.

06. MAY 14, 1986 STATE'S ANSWER T0 DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION,.

07. MAY 14, 1936 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR BILL OF PARTICULARS,.

08. MAY 26, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS
U N I... A W F U I... I... Y 0 B T AIN E D S T A T E M E N T .

09. MAY 26, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO COMPEL
DISCOVERY,

10. AUGUST 21, 1986 DEFENDANT WAIVES RIGHTS TO SPFFDY

ACTION

APEARNCE ENTRED

POSTPONED
BY: COURT

CASE FINDING



DATE PRINTER QHtOBER I ,

CASE NO, 86CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL.

11

TRIAL AND MARYLAND RULE 4-271. CASE TO BE RESET

S E P T . 8 , 19 8 6 I) E!::' E N D A N T ' S M 0 T10 N F 0 R R E M 0 V A L WIT H
APPROVAL FROM THE STATE.

S E P T - 17, 19 8 6 S T A T E ' S S U P P L E M E N T A L A N
DISCOVERY.

iiW E R T 0

13 SEP T. 19, 1986 N0TICE 0F HEARING DATE.
(SEPT, 25, 1986)

S E P T . 2 5 , 1986 !••! E A RIN G H AD. D E F E N D A N T ' S M 0 T10 N
FOR CHANGE OF VENUE HEARING-GRANTED, CASE TO
BE REMOVED TO THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET
COUNTY. O R D E R T Q BE FILED,

OCT. 1, 1986 ORDER OF COURT THAT THE CASE BE
REMOVED TO SOMERSET COUNTY. (FEC)

DISP0 SIT10 N S: SEPTEM B ER 25, 19 8 6

COUNT 01 MURDER
PLEA: FINDING: REMOVAL
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STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY, TO WIT:

I, ELH2R H. KAHLINE, JR . , Clerk of the C i r c u i t Court

for Baltimore County do hereby c e r t i f y tha t the aforegoing is

the Or ig ina l Record of Proceedings of said Court, which has

been lEeuSlferasexi t o CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY •

•

IN TESTIMONY VHEREOF, I

hereto subscribe my name

and affix the Seal of the

said Court this ^^ <rday of

Clerk,
The Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Plaintiffs Costs $

Defendant's Cost $

Cost of Record y



<3ftrsi 3Juhtcial Olircutt of

COURT HOUSE

LLOYD i_ SIMPKINS PRINCE WILLIAM STREET SOMERSET COUNTY

cHitr JUDGE PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND 2 1 8 5 3 WORCESTER COUNTY

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE TELEPHONE: (301 > 65 1 - 1 63O DORCHESTER COUNTY

October 20, 1989

Michael Pulver, Esquire
Assistant State's Attorney
Baltimore County State's Attorney's Office
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Ave.

Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State v. Stanley Kosmos

Dear Mike:
As mentioned to you on the phone today, I have been

attempting to revise my court schedule in order to accomo-
date the Kosmos retrial. The earliest possible assign-
ment for Kosmos would be February 27, 1990 through March
9, 1990. If it cannot be heard during that period, I would
be unable to assign it until May.

I understand that you start a criminal case about the
first of March that will take the entire month. Consequent-
ly the February 27th beginning date is probably out.

Please talk with Mr. White and Mr. Karceski in an effort
to reach an agreement as to when this matter can commence
during the month of May. To further complicate the situation,
I become legally senile on June 6th and will be looking for
other employment. Of course, this doesn't mean we won't
continue to hold court in Somerset County in my absence.

,J
Sincerely,

O^>-tL_<

Lloyd L. simpkins

LLS/lf
cc: Richard M. Karceski, Esquire

Russell J. White, Esquire
file
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LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

309 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

RUSSELL J. WHITE REPLY TO:
RICHARD M. KARCESKI • ELLICOTT CITY / (301) 750-7080
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS • TOWSON / (301) 583-1325
THOMAS K. SWISHER

November 14, 1989

The Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins
Judge of the Circuit Court
Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Dear Judge Simpkins:

Pursuant to our recent telephone conversation, I am enclosing
my client's Waiver of Speedy Trial and trial pursuant to Maryland
Rule 4-271.' It is my understanding that the Court will allow this
case to be set for Junef 1990. Furthermore, it is agreed that^vpur
'replacement or some other yuciqe will preside over the retrialor
"thiscaTse-; —. ,

Messrs. Pulver and Shellenberger are aware of and agree to
this procedure.

Russ and I wish you well in your retirement.

M. Karceski

RMK:clt

cc: Michael Pulver, Esquire
Scott Shellenberger, Esquire

>1
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STATE OF MARYLAND IN THE

Plaintiff CIRCUIT COURT

vs. FOR

STANLEY M. KOSMAS SOMERSET COUNTY

Defendant Case NO.86CR00423

* * * * * * * * * *

WAIVER OF SPEEDY TRIAL

Stanley M. Kosmas, by undersigned counsel, having been

advised of his constitutional and procedural rights to a

speedy trial agrees to waive or give up such right with the

understanding that a trial date for the retrial of his case

be set for June, 1990, before a Judge other than the

Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins.

RICHARD-M:' KARCESKI
3454 Ellicott Center Drive
Suite 204
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043
(301)750-7080

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this H day of November,
1989, a copy of the foregoing Waiver of Speedy Trial, was
mailed, postage prepaid, to the Office of the State's
Attorney for Somerset County, Court House, Princess Anne,
Maryland 21853, and to Michael Pulver and Scott
Shellenberger, Office of the State's Attorney for Baltimore
County, County Courts Building, 5th/^Tb\or, Towson, Maryland
21204.

RICHARETM. KARCESKI
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LLOYD L. SIMPKINS

CHIEF JUDGE
AND

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

<3ftrgt 3Juhtctal (Utrcutt nf
COURT HOUSE

PRINCE WIUJAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND 21 853

TELEPHONE: (301)651-1 63O

November 16, 1989

Richard M. Karceski, Esquire
309 W. Chesapeake Ave.
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Mr. Karceski:

SOMERSET COUNTY
WICOMICO COUNTY
WORCESTER COUNTY
DORCHESTER COUNTY

Re: State v. Kosmos

I am in receipt of your letter of November 14, 1989,
relative to the above. Please be advised that the new
trial date is June 11, 1990, at 0930 hours.

If additional motions are planned, have them filed by
May 21, 1990. A hearing on the motions will begin at
11 A.M. on June 5, 1990.

Sincerely,

< . ./*-**~-v/(/LSU* "*

Lloyd L. Simpkins

LLS/lf
cc: Sheriff Robert Jones

Michael Pulver, Esquire
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LLOYD L. SIMPKINS

CHIEF JUDGE
AND

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

"

Wt\t Jftrat 3ubu:tai Circuit of
COURT HOUSE

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND 21 853

TELEPHONE: (301) 651 -1 63O

SOMERSET COUNTY
WICOMICO COUNTY
WORCESTER COUNTY
DORCHESTER COUNTY

To:

From:

Subject:

Date:

Michael Pulver, Esquire
Richard M. Karceski, Esquire

^-Somerset County Clerk of Court
Richard H. Outten, Court Administrator

Judge Lloyd L, Simpkins

State v. Stanley M. Kosmos

November 16, 1989

The Circuit Court Administrator, Richard H. Outten, has
been requested to arrange for a Judge to hear the motions
on June 5, 1990, and to conduct the trial starting June
11, 1990.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

Plaintiff

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Defendant

* * * *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case NO.86CR00423

* * * *

MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION

Now comes the Defendant, by undersigned counsel, pursuant

to Rule 4-263 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure, respectfully

requests this Honorable Court as follows:

As the basis for this Motion, the Defendant states, in

accordance with Maryland Rule 4-263 that the objects requested are

material and necessary to the preparation of the defense of this

case.

The answers requested herein, paragraphs 1 through 34

below, are continuing in nature and if answers relating to the

foregoing questions are not in the hands of the State at the time

of its answer to this Motion, but such answers are subsequently

obtained or information is subsequently obtained that bears on the

foregoing questions, and such answers or information is in the

hands of the State, the Defendant herewith requests that such

answers or information be furnished forthwith to the Defendant.

The requests extend to material and information in the

possession or control of the State's Attorney, members of his staff

and any others who have participated in the investigation or

evaluation of the case and who either regularly report or, with

1



FH-ilO

.,- in Si. Wl *f}Qr ' ' I*



- ~

reference to the particular case, have reported to the State's

Attorney or his office.

The purpose of these requests is to obtain disclosure of

material and information to the fullest extent authorized and

directed by Maryland Rule 4-263; and this general purpose shall

supersede any language or expression which might otherwise appear

to be a limitation upon the object or scope of any request.

These requests in no way should be considered a waiver

of the information required to be furnished without request by the

State's Attorney pursuant to Rule 4-263 to the Defendant.

1. Disclose the name and address of each person whom

the State intends to call as a witness at a hearing or trial to

prove its case in chief.

2. Disclose the name and address of each person whom

the State intends to call as a witness at a hearing or trial to

rebut alibi testimony.

3. To furnish the Defendant with the names, addresses

and physical descriptions of any persons other than the Defendant

who were arrested or otherwise taken into custody by police or

prosecution officials as a possible suspect in this case in which

the Defendant is charged.

4. To advise the Defendant whether there exists a

search and seizure warrant, the execution of which resulted in

charges being placed against the Defendant, and if there is such

a warrant, to furnish the Defendant with a copy of said warrant

application, return and the affidavit attached thereto.

• /
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5. To furnish copies of any and all written or recorded

statements allegedly made by the Defendant to any State agent which

the State intends to use at the hearing or trial.

6. To furnish the substance of any and all oral

confessions or admissions allegedly made by the Defendant, whether

reduced to writing or not to any State agent which the State

intends to use at the hearing or trial.

7. To furnish to the Defendant the substance of any

oral statement allegedly made by the Defendant to any State agent

which the State intends to use at the hearing or trial.

8. To advise the Defendant of the existence of any and

all confessions, admissions or statements, whether oral, recorded

or reduced to writing, made by any co-defendant, accomplices or

accessories after the fact to a State agent which the State intends

to use at the hearing or trial. Also, to furnish the Defendant

with copies of any such confessions, admissions or statements which

may have been reduced to writing and the substance of any such

confessions, admissions or statements which may have been oral or

recorded.

9. To permit the Defendant to inspect any law

enforcement report containing the chain of custody of the person

of the Defendant, beginning with the time of the Defendant's arrest

and continuing throughout the time that the Defendant was in the

custody of any police or prosecuting authorities.

10. In the event that law enforcement authorities have

not prepared the type of report relating to custody of the

3
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Defendant referred to in paragraph nine (9) above, to furnish the

Defendant with the names and addresses of all persons who had

custody or control of the Defendant or who participated in the

custody or control of the Defendant beginning with the arrest of

the Defendant and continuing throughout the time that the Defendant

was in custody of any police or prosecuting authorities.

11. To permit the Defendant to inspect any photographs

which police or prosecuting authorities may have exhibited to any

person for purposes of identification of the Defendant, and any

other photographs which the State intends to use in the trial of

the Defendant, and the presentation of its case in chief, and to

furnish the Defendant with copies of said photographs, the names

and addresses of persons who viewed said photographs and the

results of such viewing of said photographs.

12. To advise the Defendant as to whether Defendant was

placed in a pre-indictment or post-indictment line-up, and if the

Defendant was placed in such line-up, to permit the Defendant to

inspect the line-up sheet prepared by law enforcement authorities,

said sheet containing the names and descriptions of all persons who

were placed in said line-up, the names and addresses of all persons

who viewed said line-up, the results of identifications made by

persons viewing said line-up.

13. To permit the Defendant to inspect any waiver of

right to counsel at line-up allegedly signed by Defendant or if no

such waiver is alleged to have been executed, to furnish the

Defendant with the name of the lawyer who represented Defendant at
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said line-up.

14. To advise the Defendant as to whether the Defendant

was confronted by identification witnesses in any manner other than

a line-up while Defendant was in custody of police or prosecution

authorities, and if so, to furnish the Defendant the time, place

and circumstances of such confrontation including the names and

addresses of all persons participating in said confrontation.

15. To furnish the Defendant with the names, addresses

and physical descriptions of any persons other than the Defendant

who were identified by any witnesses and/or who were arrested or

otherwise taken into custody by police or prosecution officials as

a possible suspect in this case in which Defendant is charged.

16. To furnish copies of any and all statements or

reports of prosecution witnesses which have been educed to writing.

17. Furnish photostatic copies of all crime laboratory

reports, reports of experts and autopsy reports pertaining to this

case.

18. Furnish copies of all offense reports or other

official police reports pertaining to these offenses.

19. Supply copies of any and all medical reports that,

the State has or wishes to introduce into evidence with respect to

this case or cases.

20. To permit Defendant to see, inspect, photocopy

and/or copy any photographs, diagrams, blueprints, layouts or plans

of the grounds or building of the premises involved in these

proceedings which are in the possession of the State.
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21. To furnish the Defendant or allow the inspection,

photocopying, xeroxing, copying or photographing of any information

or material in the possession of the State which, as to the

Defendant, is exculpatory.

22. To allow Defendant to see, inspect and view any

photographs, film, slides or moving pictures containing relevant

evidence in this case which the State has in its possession or

intends to use in the preparation for trial and/or trials in this

case.

23. To allow the Defendant to see, inspect, copy,

photocopy, xerox and/or photograph any and all other books, papers,

documents and any and all other tangible objects obtained from or

belonging to the Defendant or obtained from others by seizure or

process; and to enumerate in its answer all such tangible objects

taken from, or belonging to the Defendant now in the custody of

any law enforcement agency, or the State's Attorney's Office,

whether such custody be actual or constructive.

24. To permit the Defendant to see, inspect, copy, xerox

and/or photocopy any law enforcement report pertaining to the

Defendant and/or to the alleged illegal act for which the Defendant

was charged or indicted.

25. To furnish the Defendant any facts or information

that the State has with respect to the prosecuting witnesses' moral

and criminal background, that in the nature of justice should be

revealed to the Defendant's counsel to aid in seeing that the

Defendant receive a fair and impartial trial.
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26. To advise the Defendant if any evidence was obtained

by any authorized electronic eavesdropping, accomplished pursuant

to the provisions of Title 18, United States Code Annotated,

Sections 2511 et seq. and Courts and Judicial Proceedings 10-401

et seq., which the State intends to use as evidence or that may be

incriminating; to include any overheard remarks which may have been

made by the Defendant, or any co-defendant, accomplice or accessory

before or after the fact that might have incriminated the

Defendant.

27. If evidence was obtained pursuant to authorized

electronic eavesdropping, as defined in paragraph 27 above, the

Defendant herewith requests a copy of all such evidence that may

have been reduced to writing and is in the hands of the State, be

furnished to the Defendant.

28. If electronic eavesdropping was accomplished under

the provisions of paragraph 27 above, and is in the hands of the

State, the Defendant herewith requests that his counsel be

furnished access to such material, and be permitted to see, listen

to, inspect, photograph or copy all such material.

29. If electronic eavesdropping was accomplished under

the provisions of paragraph 27 above and is in the hands of the

State, and the State intends to use such evidence against the

Defendant at the trial, that the State forthwith furnish the

Defendant an inventory to include:

a. The date of the entry or order of the

application;
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b. A copy of the Court Order and accompanying

application;

c. The date of the entry and the period of

authorized, approved or disapproved interceptions; or the denial

of the application;

d. Whether or not oral communications were or were

not intercepted during the period of authorized or extended

interceptions;

e. The dates of authorized surveillance, the date

of any extensions, the Court Orders and applications therefore for

any extensions;

f. The dates that any described communications were

intercepted during the period of authorized surveillance, or during

any authorized extension;

g. The dates that interceptions of communications

not authorized by Title III of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe

Streets Act of 1968 were made;

h. A listing of all non-authorized communications

that were intercepted by the State;

i. A listing of all authorized conversation that

were intercepted by the State.

30. To furnish the Defendant any exculpatory information

in the hands of the State that might tend to establish the

innocence of the Defendant, or to mitigate the Defendant's guilt

to a lesser degree and to fully and completely comply with the

dictates of Rule 4-263.
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31. To advise the Defendant whether the victim of the

crime involved has identified anyone other than the Defendant as

the person who committed the crime, or has been unable to identify

the Defendant as the person who committed the crime involved in

any situation where the victim was furnished pictures to identify

the person who committed the crime and such pictures included a

picture of the Defendant.

32. To provide the defense with the name and address of

any informant, confidential or otherwise, who was a participant in

the alleged illegal act which is the basis for this Indictment, or

who was a participant in any illegal act which formed any part of

the basis for any warrant or process issued and executed in this

case, or who was a participant in any illegal act which was relied

upon by any law enforcement official as probable cause to make an

arrest and/or search in this case.

33. To provide the defense with the name and assignment

of any law enforcement officer, City, County, State of Federal, who

participated in any sale, purchase or negotiation for the sale or

purchase, of any contraband, said sale, purchase or negotiation

having formed any part of the basis for the charge against the

Defendant or any part of the alleged probable cause for an arrest

or search involving the Defendant.

34. To advise the Defendant whether there exists an

arrest warrant under which the Defendant was arrested, and if there
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is such a warrant, to furnish the Defendant with a copy of said

arrest warrant and the affidavit attacttefl thereto.

RI C H A R D Z E ^ A R C E S KI
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for the Defendant

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Rule 4-263, Maryland Rules of Procedure, Criminal Causes

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this <^* day of
1989, a copy of the aforegoing Motion To Suppress Evidence was
mailed to the Office of the State's ATtorney for Somerset County,
Court House, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853, and to Michael Pulver
and Scott Shellenberger, Office of the-—>State' s Attorney for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building,^ 5th Floor, Towson,
Maryland 21204.

RICHARDTT. KARCESKI

10
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STATE OF MARYLAND

Plaintiff

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Defendant

* * * *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case NO.86CR00423

* * *

MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE

Now comes the Defendant, by undersigned counsel,

pursuant to Rule 4-252 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure,

respectfully represents the following unto this Honorable

Court:

1. That the warrant on which the search was

based was devoid of sufficient probable cause for its

issuance, and was otherwise defective.

2. That the search conducted was illegal and

pursuant to an invalidly-issued search and seizure warrant.

3. That there was insufficient probable cause to

search.

4. That the search went beyond that which is

permitted by laws.

5. That, since the instant search and subsequent

seizure of evidence was unreasonable, lacked probable cause

and was in violation of the Fourth and Fourteenth

Amendments of the United States Constitution, any evidence

gathered as a result should be suppressed.

6. And for any and all other reasons to be given

at the time of the hearing on this Motion.
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WHEREFORE, the Defendant respectfully requests

this Honorable Court that all evidence illegally obtained

should properly be suppressed.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for the Defendant

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this.^' day of

, 1989, a copy of the aforegoing Motion To

Suppress Evidence was mailed to the Office of the State's

ATtorney for Somerset County, Court House, Princess Anne,

Maryland 21853, and to Michael Pulver and Scott

Shellenberger, Office of the State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, County Courts Building, 5th Floor, Towson, Maryland

21204.

M. KARCESKI
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STATE OF MARYLAND

Plaintiff

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Defendant

* * * *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case NO.86CR00423

* * * *

MOTION TO SUPPRESS STATEMENT

Now comes the Defendant, by undersigned counsel, pursuant

to Rule 4-252 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure, respectfully

represents the following unto this Honorable Court:

1. That the Defendant was not properly advised of his

rights as set forth in Miranda v. Arizona, 384 U.S. 436.

2. That the Defendant did not understand nor appreciate

the nature of the rights explained him.

3. That the Defendant did not intelligently waive his

constitutional rights as set forth in Miranda v. Arizona, supra.

4. That any statement obtained from the Defendant was

a result of force, duress, coercion or a produce of leniency

offered him by law enforcement officials.

5. That any statement obtained from the Defendant was

the product of an unnecessary delay in violation of prompt

presentment pursuant to Maryland District rules of Procedure.

6. That any statement obtained was done so pursuant to

Defendant's arrest without probable cause.

7. That any statement obtained was tainted by some

unlawful or impermissible police or State conduct.

8. That at the time such statement was made, the
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Defendant's faculties were impaired due to the presence of drugs,

inadequate sleep and the absence of proper nourishment.

9. That any statement given by the Defendant herein was

a result of an illegal arrest or detention.

10. That such statement was a product of unauthorized

electronic surveillance procedures obtained in direct violation

of Article 10-401 et seq. of the Maryland Annotated Code and Title

18, United States Code Annotated, Sections 2511 et seq.

11. And for such other and further reasons as may be

assigned at the hearing of this Motion.

WHEREFORE, the Defendant moves this Honorable Court to

suppress any and all statements obtained from him for the

aforementioned reasons.

RICHAREUM. KARCESKI
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for the Defendant

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this <?* day of
1989, a copy of the aforegoing Motion To Suppress Evidence was
mailed to the Office of the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Court House, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853, and to Michael Pulver
and Scott Shellenberger, Office of the State's Attorney for
Baltimore County, County Courts Buildijaenr—-̂ th Floor, Towson,
Maryland 21204.

RICHARTJ-HT KARCESKI

I
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LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204

D l l c e = , ., T, ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043
RUSSELL J. WHITE REPLY TO:
RICHARD M KARCESKI • TOWSON / (301) 583-1325
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS • ELLICOTT CITY / 1301) 750-7080
THOMAS K. SWISHER

December 29, 1989

The Honorable Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House
Prince William Street
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 00423

Dear Judge Simpkins:

On Thursday, December 21, 1989, I received a telephone call
from my client, Stanley Kosmas. He advised that his eldest son,
Michael, had protested the father's visitation at the family home
with the two youngest children, Alexis and Gregory. It is my
understanding that at the bail hearing for Mr. Kosmas, you
expressed that there would be no problem with his visiting with the
children; however, you warned that it would not be best for him to
spend the night at the family home. Mr. Kosmas has abided by the
Court's request and it is my belief that it is in no way an
endangerment that he visit with his children.

On December 21, 1989, I spoke with Alexis who advised that she
had absolutely no objection to her father visiting with her or with
her brother, Gregory. I have spoken to each of the children
personally and both of them have informed me that the father is not
looked upon in any way as a threat and that indeed they welcome his
visitations. With these thoughts in mind, I merely write to place
this matter on the record before you. I am afraid that the
possibility could exist that Michael will file a complaint against
his father and I just want the record to be complete with the facts
cited in this letter.

Respectfully,

to
Richard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
cc: Mr. Stanley M. Kosmas
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LLOYD L_ SIMPKINS

CHIEF JUDGE
AND

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

^

<3}trsi Societal Oltrcutt of

COURT HOUSE

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND 21853

TELEPHONE: (301) 651 -1 63O

SOMERSET COUNTY
WICOMICO COUNTY
WORCESTER COUNTY
DORCHESTER COUNTY

January 2, 1990

Richard M. Karceski, Esquire
305 Chesapeake Ave.
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State of Maryland
V,

Stanley M. Kosma,s
Case No. S6CR00423

Dear Mr. Karceski:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of
December 29, 1989, relative to the aboye-captioned
case.

Sincerely,

Lloyd L. Sampkins

LLS/lf
cc: file
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

^

*

SUBPOENA

*

*

*

*

*

*

DUCES

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

*

TECUM

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

MR. CLERK:

Please issue a Subpoena Duces Tecum to the following-named
individual:

Suzanne Mensh, Clerk
Circuit Court for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

And Order her to appear at the trial of the above-captioned matter

on June 11, 1990 at 9:00 a.m. in the Circuit Court for Somerset

County, Court House, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853 and bring with

her the complete proceedings of Circuit Court for Baltimore

County's case number 87C62574/42/44, Michael S. Kosmas, Personal

Representative, etal v. Stanley Micbfa

KARCESKI
WHITE & KARCESKI
3 05 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for the Defendant

641
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The Circuit Court for Somerset County
Clerk of the Circuit Court
Court House, P.O. Box 99
Princess Anne, MD 21853

STATE OF MARYLAND CASE NUMBER 86-CR-00423

( ) Civil ( x ) Criminal
Vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS — STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY, TO WIT:

SUBPOENA
Suzanne Mensh, Clerk

TO: (Name, Address & County) Circuit Court for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO: ( " ) Personally appear; ( ) Produce documents and or objects only: ( x )
Personally appear and produce documents or objects;

at Circuit Court for Somerset County, Courthouse, Second Floor, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

(place where attendance is required)

on Monday the l l t h day of June 19 jo , at 9:00

YOU ARE COMMANDED TO produce the following documents or objects:

SUBPOENA DDCES TECOM ATTACHED HERETO

Subpoena requested by ( ) Plaintiff: ( x ) Defendant! and any questions should be referred to:

Richard M. Karceski, Esquire, 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite 100, Towson, MD 21204

(Name of Party or Attorney, Address and Phone Number) - -^ (301) 583-1325

Date Issued March 16, 1990
CLERK (Signature and Seal)

NOTICE:
(1) YOU ARE LIABLE TO BODY ATTACHMENT AND FINE FOR FAILURE TO OBEY THIS SUBPOENA.
(2) This subpoena shall remain in effect until you are granted leave to depart by the Court or by an officer acting on

behalf of the Court. ^
(3) If this subpoena is for attendant? at a deposition and the party served is an organization, notice is hereby

given that the organization must designate a person to testify pursuant to Rule 2-412(d). S
- SHERIFF'S RETURN m

( ) - Served andTbpy delivered on date indicated below.
( ) - Unserved, by reason of

Date: Fee: $
j £ SHERIFF

Original ancfone copy needed for each witness. ^*



The Circuit Court for Somerset County
Clerk of the Circuit Court , s\ j
Court House, P.O. Box 99 J ^
Princess Anne, MD 21853

STATE OF MARYLAND CASE NUMBER 86-CR-00423

( ) Civil ( x ) Criminal
Vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY, TO WIT:

SUBPOENA
Suzanne Mensh, Clerk

TO: (Name, Address & County) Circuit Court for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO: ( ' ) Personally appear; ( ) Produce documents and or objects only: ( x )
Personally appear and produce documents or objects;

at Circuit Court for Somerset County, Courthouse, Second Floor, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853
(place where attendance is required)

on Monday the l l t h day of J^ne 19 _90 , at 9:00

YOU ARE COMMANDED TO produce the following documents or objects:

SUBPOENA PUCES TECUM ATTACHED HERETO

Subpoena requested by ( ) Plaintiff: ( x ) Defendant; and any questions should be referred to:

Richard M. Karceski , Esqu i re , 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Su i t e 100, Towson, MD 21204
(Name of Party or Attorney, Address and Phone Number) —s, (301) 583-1325

Date Issued March 16, 1990
CLERK (Signature and Seal)

NOTICE:
(1) YOU ARE LIABLE TO BODY ATTACHMENT AND FINE FOR FAILURE TO OBEY THIS SUBPOENA.
(2) This subpoena shall remain in effect until you are granted leave to depart by the Court or by an officer acting on

behalf of the Court.
(3) If this subpoena is for attendance at a deposition and the party served is an organization, notice is hereby

given that the organization must designate a person to testify pursuant to Rule 2-412(d).
SHERIFF'S RETURN

and copy delivered on date indicated below.
( ) - Unserved, by reason of

Date: 1(C< Fee: $
SHERIFF

Original and one copy needed for each witness. ^O/~

g\°\
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Circuit Court of Somerset Couutg

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS, CLERK

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND 21853

Date May 10, 1990

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

TO: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
518 Savage Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Re:

No. 86-CR-00423
State of Maryland

Stanley Michael Kosmas

The above case has been scheduled as follows:

HEARING ON MOTIONS, Tuesday, June 5, 1990 at 11:00 A.M.

You must report to the second floor of the Court House, Court Room, Princess Anne, Maryland,
on the day and hour mentioned above.

Any questions with regard to this notice should be directed to The Honorable LwjdB C Widdowson
The State's Attorney for Somerset County, Prince William Street, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853. The
State's Attorney's telephone number is 651-3 333.

Very truly yours,

Dot t ie M. P h i l l i p s

Assignment Clerk
651-1555

CC The Honoraole Logai C Widdomoo
Defendant's Attorney - Russell J. White, Esquire and Richard M. Karceski, Esquire
Surety - Defendant (Stanley Michael Kosmas)

Address of Surery
F.le

Scott Shellenberger, Esquire, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County
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Circuit (Court of j^omerset (Couutg

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS, CLERK

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853

Date M ^ 1 0 » 1 9 9 °

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT

TO: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
518 Savage S t ree t
Bal t imore, Maryland 21224 No. 86-CR-00423

R S ta te of Maryland
vs

Stanley Michael Kosmas

The above case has been scheduled as follows:

JURY TRIAL, Monday, June 11 , 1990 at 9:30 A.M.

You must report to the second floor of the Court House, Court Room, Princess Anne, Maryland,
on the day and hour mentioned above.

Any questions with regard to this notice should be directed to The Honorable Logtt C WiddowsOD

The State's Attorney for Somerset County, Prince William Street, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853. The

State's Attorney's telephone number is 651-3 333.

Very truly yours,

Dot t ie M. P h i l l i p s

Assignment Clerk
651-1555

CC The Honorable LogU C WiddowsOE
Defendant's Attorne\ - Russell J. White, Esquire and Richard M. Karceski, Esquire

Surety - Defendant (Stanley Michael Kosmas)

Address of Surery

Scott Shellenberger, Esquire, Assistant Sta te ' s Attorney for Baltimore County
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WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W CHESAPLAKL AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
34J4 El LICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
Pi i i WWITP ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

ntsstL.L j . \IVHITE REPLY TO
RiCH ARD M. KAHC£SKl V TOWSON / (30!) 683-132S
SUSAN MeMILLAN OAVIS O ELLICOTT CITY I (301) 750-7060
THOMAS P BEftN'ER

May 21 , 1990

Criminal Clerk
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Re: State of Maryland vs. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case: 86 CR 0C423

Dear Mr/Ms Clerk;

Enclosed please find two Motion in Lrmines and a Motion
To Suppress Evidence to be filed in the above entitled matter.

Your assistance in this matter is appreciated.

Very truly yours,

Richard M. Karceski

Enclosures
SMd/smd

cc; Office of the State's Attorney for Somerset County
Scott Shellenberger, Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore

County
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

* * * * * *

MOTION IN LIMIKE

Stanley M. Kosmas, Defendant, by his attorney, Richard M.
j

Karceski and White & Karceski, moves this Honorable Court for an \

order permitting the Defendant to introduce evidence of prior

misconduct of the victim, and in support thereof states as follows:

1. The Defendant seeks to introduce evidence at his trial

that at the time surrounding the victim's death she was engaging

in extra marital affairs.

2. This evidence is offered for the sole purpose of

establishing that persons other than the Defendant had a motive to

commit the offense.

3. The case against the Defendant is completely

circumstantial and therefore identity of the perpetrator is in

issue.

4. Evidence of the victim's misconduct is strongly probative

of the issue of identity.

5. The evidence sought to be introduced by the Defendant is

clear and convincing as to the misconduct.

WHEREFORE, Defendant prays:

A. That this Honorable Court permit the Defendant to
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introduce evidence of the victim's prior misconduct;

B. For such other and further relief as the nature of his

cause may require,

%/h(\A/i ft).
A •KIC&CH&RD M. KARCESK1 ""**

White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for Defendant

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

1. jarrison v. State, 276 Md. 122, 345 A.2d. 830 (1975),

2, Cross V. State, 282 Md. 468, 386 A.2d. 757 (1978).

REQUEST FOR HEARING

The Defendant, Stanley M. Kosmas, by his attorneys, Richard

M. Karceski and White & Karceski, respectfully request a hearing

on Defendant's Motion in Limine.

ICHARD M. KARCESKI ^W
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this <QI day of JH/1U , 1990,

a copy of the aforegoing Motion In Limine and-

thoroof were mailed, postage prepaid, to Scott Shellenberger,

Assistant state's Attorney for Baltimore County, 401 Bosley Avenue,

Towson, Maryland 21204, and the Office of the State's Attorney for

Somerset County, Courthouse, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI

I
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case* 86 CR 00423

* * * * * *

HQTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE

Now comes the Defendant, Stanley M. Kcsmas, by Richard M.

Karceski and White & Karceski, his attorneys and moves this

Honorable Court to suppress the introduction into evidence of grass

clippings removed by the Baltimore County Police Department, from

Defendant's home and in support thereof states as followsJ

1. On or about December 22, 1985, the Honorable William

Baldwin of the District Court of Maryland for Baltimore County, \

Maryland signed a search warrant for the residence of the
i

Defendant, 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21237.

2. The warrant permits the search and seizure of the

following items: 1. the victim's car keys, 2. the victim's j

clothing which in any way indicates damage from a struggle or i

physical force, 3. ligatures or implements which would be !

consistent with the marks on the victim's neck, 4. bank receipts,

withdraw slips, money orders, cancelled checks indicating a large

withdraw of money or expenditure to an individual, 5. personal
I

papers, letters or notes showing a payment of money for a. contract !

i
murder, 6. blood, hair and fibers from any location in the house

which indicates a struggle took place.

3. On December 22, 1985, the warrant was executed at the
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residence of the Defendant and removed from the laundry room of the

home was grass samples taken from the lawn mower.

4. The Fourth Amendment requires that warrants shall

particularly describe the things to be seized, prevents general

searches and prevents the seizure of one thing under a warrant

describing another. Marron v. United States. 275 U.S. 192 (1927),

Wiggins v. State. 315 Md. 232 (1989).

5. That warrant in this case did not authorize the seizure

of grass clippings.

WHEREFORE, Defendant prays:

A. That this Honorable Court suppress the introduction into ;

evidence of the grass clippings seized from the Defendant's

residence;

B. For such other and further relief as the nature of his

cause may require.

ICHARD M. KARCESKI
White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for Defendant

POINTS ANp AUTHORITIES

1. United States Constitution, Fourth Amendment.

2. Marron v. United States, 275 U.S. 192 (1927).

3. Wiggins v. State. 315 Md. 232 (1989).
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REQUEST FOR HEARING

The Defendant, Stanley M. Kosraas, by his attorneys, Richard

M. Karceski and White & Karceski, hereby request a hearing on

Defendant's Motion To Suppress Evidence.

rjha/[/i. fll.
I CHARD H. KARCESKI

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of
/

1990 a copy of the aforegoing Motion To Suppress Evidence was

mailed, postage prepaid, to Scott Shellenberger, Assistant State's

Attorney for Baltimore County, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland

21204 and Office of the State's Attorney for Somerset County, Court

House, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853.

_
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* * * *

*

*

*

*

*

* *

MOTION IN

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Cases 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

T.THTNK

Stanley M. Kosmas, Defendant, by his attorneys, Richard M.

Karceski and white & Karceski, moves this Honorable Court for an

Order prohibiting the State of Maryland from introducing evidence

that the victim has previously expressed fear that her husband

would kill her, and in support thereof states as follows:

1. It is anticipated that at the trial of this matter, the

prosecution will seek to introduce the testimony of a police ,

officer and several civilian witnesses that the victim, Makialane

Alexandra Kosmas/ told them that she was afraid the Defendant would

kill her.

2. As is more fully set forth in the accompanying memorandum

in support of this motion, such evidence is hearsay and does not

fall within any of the recognized hearsay exceptions and such

evidence has no probative value upon the substantive issues in the

case.

3. The prejudicial effect of such testimony outweighs any

conceivable probative value.
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ilCHARD M. KARCESKI
White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for Defendant

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this &l day of /Y)tiju , 1990,

a copy of the aforegoing Motion In Limine and Memorandum in support

thereof were mailed, postage prepaid, to Scott Shellenberger,

Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, 401 Bosley Avenue,

Towson/ Maryland 21204, and the office of the State's Attorney for

Somerset County, Courthouse, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853.

TCHARD M. KARCESKI QTsa
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STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

* * * *

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF
DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN L1MINE

At the trial in the above captioned matter, it is anticipated

that the prosecution will seek to introduce, through the testimony '
i

of a police officer and several civilian witnesses that the victim,

Makialane Alexandra Kosmas, told each of them, on separate

occasions that she was afraid that the Defendant would kill her.

Defendant objects to the introduction of this evidence on that

ground that is inadmissible hearsay and any probative value it

possesses is substantially outweighed by the prejudicial effect. '

ARGUMENT i

Hearsay is defined as, an out of court statement offered for

the truth of the matter asserted. A statement, made by the victim i
i

of a homicide, that she feared that the defendant would kill her,

inferentially implicates the defendant in the homicide and thus is

hearsay if it is offered for that purpose. However, such j

statements are admittedly of some value In presenting to the jury

a complete picture of all of the facts and circumstances

surrounding the homicide and thus, in cases involving similar

statements, prosecutors have attempted to have the statements

admitted s a state of mind exception to the hearsay rule- United
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States v. Brown, 490 F.2d. 758, (D.C. Cir. 1974), Cj,ark v. United

States, 412 A.2d. 21 (D.C. App, 1980), Fox...y..«_ United States. 421

A.2d. 9 (D.C. App. 1980), Campbell v. United States. 391 A.2d. 283

(D.C. App. 1978).

The state of mind exception to the hearsay rule permits the

introduction into evidence of "extrajudicial statements to show the
i

state of mind of the declarant," at the time it was made, if that
• • • j

is at issue in the case. United States v. Brown, 490 F.2d. 758, ;

762 (D.C, Cir. 1974) (emphasis added). The Maryland Courts
i

recognize a "declaration of mental state" exception in that a

I

declaration of present mental or emotional state is admissible to

show the state of mind or emotion of the declarant, if that is an '

issue. Rgfolnson v. State, 66 Md.App. 246, 503 A.2d. 72& (1586).

Under the state of mind exception (or the declaration of

mental state exception) several types of statements are admissible

because of their presumed reliability and probative value. £lax&
I

v. United States. 412 A.2d. 21 (D.C. App. 1980). The first is a

statement reflecting on the declarant's then existing mental or

emotional state. Although the statement is hearsay when testified

to by a witness it is admissible when the declarant's state of mind

is an issue. 412 A.2d. at 25. The second type of statement is one

in which the declarant has related a past bad act of the defendant.

This may also be admissible to prove the declarant's state of mind

if such is an issue. Finally, a statement reflecting an intent of

the declarant to perform an act in the future is admissible when

there is an issue as to whether the act was later performed, 421

A.2d. at 26.
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Pursuant, therefore, to this well established case law, the

testimony sought to be introduced by the prosecutor, is only

admissible for the limited purpose of showing the state of mind or

emotion of the declarant if such is an issue in the case or to show |

state of mind of declarant as to a future act if such is an issue

in the case. Thus the threshold inquiry becomes whether or not

declarant's state of mind is an issue in the case.

Although the Maryland courts are silent on this issue, the

decisions from the District of Columbia courts should be followed j

because both jurisdictions have adopted similar rules of evidence.
1

In homicide cases, the state of mind of the declarant is an issue

when the defendant is raising a claim of:
•

1) Self-defense - Statement that the victim feared the

defendant may be used to rebut a self defense claim by

showing that because of such fear it is unlikely that the
•

victim was the aggressor.
• • j

2) Suicide - Statement that the victim was afraid the I

defendant may kill her may be used to rebut defendant's

claim of suicide by showing a state of mind inconsistent

with a death wish, or

3) Accidental death - statement that victim feared defendant

may be used to rebut defendant's claim of accidental

death to show that victim would not have been with the

defendant. |
j

United States v. Brown. 490 P.2d. 758 (D.C. 1974), Clark v. Unites '
, 412 A.2d. 21 (D.C. App. 1980), Campbell v. United States,

391 A.2d. 283 (D.C. App. 1978)



o

YD

* ^
or*,



— ? * — MOH P.I

If it is determined that the state of mind of the declarant !

is an issue in the case, the statement that the victim was afraid

of the defendant is admissible under the hearsay exception with a

limiting instruction to the jury only if the statement itself is

probative of the question of the victim's state of mind. United.

States v. Brown. 490 F.2d. at 774. In order to determine the

probativeness of the statement a relevancy analysis is necessary.

In cases involving statements probative of the declarant's

state of mind, the rule permitting admission into evidence must be

balanced with the prejudicial effect of the statement. "That is,

where the limiting instruction is likely to be ineffective in its

purpose, the possible ensuing prejudice must be weighed against the

statements probative value.11 United States v. Brown, 490 F.2d. at

764. the principle danger in admitting such statements of fear is
i

that the jury will consider them not as reflecting on the victim's

state of mind but as a true indication of the defendant's
t

intentions, actions or culpability, United states v. Brown, 490

F.2d. at 766, Campbell v. United States, 391 A.2d. 283 (D.C. App.

1978). As recognized in Brown. (where the court held that it was

reversible error to permit murder victim's wife to testify that her

husband was afraid the defendant would kill him), "the improper

purpose for which the jury might consider the evidence bears
i

closely on the central question of the defendant's guilt or

innocence there is less likelihood that the jury will confine the

statement to its proper realm. Here the functional utility of the s

limiting instruction becomes doubtful." 490 F.2. at 766. Under

such circumstances, the probative value of the statement isI
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substantially outweighed by the prejudicial effect and thus should

not be admitted. Even where there is substantial relevance, the

statement may be "too explosive to be contained" by a limiting

instruction, in which case exclusion of the testimony is also

necessitated. United States v. Brownf 490 F.2d. at 773.

Thus in summarizing the existing case law, the testimony of

a witness that the victim expressed fear that the defendant would

kill her is inadmissible if offered to show that the defendant did

in fact kill her because it is hearsay. Such testimony is

admissible only for the purpose of showing the state of mind of the

victim if such is an issue. The state of mind of the victim is an

issue if the defendant is raising the defense of self defense,

suicide or accidental death. If the victim's state of mind is an

issue the statement is admissible with a limiting instruction to

the jury only if it is probative of the victim's state of wind and

such probative value substantially outweighs its prejudicial

effect. If the probative value of the statement does not outweigh

the prejudicial effect the statement, although relevant, is not

admissible.

In the case &ujb. JUStLc.©./ the only issue at trial is the

identity of the murderer. The defendant is not raising the defense

of self defense, suicide or accidental death nor is there is an

issue as to the happening of a future event. In Fox v. United

Siaiaa, 421 A.2d. 9 (D.C, App. i960) the court held that where the

only issue in the trial is the identity of the murderer, the
I

victim's state of mind is not an issue and thus the testimony of |

a witness that the victim had. expressed fear of the appellant !

— c: —
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should not. have been admitted and because of the prejudicial

effect, constituted reversible error. Therefore, because the
i

victim's state of itdnd is not an issue in t .-. case at bar, the

statement, although perhaps logically relevant, is not admissible*

Furthermore, should the court find that the victim's state of •

mind is an issue in the case the statement should not be admitted

because its prejudicial effect clearly outweighs any probative

value that it may possess with re d to the victim's state of
I

mind. The statement itself relates closely to the questions of the

defendant's guilt or innocence and thus it is extremely unlikely

that the jury would be able to follow a limiting instruction with

regard to the use of this evidence.

Therrr for the aforegoing reasons the Defendant

respectfully requests that the court grant his Motion In Liraine.

Respectfully submitted,

7 i J
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake
Suite loo
Towson, Maryland 21
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for Defendant
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* * * *

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

* * * * * *

MOTION IN LIMINE

Stanley M. Kosmas, Defendant, by his attorney, Richard M.

Karceski and White & Karceski, moves this Honorable Court for an

order permitting the Defendant to introduce evidence of prior

misconduct of the victim, and in support thereof states as follows:

1. The Defendant seeks to introduce evidence at his trial

that at the time surrounding the victim's death she was engaging

in extra marital affairs.

2. This evidence is offered for the sole purpose of

establishing that persons other than the Defendant had a motive to

commit the offense.

3. The case against the Defendant is completely

circumstantial and therefore identity of the perpetrator is in

issue.

4. Evidence of the victim's misconduct is strongly probative

of the issue of identity.

5. The evidence sought to be introduced by the Defendant is

clear and convincing as to the misconduct.

WHEREFORE, Defendant prays:

A. That this Honorable Court permit the Defendant to
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introduce evidence of the victim's prior misconduct;

B. For such other and further relief as the nature of his

cause may require.

CHARD M. KARCESKI oma

White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for Defendant

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

1. Harrison v. State. 276 Md. 122, 345 A.2d. 830 (1975).

2. Cross v. State, 282 Md. 468, 386 A.2d. 757 (1978).

REQUEST FOR HEARING

The Defendant, Stanley M. Kosmas, by his attorneys, Richard

M. Karceski and White & Karceski, respectfully request a hearing

on Defendant's Motion In Limine.

7,rJin/i/)L H).
ICHARD M. KARCESKI
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ,-?/ day of ., 1990,

a copy of the aforegoing Motion In Limine and Momorandum in support

thereof were mailed, postage prepaid, to Scott Shellenberger,

Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, 401 Bosley Avenue,

Towson, Maryland 21204, and the Office of the State's Attorney for

Somerset County, Courthouse, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853.

^RICHARD M. KARCESKI
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* * * *

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case: 86 CR 00423

* * * * * *

MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE

Now comes the Defendant, Stanley M. Kosmas, by Richard M.

Karceski and White & Karceski, his attorneys and moves this

Honorable Court to suppress the introduction into evidence of grass

clippings removed by the Baltimore County Police Department, from

Defendant's home and in support thereof states as follows:

1. On or about December 22, 1985, the Honorable William

Baldwin of the District Court of Maryland for Baltimore County,

Maryland signed a search warrant for the residence of the

Defendant, 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21237.

2. The warrant permits the search and seizure of the

following items: 1. the victim's car keys, 2. the victim's

clothing which in any way indicates damage from a struggle or

physical force, 3. ligatures or implements which would be

consistent with the marks on the victim's neck, 4. bank receipts,

withdraw slips, money orders, cancelled checks indicating a large

withdraw of money or expenditure to an individual, 5. personal

papers, letters or notes showing a payment of money for a contract

murder, 6. blood, hair and fibers from any location in the house

which indicates a struggle took place.

3. On December 22, 1985, the warrant was executed at the
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residence of the Defendant and removed from the laundry room of the

home was grass samples taken from the lawn mower.

4. The Fourth Amendment requires that warrants shall

particularly describe the things to be seized, prevents general

searches and prevents the seizure of one thing under a warrant

describing another. Marron v. United States. 275 U.S. 192 (1927),

Wiggins v. State. 315 Md. 232 (1989).

5. That warrant in this case did not authorize the seizure

of grass clippings.

WHEREFORE, Defendant prays:

A. That this Honorable Court suppress the introduction into

evidence of the grass clippings seized from the Defendant's

residence;

B. For such other and further relief as the nature of his

cause may require.

M. KARCESICHARD M. KARCESKI i
White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for Defendant

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

1. United States Constitution, Fourth Amendment.

2. Marron v. United States, 275 U.S. 192 (1927),

3. Wiggins v. State. 315 Md. 232 (1989).
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REQUEST FOR HEARING

The Defendant, Stanley M. Kosmas, by his attorneys, Richard

M. Karceski and White & Karceski, hereby request a hearing on

Defendant's Motion To Suppress Evidence.

A?.
RICHARD M. KARCESKI

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this <£/ day of

7
1990 a copy of the aforegoing Motion To Suppress Evidence was

mailed, postage prepaid, to Scott Shellenberger, Assistant State's

Attorney for Baltimore County, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland

21204 and Office of the State's Attorney for Somerset County, Court

House, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853.

/Y). fy, AS a nix.% y
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* * * *

*

*

*

*

*

* *

MOTION IN

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case: 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

LIMINE

Stanley M. Kosmas, Defendant, by his attorneys, Richard M.

Karceski and White & Karceski, moves this Honorable Court for an

Order prohibiting the State of Maryland from introducing evidence

that the victim has previously expressed fear that her husband

would kill her, and in support thereof states as follows:
....,.— "

1. It is anticipated that at the trial of this matter, the

prosecution will seek to introduce the testimony of a^ police

officer and several civilian witnesses that the victim, MaKialane

Alexandra Kosmas, told them that she was afraid the Defendant would

kill her.

2. As is more fully set forth in the accompanying memorandum

in support of this motion, such evidence is hearsay and does not

fall within any of the recognized hearsay exceptions and such

evidence has no probative value upon the substantive issues in the

case.

3. The prejudicial effect of such testimony outweighs any

conceivable probative value.
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JlMA/L
ICHARD M. KARCESKI

White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for Defendant

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of ffj/lju , 1990,

a copy of the aforegoing Motion In Limine and Memorandum in support

thereof were mailed, postage prepaid, to Scott Shellenberger,

Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, 401 Bosley Avenue,

Towson, Maryland 21204, and the Office of the State's Attorney for

Somerset County, Courthouse, Princess Anne, Maryland 21853.

£CHARD M. KARCESKI arryx
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*

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case: 86

* *

COURT

COUNTY

CR 00423

* *

~

STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* * * * *

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF
DEFENDANT'S MOTION IN LIMINE

At the trial in the above captioned matter, it is anticipated

that the prosecution will seek to introduce, through the testimony

of a police officer and several civilian witnesses that the victim,

Makialane Alexandra Kosmas, told each of them, on separate

occasions that she was afraid that the Defendant would kill her.

Defendant objects to the introduction of this evidence on that

ground that is inadmissible hearsay and any probative value it

possesses is substantially outweighed by the prejudicial effect.

ARGUMENT

Hearsay is defined as, an out of court statement offered for

the truth of the matter asserted. A statement, made by the victim

of a homicide, that she feared that the defendant would kill her,

inferentially implicates the defendant in the homicide and thus is

hearsay if it is offered for that purpose. However, such

statements are admittedly of some value in presenting to the jury

a complete picture of all of the facts and circumstances

surrounding the homicide and thus, in cases involving similar

statements, prosecutors have attempted to have the statements

admitted s a state of mind exception to the hearsay rule. United
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States v. Brown. 490 F.2d. 758, (D.C. Cir. 1974), Clark v. United

States. 412 A.2d. 21 (D.C. App. 1980), Fox v. United States, 421

A.2d. 9 (D.C. App. 1980), Campbell v. United States. 391 A.2d. 283

(D.C. App. 1978).

The state of mind exception to the hearsay rule permits the

introduction into evidence of "extrajudicial statements to show the

state of mind of the declarant," at the time it was made, i£ that

is at issue in the case. United States v. Brown, 490 F.2d. 758,

762 (D.C. Cir. 1974) (emphasis added). The Maryland Courts

recognize a "declaration of mental state" exception in that a

declaration of present mental or emotional state is admissible to

show the state of mind or emotion of the declarant, if that is an

issue. Robinson v. State. 66 Md.App. 246, 503 A.2d. 725 (1986).

Under the state of mind exception (or the declaration of

mental state exception) several types of statements are admissible

because of their presumed reliability and probative value. Clark

v. United States, 412 A.2d. 21 (D.C. App. 1980). The first is a

statement reflecting on the declarant's then existing mental or

emotional state. Although the statement is hearsay when testified

to by a witness it is admissible when the declarant's state of mind

is an issue. 412 A.2d. at 25. The second type of statement is one

in which the declarant has related a past bad act of the defendant.

This may also be admissible to prove the declarant's state of mind

if such is an issue. Finally, a statement reflecting an intent of

the declarant to perform an act in the future is admissible when

there is an issue as to whether the act was later performed. 421

A.2d. at 26.
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Pursuant, therefore, to this well established case law, the

testimony sought to be introduced by the prosecutor, is only

admissible for the limited purpose of showing the state of mind or

emotion of the declarant if such is an issue in the case or to show

state of mind of declarant as to a future act if such is an issue

in the case. Thus the threshold inquiry becomes whether or not

declarant's state of mind is an issue in the case.

Although the Maryland courts are silent on this issue, the

decisions from the District of Columbia courts should be followed

because both jurisdictions have adopted similar rules of evidence.

In homicide cases, the state of mind of the declarant is an issue

when the defendant is raising a claim of:

1) Self-defense - Statement that the victim feared the

defendant may be used to rebut a self defense claim by

showing that because of such fear it is unlikely that the

victim was the aggressor.

2) Suicide - Statement that the victim was afraid the

defendant may kill her may be used to rebut defendant's

claim of suicide by showing a state of mind inconsistent

with a death wish, or

3) Accidental death - Statement that victim feared defendant

may be used to rebut defendant's claim of accidental

death to show that victim would not have been with the

defendant.

United States v. Brown. 490 F.2d. 758 (D.C. 1974), Clark v. Unites

States. 412 A.2d. 21 (D.C. App. 1980), Campbell v. United States.

391 A.2d. 283 (D.C. App. 1978).

- 3 -
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If it is determined that the state of mind of the declarant

is an issue in the case, the statement that the victim was afraid

of the defendant is admissible under the hearsay exception with a

limiting instruction to the jury only if the statement itself is

probative of the question of the victim's state of mind. United

States v. Brown. 490 F.2d. at 774. In order to determine the

probativeness of the statement a relevancy analysis is necessary.

In cases involving statements probative of the declarant's

state of mind, the rule permitting admission into evidence must be

balanced with the prejudicial effect of the statement. "That is,

where the limiting instruction is likely to be ineffective in its

purpose, the possible ensuing prejudice must be weighed against the

statements probative value." United States v. Brown. 490 F.2d. at

764. the principle danger in admitting such statements of fear is

that the jury will consider them not as reflecting on the victim's

state of mind but as a true indication of the defendant's

intentions, actions or culpability, United States v. Brown. 490

F.2d. at 766, Campbell v. United States, 391 A.2d. 283 (D.C. App.

1978). As recognized in Brown, (where the court held that it was

reversible error to permit murder victim's wife to testify that her

husband was afraid the defendant would kill him), "the improper

purpose for which the jury might consider the evidence bears

closely on the central question of the defendant's guilt or

innocence there is less likelihood that the jury will confine the

statement to its proper realm. Here the functional utility of the

limiting instruction becomes doubtful." 490 F.2. at 766. Under

such circumstances, the probative value of the statement is
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substantially outweighed by the prejudicial effect and thus should

not be admitted. Even where there is substantial relevance, the

statement may be "too explosive to be contained" by a limiting

instruction, in which case exclusion of the testimony is also

necessitated. United States v. Brown, 490 F.2d. at 773.

Thus in summarizing the existing case law, the testimony of

a witness that the victim expressed fear that the defendant would

kill her is inadmissible if offered to show that the defendant did

in fact kill her because it is hearsay. Such testimony is

admissible only for the purpose of showing the state of mind of the

victim if such is an issue. The state of mind of the victim is an

issue if the defendant is raising the defense of self defense,

suicide or accidental death. If the victim's state of mind is an

issue the statement is admissible with a limiting instruction to

the jury only if it is probative of the victim's state of mind and

such probative value substantially outweighs its prejudicial

effect. If the probative value of the statement does not outweigh

the prejudicial effect the statement, although relevant, is not

admissible.

In the case sub judicef the only issue at trial is the

identity of the murderer. The defendant is not raising the defense

of self defense, suicide or accidental death nor is there is an

issue as to the happening of a future event. In Fox v. United

States. 421 A.2d. 9 (D.C. App. 1980) the court held that where the

only issue in the trial is the identity of the murderer, the

victim's state of mind is not an issue and thus the testimony of

a witness that the victim had expressed fear of the appellant

- 5 -
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should not have been admitted and because of the prejudicial

effect, constituted reversible error. Therefore, because the

victim's state of mind is not an issue in the case at bar, the

statement, although perhaps logically relevant, is not admissible.

Furthermore, should the court find that the victim's state of

mind is an issue in the case the statement should not be admitted

because its prejudicial effect clearly outweighs any probative

value that it may possess with regard to the victim's state of

mind. The statement itself relates closely to the questions of the

defendant's guilt or innocence and thus it is extremely unlikely

that the jury would be able to follow a limiting instruction with

regard to the use of this evidence.

Therefore, for the aforegoing reasons the Defendant

respectfully requests that the court grant his Motion In Limine.

Respectfully submitted,

/Y).
[CHARD M. KARCESKI

White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for Defendant
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WITNESS LIST

~

// Michael Kosnvos
// 404 South Oldham Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Edward Mattson
// 302 E. Joppa Road
^ Apt. 810

Baltimore, Maryland 21204

Edna Carrick
/ 6431 Hartwait Street

// Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Michelle Blackwell
300 E. Tujunga Avenue
Apt. Ill "
Burbank, California 91502

ifelen Prodranou
-W4024 Baker Lane

Baltimore, Maryland 21236

Mary J. Alban
/J 2102 Shire Court

Fallston, Maryland 21047

Paula Nyitra
8626 Delegge Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Wayne Ross
8047 Ocean Pines
Berlin, Maryland 21811

Officer Charles Leader, #1981
Precinct 9
White Marsh
Baltimore County Police Dept.

,Det. Donald Pfouts, #1855
CID
Baltimore County Police Dept.

•oM

\)

jf

/
/

y

Detective Milton Duckworth, #2136
Polygraph Headquarters
Baltimore County Police Dept.

Robert Donald
2928 Berwich Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21234

Christine Mattson
302 E, Joppa Road, Apt 810
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

James Simms
Maryland State Police
Crime Lab
1201 Reisterstown Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21208
Sgt. Lenny Butt
Crime Lab
Baltimore county Police Dept.

Connie Bascasnot
9102 Perryvale Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

'John Smialek
Office of the MEdical Examiner
111 Penn Street
Baltimore, Maryalnd 21201

Aris Mellissaratos
3629 Elmora Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21213

Michael Vatenos
8703 Deleggi Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Wayne Maranko
235 S. Madeira Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21231
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Alexis Kosmos
404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Gregory Kosmos
404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Detective Doug Reed, 1208
Baltimore County Police Headquarters
Crime Lab

Detective Gregory Kolberg, #1566

Paul Weinstein
Suite 1209
Court Square Building
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
Bradly Baker
1 Dutrow Court
Apt. 2B
Baltimore, Maryland

Laura Jean Clary
5 Dutrow Court
Apt. 2B
Baltimore, Maryland

Robert Phillips
/ Aron Phillips
1119 Rosedale Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

J

21237

21237

21237

Work Address
Suite 1700
36 S. Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201



P SM3 &3E r b b
RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

NO INSURANCE COVERAGE PROVIDED
NOT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL

(See Reverse)

Sent to

MICHELLE BLACKWELL
Street and No 300 E. TUOUSGA 7M3SLE

AT3V 1 1 1

P.O., State and ZIP Code

H1RRPNK. C?T..TKHgA 91502
Postage

Certified Fee

Special Delivery Fee

Restricted Delivery Fee

in
3
0)
c

Return Receipt showing
to whom and Date Delivered

Return Receipt showing to whom.
Date, and Address of Delivery

TOTAL Postage and Fees

Postmark or Date



STICK POSTAGE STAMPS TO ARTICLE TO COVER FIRST CLASS POSTAGE,
CERTIFIED MAIL FEE, AND CHARGES FOR ANY SELECTED OPTIONAL SERVICES, (see front)

1. If you want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right of the return address leaving
the receipt attached and present the article at a post office service window or hand it to your rural carrier,
(no extra charge)

2. If you do not want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub to the right of the return address ot
the article, date, detach and retain the receipt, and mail the article.

3. If you want a return receipt, write the certified mail number and your name and address on a return
receipt card, Form 3811, and attach it to the front of the article by means of the gummed ends if space per-
mits. Otherwise, affix to back of article. Endorse front of article RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
adjacent to the number.

4. If you want delivery restricted to the addressee, or to an authorized agent of the addressee, endorse
RESTRICTED DELIVERY on the front of the article.

5. Enter fees for the services requested in the appropriate spaces on the front of this receipt. If return
receipt is requested, check the applicable blocks in item 1 of Form 3811.

6. Save this receipt and present it if you make inquiry. U.S.G.P.O. 1989-234-555



Office Of

&jt State's Attomeg
for Somerset County

°HlNCE WlLLiAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21B53

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

• No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

' Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Michelle Biackweli 300 E. Tujunga Avenue
Apt. Ill
Burbank, California 91502

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

!' 11
0 L o g a n C . Widdowson

State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

)ate Issued: May 23, 1990

V-^y < Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

£be *tatrB Attonug
for Somerset Count if

^•fllNCE WILL/AM STR6E r

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ArTOflNEv

r
State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosraas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

-

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Mary J. Alban 2102 Shire Court
Fallston, Maryland 21236

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

6REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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(Wee Of

<Xt|e State's Attonug
fur Somerxet County

°RINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at thi
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Wayne Ross 8047 Ocean Pines
Berlin, Maryland 21236

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Ubgan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

Zl)t State's Attumeg
fur Somerset County

PRINCE WiLL:A« STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES AFT ORNCV

r
State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

dayne Maranko 235 S. Madeira Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by.
gan

State's

Wi ddoMSon
Attorney

for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

Zht State's Attorneti
lor Somerset County

=«INCE W I L L I A M STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at tl
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Doug Reed, 1208 Baltimore County Police
Headquarters

Crime Lab

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

ogan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail

not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

z I e r k
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department





Office Of

(Lift State's Attonug
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTQHNEv

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosraas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Gregory Kolberg, #1566 Baltimore County Police
Headquarters

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

gan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

Jhe State's Attonutt
for Somerset County

=>RINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

• ~ ~

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Bradley Baker 1 Dutrwo Court
Apt. 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

bv ̂  ..—•v-W^cy
L-ogan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

<% State's Attunuu
tor Somerset County

"UlNCE W I L L : A M S T R E E T

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIODOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEV

^

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

• No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

" In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County. Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Aron Phi 11ips 1119 Rosedale Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

J L o g a n C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served .
Sheriff's Department



ED

' " J

•

OF



(Wee Of

\Ll\t State's ArturntQ
tor Somerset County

°fltNCE WILLIAM STREET
PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND

21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 CriminaT Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Phillips 1119 Rosedale Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan t. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTOHNCV

I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy d e l i v e r e d to w i t n e s s on date indicated b e l o w .

ate Served
S h e r i f f ' s D e p a r t m e n t



0



(Wee Of

vEbt %tatx'a AttonttQ
tor S<jmerset County

SfllNCE WHuAW STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

~

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

" In the Circuit Court for

" Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at thn
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Laura Jean Clary 5 Dutrwo Court
Apt. 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I.TheodorePhoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department





Office Of

&\\t fctertra Attonug
lor Somerset County

^ I N C E WILLIAM STREE*

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATT OHNEV

' ~

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

" No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Donald 2928 Berwich Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMER'SET COUNTY

f* i ~P^&*=*j--*-<.

an C. Hiddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk-

I. Tfieodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department



ED

• n 4 « ?



(Woe Of

3tye State's Attonug
lor Somerset ('uuntu

"RtNCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIQDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

r
State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Christine Mattson 302 E. Joppa Road
Apt. #810
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

ate Served
Sheriff's Department



ED



Office Of

(2It|r State's Attnrneg
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATT OHNE*

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosaas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

James Simms Maryland State Police
Crime Lab
1201Reistertown Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR, SOMERSET COUNTY

-Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00

A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail

not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department



^'



(Wee Of

States

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Sgt. Lenny Butt Crime Lab
Baltimore County Police Dept.

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

>gan t. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

/•€-, Clerk
I. T h e o d o r e P h o e b u s

S H E R I F F ' S RETURN

S u m m o n e d and copy d e l i v e r e d to w i t n e s s on date i n d i c a t e d b e l o w .

tor Somerset County

PRINCE mxUtt STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

Date Served
S h e r i f f ' s Department

m
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Office Of

QXft Slate's Attarnm
for Somerset (aunty

°RlNCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTo«Nev

r
State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

~

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

" In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at the
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Connie Bascasnot 9102 Perryvale Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTYzx

JJ-
L<̂ gan C. wTiddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. "Theodore Pfioebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department



ED

•



Office Of

t\t State's Attonug
for Somerset County

.AW StREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTQflWV

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

• No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

' In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Michael Vatenos 8703 Deleggi Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I.TheodorePhoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department



FILED



Office Of

She (State's Artnrnrg
fur Somerset County

=RlNCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE SATTORNEV

~

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland-

Edward Mattson 302 E. Joppa Road
Apt. 810
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan 't. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department





Office Of

hf State's Attonug
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNC*

-

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Helen Prodromou 4024 Baker Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

L#gan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

6REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

A /]/-. Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

ate Served
Sheriff's Department

el
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(Wee Of'

ffilje fctattB Atturntvi
tor Somerset County

ORlNCE WlUIAM STHEET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

~

• No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

" Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Paula Nyitra 8626 Delegge Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

>gan C. Middowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

6REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department



.
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Office Of

iEhe mate's AttonuQ

lor Somerset County
PRINCE WiLLiAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTOBN6V

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

~

• No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

• In the Circuit Court for

• Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Officer Charles Leader #1981

c

Precint 9
White Marsh
BaTtimore County Police

Department

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
^"~7 FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Jt—(tA\ l\—7-

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

6REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

tate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

>ate Served
Sheriff's Department



£0



Office Of

Stje State's Attorney
tor Somerset County

=«INCE WtLL:AM STREgT

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORN€V

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

^

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at thi
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Det. Donald Pfouts CID
Baltimore County Police

Department

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department



.



(Wee Of

<% mate's AttorneQ
fur Somerset County

=>RlNCE ** lu :AM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MAflVLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNtv

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

• No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

• In the Circuit Court for

• Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Det. Milton Duckworth #2136 Polygraph Headquarters
Baltimore County Police Dept.

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
:or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. fheodore PKoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department



^



Office Of

(Ztye State's Attonug
fur Somerset County

"fllNCE WiLLfAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTOHNE v

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosnas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

~

• No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

" Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Alexis Kosmos 404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

togan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Cl erk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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(Wee Of

Z\\t State's Attumrg
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLANO
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
5TATES ATTofiNtT

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

~

" No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

' In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at tl
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Gregory Kosmos 404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

\ ^4
'Logan C. WTddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Aron Phillips Suite 1700
36 S. Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

V^~"-<XX
ogan C. Widdowson

State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

State's A t t o n u n [ s u m m o n e d a n d c o p y d e l i v e r e d t o w i t n e s s o n d a t e i n d i c a t e d b e l o w .
tor Somerset County

Date Served"SINCE WI^ .AM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
5TATES ATTORNEY

Sheriff's Department



.



(Wee Of

3Hfe State's AttnrntD
fur Somerset County

=qiNCF WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORN6V

- -

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosnas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

" Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Phillips Suite 1700
36 S. Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by.
£'ogan C. Niddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore 7Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department



03



Office Of

Stye dtatr's Attonug
for Somerset County

PRINCE WlUlAM SiREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

" Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at thi
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Paul Wei nstei n Suite 1209
Court Square Building
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

.ogan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

6REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

State's
for Somerset County

"HINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

r
State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Michael Kosmos 404 South Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Lojgan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
:or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Tneodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department



.;



OtHce Of

She State's AttonuQ

lor Somerset County
PRINCE WlL-iAM STREE"

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTOflKV

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Edna Carrick 6431 Hartwait Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

&•¥_ '

ogan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

umraoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

tlljt &tatf'a Attnrneo
for Somerset County

PRINCE WlLL:AM STREE'

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
J'853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C, WIODOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

"

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

• No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

' In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

John Smialek Office of the Medical Examiner
111 Penn Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by.
Lo-gan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
ot at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Tneodore Ph'oebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

umnoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

ailie &tatiB Attorntn
lor Somerset County

fi'QlNCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21653

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTOWtfv

~ ~

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Aris Mellissaratos 3629 Elmora Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C . Wi dcTowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETIN6:

You an hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
\.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail

not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
RUSSELLJ.WH.TE ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043 R E p L Y T a

RICHARD M. KARCESKI • TOWSON /(301) 583-1325
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS a ELLICOTTCITY/(301) 750-7080
THOMAS P. BERNIER

May 29, 1990

FEDERAL EXPRESS

Clerk, Circuit Court for
Somerset County

Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Attention: Ms. Dottie Phillips

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 00423

Dear Ms. Phillips:

Enclosed please find Subpoenas for filing in the above-
captioned matter. Once the Subpoenas have been signed, I would
appreciate you returning them to me by Federal Express for service
by a private process server. A completed Airbill and envelope has
been enclosed for their return.

Thank you very much for your assistance.

Very truly yours,

Ifj.

RMK/amk
Enclosures

Richard M. Karceski

//z

f
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STATE

V.

OF

STANLEY

STATE OF

MARYLAND

M. KOSMAS

MARYLAND,

*

*

*

*

* * *

SUBPOENA

SOMERSET COUNTY:

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

TO: Major Robert Oatman
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

u



*

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

J
Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

Lfi
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No: 86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Major Walter Coreyal
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



*>

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date/ / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

2

/ (4



*

STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * Case No: 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Robert Phillips
7020 Sollers Point Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222
(Baltimore County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



*

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mrs. Erin Phillips
7020 Sollers Point Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222
(Baltimore County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

*- . (
Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



~

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No: 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Francis H. Crawford
3 Dutrow Court
Apt. 1C
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



. ' •

~

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

~

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. James Musciano
6704 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be hecessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



T

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

* Case No: 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mrs. Helen Musciano
6704 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

/



-

- -

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date/ Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Katherine R. Dreste
2316 Rock Spring Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014
(Harford County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attor r.ey

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



- ~

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

til



•

STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

v. * FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * Case No: 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Laverne Keene
1911 Norwick Road
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061
(Anne Arundel County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



- ^

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



-

STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * Case No: 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Michael Pulver, Esquire
SANDBOWER, GABLER & L7SHAUGHNESSY
22 E. Fayette Street
5th Floor
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
(Baltimore City)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.



Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Edna Carrick
2051 Guy Way
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



- -*

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

. -Sr
Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Norma J. Hansen
345 Bigley Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



V

STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * Case No: 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Margaret Kuczinski
Rossville Inn
8776 Philadelphia Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



~

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

(,4



*

-

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Keith Barberis
105 Galewood Road
Timonium, Maryland 21093

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



-
-

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



m
• o

STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * Case No: 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. George W. Weinreich
4304 E. Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



- -
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Laura J. Clary
5 Dutrow Court
Apt. 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



-
~

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

/'V^
Date 7 Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



'
*

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mrs. Diane Bowman
6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



-

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



~

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. John E. Bowman
6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



-

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND

v .

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mrs. Ruth Callender
6703 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



~

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



.

-

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. John Callender
6703 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

;



-

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

\



~

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Karen Kauff
3 3 Sorgen Court
Essex, Maryland 21220

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-746 3, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



-

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

di-
Date

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



~

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Officer Charles Jackson
I.D. 2645
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date/ Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



' -

STATE OF

V.

STANLEY

STATE OF

MARYLAND

M. KOSMAS

MARYLAND,

*

*

*

*

* * *

SUBPOENA

SOMERSET COUNTY:

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

TO: Ms. Rosa A. Hall
Dukes Motel
7905 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



->

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date7 Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



' ~

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Sister Michael Kathleen
St. Clements Convent
1220 Chesaco Avenue
Rosedale, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



-

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date/ Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



~ -

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Edward Green
Friendship Square
P.O. Box 1693
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



- ~

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

^
Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



~ "

STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Robert F. Wuenschel
6221 Pilgrim Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



-

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

£?S~~J&€*~Z

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mrs. Carol Wuenschel
6221 Pilgrim Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



- ^

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



~

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mrs. Karen M. Randlett
5216 King Arthur Circle
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



~
-

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



_ - •
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR

* SOMERSET COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * Case No: 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Keith Randlett
5216 King Arthur Circle
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



-

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date7 Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Dr. Konstantinos G. Dritzas
Good Samaritan Hospital of Maryland, Inc.
5601 Loch Raven Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21239

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



~

~

•

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Helen Prodromou
4024 Baker Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



~ -

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

DateT Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



~

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Congresswoman Helen Delich Bentley
200 E. Joppa Road
Shell Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



~
~

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



~ ~

STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case No: 86 CR 00423

* *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: C. Bascanot
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June



-

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



~

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT

FOR

SOMERSET

Case No:

* *

COURT

COUNTY

86 CR 00423

STATE OF MARYLAND, SOMERSET COUNTY:

TO: Dr. Oscar B. Hunter
Montgomery County, Maryland

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Somerset County, Maryland, Court House, Princess

Anne, Maryland 21853 at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, June 11, 1990 to

continue from day to day until completed, to testify on behalf of

the Defendant in the above-captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on June

11, 1990 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose address is

5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117 and whose

telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to June 6, 1990. You

should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers and an

indication of when you can be reached. Should you not contact Mr.

Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as Ordered on June j

11, 1990. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he will advise you that



~ -

you will be able to be placed on call so as to inconvenience you

as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date / Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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Office Of

(% State's Attnrnen
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

'

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

^

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Wayne Ross 8047 Ocean Pines W
Berlin, Maryland 21236

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTYI

>gan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

late Issued: May 23, 1990

P- Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served • O n

Sheriff's Depart men t 5F

fm
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A SENDER: Compi- items 1 and 2 when additional services are desir and complete items
~ 3 and 4.
Put your address in t, 'RETURN TO" Space on the reverse side. Failure to . this will prevent this
card from being returned to you. The return receipt fee will provide vou the name of the person delivered
to and the date of delivery. For additional fees the following services are available. Consult postmaster
for fees and check box(es) for additional service(s) requested.
1. D Show to whom delivered, date, and addressee's address. 2. D Restricted Delivery

(Extra charge) (Extra charge)

3. Article Addressed to:

MICHELLE BLACKWELL
300 E. TUJUNGA AVENUE
APT. I l l
BUEBANK, CALIFORNIA 91502

^v^-~-—> ^^—y ••
^Signature, — Address >^ jf F

7. Date of Delivery N - V / ]

4. Article Number
P 243 832 366

Type of Service:
1 1 Registered LJ Insured
E Certified D COD
"1 Fvnrpis Mail ~1 Return ReceiptLJ €xpre<ss Mail LJ f o r M e r c h a ng i s e

Always obtain signature of addressee
^ar^agem and' 6KTE" DJELIVERED.

8. Addressee's Address (ONLY if
/ requested and fee paid)

)

PS Form 3 8 1 1 , Mar. 1988 , 3.0. 1988-212-865 DOMESTIC RETURN RECEIPT



UNITED STATES POS SERVICE

OFFICIAL BUSINESS

SENDER INSTRUCTIONS
Print your name, address and ZIP Code
In the space below.
• Complete Items 1,2. 3, and 4 on the

reverse.
• Attach to front of article If space

permits, otherwise affix to back of
article.

• Endorse article "Return Receipt
Requested" adjacent to number. CASE # 86-CR-00423

PENALTY FOR PRIVATE
USE, $300

RETURN
TO

Print Sender's name, address, and ZIP Code in the space below.

CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

P.O. BOX 99, PRINCESS ANNE, MD. 21853



Office Of

QUje State's AttarntH
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

- fcM
* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Case*

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Officer Charles Leader #1981 Precint 9
White Marsh
Baltimore County Police

Department

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
ot at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served ^ Q y / r ^
Sheriff's Department



• 0

•

«0 i f(
I

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

, • • • .

: .

FILED

i 55 W *



Office Of

31)E State's Attorneg

for Somerxet County
PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTOHNEV

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminajf

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Aron Phillips 1119 Rosedale Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

-—
•
• i

o
o

•

to
' •

m

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990,-lit 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on be&ilf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. H"erjŜ f fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. fheodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served /&%"/ ' & Cr-^ '
Sheriff's Department

1»OT SERVED _
SHERIFF

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
J. fnWARD MAIONB
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I

She States Atturneg
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDOOWSON
STATE S ATToONCV

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequentTy rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Aron Phi 11ips 1119 Rosedale Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Middowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

Ws\t State's Attnrnetl
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21B53

TELEPHONE 651-3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 C r i m i n a l Cases

* I n t he C i r c u i t Cour t f o r

* Somerset Coun ty , Mary land

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Phillips 1119 Rosedale Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

an C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

——

: :• :

1

m
o
o

1

: :

i n

oYou are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 19^0^-at 9:00
.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on b(SHalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail

not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served /y*?//D <Z</
Sheriff's Department

COST i -

19

NOT/SERVED
SHERIFF

• BALTIMORE COUNTY
J. EDWARD HAAIONB

kLl™. 19



I

•

:

•

•

I

•

I :

•

FllEO

• • • •

b •



(Wee Of

Z\]t *tettB Attonug
for Somerset County

OBINCE WHL'AM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WI0DOWS0N
STATE S ATTOflN€v

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

' No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

" In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<!
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Phillips 1119 Rosedale Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

\

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

<Btfe State's Attarneg
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

~

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Bradley Baker 1 &*Ttrwo Court
A*t. 2B

/Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by.
>gan C. Widdowson

State's Attorney
for Somerset County

1

-

* *
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0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
:or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Pnoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date; indi

ate Served \£ ' I
Sheriffs Depart

be low .

COST

91JMM0NED

NOT SERVED

UNTY
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Office Of

SUfe State's Attamteg
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

John Smialek Office of the Medical
111 Penn Street
Baltimore, Maryland

Examiner

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTRY 5

by.
Lo-gan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

•

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED: x jj \

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

»ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Tneodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to wit

Date Served

te indicated below.

heriff's Department
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Office Of

(Blfe State's Attarneg
for Somerset County

PHINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

r
State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at thi
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Ari s Mel 1issaratos 3629 Elmora Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by
Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

late Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy de l i ve red to wi tness on date i nd i ca ted below.

erved ViO ^^ ^ /ifl&x,f\0"r

Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

<% State's Attarnen
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET
PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE'S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stan!ey Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial datgj to tesjfcci
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Edna Carrick 6431 Hartwait Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

)

ogan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

)ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I.Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

HH(t State's AttonuQ

tor Somerset County
°RINCE WILLIAM STREET

PHINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

" Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue sunnons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Edna Carri ck 6431 Hartwait Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

o g a n C . Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

6REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I . T h e o d o r e P h o e b u s

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department

.
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-5 ££->€-Q
Alexis Kosmos

jffclV*'

Office Of

®t?e State's Attorney
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE'S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

ATTORNEY
- n •

- H"

County

Ln

CO
C3

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail

not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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C Wee O/'

/or Somerset County
PfllNCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Gregory Kosmos 404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

. r

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETIN6:

* a

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00

A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail

not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore PKoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosraas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Michael Kosmos 404 South Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
> x FOR SOMERSET COUNTY ±5

/U?(UJtjQ-*»—'—

by.
Lotgan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

- r
C O -

Office Of

dlije State's Attorneg

for Somerset County
PHINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

I. Th e o d o r e P h o e b u s

S H E R I F F ' S RETURN

Summoned and copy d e l i v e r e d to w i t n e s s on date indicated b e l o w .

Date Served
S h e r i f f ' s D e p a r t m e n t
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Office Of

<H\t State's Attonug

for Svmemel County
PRINCE WILL •* STREE !

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES AlTORNfv

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Officer T. Murmane Baltimore County Police
Parkville Precinct

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
DMERSET COUNTY

ftogan C.Widddwson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

Clerk

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served __^__^_r,
Sheriff's Department

tit



Office Of

Hbt State's AttonuQ

for Somerset County
BfllNCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTOflNf*

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

"

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Kity Felzanis 404 Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

jogan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

Clerk

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department



Office Of

Slje t^tatt'e Attonug
for Somerset County

PflWCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATT O R « v

"

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Karen Ford-Gentry CID
Baltimore County Police
Headquarters
Towson, Mary1and

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
SOMERSET COUNTYTOR

ClWiddbwson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department



(f isi)
Office Of

3Uft W H U ' B Attornrn
for Sumersel County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21B53

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE'S ATTORK*

State of Maryland * No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

vs. * In the Circuit Court for

Stanley M. Kosmas * Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Ed Naylor Homicide Squad
Baltimore County Police Department

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
____ iJOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by s^~~ ^^Cv -^ITAJLU
v Logan C. Widaowson

State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

y ^///" <^—*)// / J^^^^yjZ^Z*^ \ -=?f£~jZ._/ Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department

*



Office Of

2tyr J*tatr'fi
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STIVE'
PRINCESS ANN* MARYLAND

21S53

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WI0DOWS0N
STATE S ATTOfWEV

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Jay Garrisi

~

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Howard County Sheriff's Dept.
Courthouse
Ellicott City, Maryland

QvvrcCE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
EQR^SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

JREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

Clerk
Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department

1
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Office Of

Hjc State's Attonug
for Styn-arsel County

PHtNCE WILLIAM STflEE"

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTOW«*

~

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Special Agent Michael Malone FBI Lab
Washington, D.C. 20535

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

L$gan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department



Office Of

ffitje State's Attornen
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

^

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Mary J. Alban 2102 Shire Court
Fallston, Maryland 21236

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Lo^an C
State's

Widdowson
Attorney

for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11,
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case,
not at your peril and have you then and there this

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

m
en

Circuit
1990, at
on behal

Hereof
wr i t.

Court
9:00

f of
fail

_Clerk
I. Tfieodore Phoebus

S H E R I F F ' S RETURN

Summoned and copy del i v e r e d to witness on dapb indica4^ed below.

Date S
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

3Itje State's Attonug
lor Somerset County

PRINCE WIUiAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Mary J. Alban 2102 Shire Court
Fallston, Maryland 21236

OFFICE OF THE STATEfS ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

j
Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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SUMMONED

NOT SER

OF BAL
J. ED

Office Of

QJlje State's Attorney

for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Sgt. Lenny_Butt

- 19

Crime Lab
Baltimore County Police Dept.

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

HERIFF
MORE COUNTY
ARD MAIONB

gan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00

A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail

not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served ̂ f3ll ̂  £> K&
Sheriff's Department
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SUMMONED

SERVED

BE BALT
OLEDV.

Offlce Of

<Ei|e State's
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PHINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

"

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland. /- « /

Detective Gregory Kolberg, #1566

Jt
$ AT

19

Baltimore County Police
Headquarters

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

— /

ER1FF
ORE COUNTY
ID MALONE

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

/ogan Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
ot at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served 4f/3i11 ' #(t
Sheriff's Department
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tStje State's Attorneg

far Somerset County
PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND

21653

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON

*
~

RECD

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In _tb# Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, MarylandSomers

A 8- n
SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Doug Reed, 1208 Baltimore County Police
Headquarters

Crime Lab

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

ogan Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETIN6:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

C l e r k19
SHERIFF

Cf. BALTIMORE COUNTY
Jk EDWARD MALONB

I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department

1
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Office Of

<St|c ^tate'B Attorneg
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Det. Milton Duckworth #2136 Polygraph Headquarters
Baltimore County Police Dept.

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department
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SUMMONED

MOT .SERVED
Si

OF BALTIM
J. EOWAR

Office Of

Stye State's Attornen
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland * No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

vs. * In the Circuit Court for

Stanley KosmasREC'D SHERIFF'S 0 , Somerset County, Maryland

JUN-U A 8-- IM

SUMMONS

THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:
Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th

trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Det. Donald Pfouts CID
Baltimore County Police

Department

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

19 Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

(IFF

RE COUNTY
M ALONE

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail

not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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STATS OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY KOSMAS

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

CASE NO. 86-CR-0423

STATE'S ANSWER 1O DEFENDANT'S MOTION
TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE

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

Scott D. Shellenberger and Mark H. Tilkin, Assistant State's Attorneys for

Baltimore County, and in Answer to Defendant's Motion to Suppress Evidence,

says the following:

1. On or about December 22, 1985, a search warrant signed by the Honorable

William Baldwin of the District Court of Maryland for Baltimore County authorizing

a search of 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21237 was executed on that day.

2. That the warrant permitted the seizure of numerous articles including

"Blood, hair, and fibers from any location in the house which indicates that a

struggle took place".

3. That on December 22, 1985 members of the Baltimore County Police Department

upon executing the search warrant seized cut grass samples from the laundry room

of the residence.

4. That prior to the execution of the warrant, Detective Duckworth conducted

an extensive search of the area where the body was found, and observed cut grass

on the victim's bare feet.

5. That the cut grass constitutes a "fiber" which is an article specifically

enumerated in the search and seizure warrant.

6. That items which are not specifically enumerated in the warrant may be

seized, if during the execution of the warrant the police inadvertantly find in

"plain view" an item which they have reason to believe is evidence. Norwood v.

State, 55 Md. App. 503 (1983).
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7. That even if the grass was not an item specifically enumerated in the

search and seizure warrant, it was lawfully seized because based on the search

of the location where the body was found it was immediately apparent that the grass

may have been evidence in this case.

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

Motion to Suppress the grass clippings seized from the Defendant's residence.

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

P.
SCOTT D. SHELLEf
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

MARK H. TILKIN
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that a copy of the aforegoing State's Answer to Defendant's

Motion to Suppress Evidence was se»fe-this £ day of June, 1990, to Richard

Karceski, Esquire, 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite 100, Towson, Maryland 21204.

ZOTT D. SHELLEMBERGER
ssistant Staters Attorney

for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

SDS:MHT:dmf y
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

CASE NO.: 86 CR 0423

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF STATE'S ANSWER TO
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPRESS EVIDENCE

The Defendant seeks to exclude from evidence at trial grass clippings which

were seized from the Defendant's house. He states the bases for the exclusion

is because the item to be seized, namely the grass clippings, were not specific-

ally enumerated in the search and seizure warrant. The State's agrument in

oppostion to the Defendant's position is two fold: 1. the wording "blood, hair,

and fiber" as written in the search and seizure warrant encompasses the grass that

was seized from the Defendant's residence; and 2. even if a seized item is

not specifically mentioned in a search and seizure warrant it should not be

excluded if it was found in plain view while the officers were lawfully on the

premises .

In order to get a full understanding of the various arguments it is necessary

to briefly explain the pertinent facts of this case. In December of 1985, the

victim in this case Marilyn Kosmas was killed. The victim was the Defendant's

wife. The victim's body was found in the back seat of her car which was found

in close proximity to the house in which both the victim and Defendant resided.

Found on the victim's bare feet was cut grass. A search and seizure warrant was

executed on the defendant' s house. Found in the laundry room of the house was

cut grass. The officer, being the same one who examined the scene where the

body was found, immediately recognized the significance of the grass and it was

seized.

The first and foremost argument by the State is that the use of the word

"fiber" in the search warrant encompasses the grass that was seized. It is



~
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undisputed that a warrant must describe with particularity the items to be

seized. (Wiggins v. State, 315 Md 232 (1989)).

The word "fiber" as defined in Webster's Seventh New Collegiate Dictionary

is defined as follows: 1. a thread or a structure or object resembling a thread:

as a (1): a slender root (as of a grass) " The items seized clearly fit into

the definition that Webster's gives. Therefore, the grass, being a fiber, was

properly seized under the conditions of the search warrant. The grass is also

important as it possibly shows where a struggle took place. Since there was cut

grass on the victim's feet a reasonable inference could be drawn that the grass

on her feet came from the laundry room where the grass was seized. This becomes

especially important when one learns that the victim stated that she was going

to do laundry on the night she died. For that reason the grass was properly

seized.

Even if the grass was not found to be within the particularity requirement

of the search warrant, the seizure of the grass was still lawful under the Plain

View Doctrine. The Courts, recognizing that it is practically impossible to

know in advance all of the evidence to be found at a crime scene, has applied the

Plain View Doctrine to seizures utilizing a warrant.

There are four requirements which must be met in order to apply the Plain

View doctrine. They are: 1. police have a prior justification for the intrusion,

2. find evidence in plain view, 3. the evidence is found inadvertantly, and

4. it is immediately apparent to the police that what they seize as evidence.

State v. Wilson, 367 A.2d 1223 (1977).

In the case of a search with a warrant, it is apparent that there is prior

justification to enter the premises. In this case, if the grass was found in

plain view and it was immediately apparent to the officer that it was evidence,

than the grass should be admitted. That is true even if it is found that the
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grass is not contained within the search warrant. This reasoning is well-

established in Maryland Law. See Norwood v. State, 55 Md. App. 503 (1983), where

the Courts of Special Appeals found that "Police officers' seizure of keys not

specified in otherwise valid search warrant for Defendant's apartment was lawful,

because there had been no signs of forced entry into the locked apartment of

rape victim, so that officer had "probable cause" to believe that a pass key had

afforded the unlawful entry and would thus be evidence associated with the crime..."

The Defense relies on State v. Wiggins 315 Md. 232 (1989), where the Court

found unlawful the seizure of certain evidence not specifically enumerated in the

warrant. However, the reasoning of that decision was because the articles that

\;s;:e ^aized v,7?re not found J:o be inuisdiacely apporsnt evidence of criire. Tii-a

Wiggins case only reitoratss what the proper law in this are~ is and has no

advert of feet on the present case. It is the State's petition, that tho g::r-ss

•.vets prcp2rly seized under "he Plain View Doctrina because it was iiT̂ scliateiy

apparent to be evidence in this case.

Therefore, based on ;-. close 2;caniination of the faces and the law the

grass should not be excluded from evidence.



Office Of

®lfe State's Attornetj
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEV

~

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosroas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th(
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Paul a Ny i tra

/

8 6 2 6 D e l e g g e R o a d
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

gan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

-

• • 2 3

o

CO
•

rn
• •

a~>
o
-n

You are hereby commanded to appear before the C i r c & H Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail

not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date^indicated below.

ate Served // . <y^^<$ / £ V / W /^
Sheriff's Department

COST $

SUMMONED

NOT SERVED 19
SHERIFF

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
J. EDWARD MALONfe
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State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

~

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal 'Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

"/^Michael Vatenos 8703 Deleggi Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTO
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

L
Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

EY

. 3

3C
'- -

m
o
o

•

rn
50

-n

o
rn

Office Of

<Hl|e State's Attornep,

for Somerset County

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk

Summoned and copy

Date Served
PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ered to witness o te indicated below.

9fff e ^ i f f ' s D e p a r t m e n t

COST

SUMMONED

NOT SERVED
SHERIFF

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
J. EDWARD MALON« <\
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Office Of

Hr

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* t*

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Paul Weinstein Suite 1209
Court Square Building
Baltimore, Maryland 21202, x

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

ogan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County -F

•

. r-

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk

for Somerset Count))
PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served Q? / C /Q (J
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Staniey Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Aron Phi 11i ps Suite 1700
36 S. Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

-

.ogan C. Widdowson
State'sAttorney tr>
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED: .

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
•M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
ot at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to w^tmssNs \tf aa^e X^dica^ed below.

ate Served \r> , T~ > ^>Q-^M>\\ VAjvN
e r i f f N-^u e p a"r t m e n t
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Office Of

3ttje State's Attnrnen
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kostnas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

James Simms Maryland State Police
Crime Lab
1201Reistertown Road
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR, SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C
State's Attorney

for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:
You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court

for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I.Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served ^

SUMMONED

MOT SERVED

\ u
Sher i f f ' s Department

LI
SHERIFF

F BALTIMORE COUNTY

J. EDWARD MM.ONS
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Office Of

OJlje State's Attorneg
for Somerset County

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Laura Jean Clary 5 DuJFwo Court

more, Maryland 21237

FFj;CE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by.
Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

6REETING:

7
rn
o
l

30

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit^Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990." si 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof}fai1
not at your peril and have you then and there this wrvii. £n

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Dat$ Served
Sheriff's Department
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for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

r
State of Maryland

vs.

Stan!ey Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

">

* No. 86-CR-00423 Cri mi n a K Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

P l e a s e issue s u m m o n s to the f o l l o w i n g p e r s o n to appear at th<
trial of t h i s case on Monday the 11th day of June 1 9 9 0 at 9:00
A.M. a n d / o r any s u b s e q u e n t l y r e s c h e d u l e d trial d a t e , to t e s t i f y
on behalf of the State of M a r y l a n d . . <,,

4024 Baker Lane ^TJ
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

Helen Prodromou

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by. i
. - . • . . '

Lc^gan C. Wicfdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

o
a
•

en

- •
-n
ui
O
• • • ;

You are hereby commanded to appear before t h e 6 i rjfiju it Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

£t«LS C l e r k
I. T h e o d o r e P h o e b u s

S H E R I F F ' S RETURN

S u m m o n e d and copy d e l i v e r e d to w i t n e s s on date indicated b e l o w .

Date Served \j_
l e r f f f ' s Department

* irY*1 ,

V
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State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Phil 1ips Suite 1700
36 S. Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21237 > if

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY _/n -n .-

-In
to —U"»

_3CC. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County t

Otfice Of

Slje &tate'B Attarnen
/or Somerset County

PfllNCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

C l e r k

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE'S ATTORNEY

I. Theodore ''Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to w-4j:ne^s\on; dai^e indicated bel

Date Served

ow

f's Department
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y

aitjt State's Attnnufl
lor Somerset County

^HiNCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

^

State of Maryland

vs.

Stan 1ey Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

' No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

" Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Phillips Suite 1700
36 S. Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Hiddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
:or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore'Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

ffilje State's Attorneg
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDOOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 CTiminai Cc

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Donnie Bascasnot 9102 Perryvale Road
Baltimore, Maryland ^

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

an C. indaowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:
: n

. •o

n

CO

o

C5

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
;or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 1 1 , 1 9 9 0 , at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the a b o v e - c a p t i o n e d c a s e . Hereof fail

not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

ate Served 5 <*<'?* \
Siaeriff's Department

i n.



•

.! ys

•

.
•

I

0

•

•

• •

•

8A

• • . •

I

•

•

FILED



Office Of

HfE State's AttonieQ

for Somerset C.ountif

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET
PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND

21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Detective Ed Naylor

~

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Homicide Squad
Baltimore County Police Department

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
TOR SOMERSET COUNTY

- . . • •

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

MEETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served VH T* 'r_™_r~L
ff's Depart**fe!n*tU».
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Office Of

Wc\t State's Attnrneg

for Somerset County
PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEY

~

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Detective Karen Ford-Gentry CID
Baltimore County Police
Headquarters
Towson, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
SOMERSET COUNTY

jogan C. Widdbwson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

'^nsxm*^ Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served t, .• t. / //> /y _
Sheriff's D&̂ «*tfiftrfly.. W^tierV
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Office Of

aitje State's Attornen
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

~

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

M
SUMMONS ™

Detective Jay Garrisi Howard County Sheriff's Dept.
Courthouse
Ellicott City, Maryland

QEEXCE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
—3 JUDR.SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

TO

O

m

a

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

USiOLm.

J
Clerk

I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served C ft?
(_

Sheriff's Department



.

FtLEO

*



Office Of

QHje State's Attnrneg
tor Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STHEET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

r
State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Christine Mattson 302 E. Joppa Road
fl Apt. #810

Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney

Somerset County

0 THE PE

REETINGt

NAMED:

m
o
o
: :m
2
~n
-n
CO

o
You are hereby commanded to appear before the C,i"rcwJ|t Court

for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, lSkOrSat 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

V- < Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

heriff's Departme-rtt
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Office Of

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Christine Mattson 302 E. Joppa Road
Apt. #810
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

Logan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING!

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I.Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

t]t S ta te 's A t t n n u c S u m m o n e d a n d c o p y d e l i v e r e d t o w i t n e s s o n d a t e i n d i c a t e d b e l o w .
for Somerset County

Date Served°OlNCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARVLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATES ATTORNEv

Sheriff's Department



c-f

Office Of

Stye State's Attorneg
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

r -
State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Ciurt for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th<
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Edward Mattson 302 E. Joppa Road
Apt. 810
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

L. J
Logan t. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

c5
i

COI
TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

CO

o
3GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Ci r'cu it Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I.Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
Sheriff's Department



•

•

<

•

•

•

•

. . . .

i . •

• • • • • • • iiid I • • .A

•

•

•

FllXO b©'

0 31'

*



Office Of

iEtjr State's AttorneD
for Somerset County

=SlNCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

-

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

• No. 86-CR-0O423 Criminal Cases

• In the Circuit Court for

• Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

LOGAN C. WIDOOWSON
STATE s ATTORNEY

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Edward Mattson 302 E. Joppa Road
Apt. 810
Baltimore, Maryland 21204

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

C/Logan X,. Niddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

ate Served
Sheriff's Department



:.

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

Kity Felzanis

Office Of

2>t|E State's AttanuQ
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

"

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

404 Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

:togan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO iTHE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

JREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

Clerk
I.Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served
/

Sheriff's Department

< / •
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Office Of

Ws\t State's AttorneQ
for Somerset County

PRINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDOOWSON
STATE'S ATTOHNEV

.-
~

State of Maryland

vs

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-0O423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Robert Donald 2928 Berwick Avenue<2928 Berwick Avenue
P->f /.— -).__£ 7\ Baltimore, Maryland

• " • 1

V

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMER'SET COUNTY

Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

— n
- I o
- m t

: • c o

• .; m

?0 THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

REETIN6:

CO

223
'r\ o

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
or Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
,M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
he State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
lot at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

ate Issued: May 23, 1990

cierk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

ummoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

ate Served ̂ /l fao

-T3

^Sheriff's Depa

/

rtment
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Office Of

31fe
for Somerset C.ottnty

PHINCE WILLIAM STREET

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley M. Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

r -
* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at th
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Officer T. Murmane Baltimore County Police
Parkville Precinct

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

JjOgan C. Widdowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: June 4, 1990

Clerk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below.

Date Served 6 V- f U

t>

Sheriff's Department
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Office Of

<Eljt State's Attorney
/«r Somerset County

PRINCE WiLLlAM STRCET

PRINCESS ANNE MARYLAND
21853

TELEPHONE 651 3333

LOGAN C WIDDOWSON
STATE S ATTORNEY

r
State of Maryland

vs.

Stanley Kosmas

TO THE CLERK OF SAID COURT:

* No. 86-CR-00423 Criminal Cases

* In the Circuit Court for

* Somerset County, Maryland

SUMMONS

Please issue summons to the following person to appear at thu
trial of this case on Monday the 11th day of June 1990 at 9:00
A.M. and/or any subsequently rescheduled trial date, to testify
on behalf of the State of Maryland.

Wayne Maranko 235 S. Madeira Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

OFFICE OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY
FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

by.
Logan C. Hiddowson
State's Attorney
for Somerset County

TO THE PERSON ABOVE NAMED:

GREETING:

You are hereby commanded to appear before the Circuit Court
for Somerset County, Maryland on Monday, June 11, 1990, at 9:00
A.M. to testify as to the truth of your knowledge on behalf of
the State of Maryland in the above-captioned case. Hereof fail
not at your peril and have you then and there this writ.

Date Issued: May 23, 1990

C1 erk
I. Theodore Phoebus

SHERIFF'S RETURN

Summoned and copy delivered to witness on date indicated below,

ate Served £-&'<?*> (k
Sheriff's Department
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RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS
THOMAS P. BERNIER

LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

September 18, 1990

REPLY TO:
• TOWSON /(301) 583-1325
• ELLICOTT CITY/(301) 750-7080

The Honorable Daniel Long
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M,
Case No: 86 CR 00423

Kosmas

Dear Judge Long:

Recently I have been informed that you have requested
Assistant State's Attorney, Scott Shellenberger, to research the
issue of whether the Kosmas trial can be returned to Baltimore
County for re-trial. After speaking with Mr. Kosmas concerning
this matter, it is his election not to oppose the Court's
initiative to send this case back to its original jurisdiction.

A few weeks ago, I forwarded a number of Subpoenas to the
Clerk of your Court for service in preparation of Mr. Kosmas'
trial. I received word from the Clerk that the October 15th trial
date was indeed not a date assigned to Mr. Kosmas for his trial.
It had always been our understanding that a firm date had been
established for trial on that day. In that the case is not to be
tried on October 15, 1990, I would appreciate that this matter be
resolved as expeditiously as possibly—-afid that this letter be
considered as Mr. Kosmas' request "for a ̂ peedy trial in this
matter.

espectfull

Richar

RMK/amk
cc: Scott Shellenberger, Esquire

Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County

eski
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DANIEL M. LONG

ASSOCIATE JUDGE

Wc\t Circuit Court for Somerset County

FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND

P.O. BOX 279

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND 21853-0279

S e p t e m b e r 2 0 , 1990

TELEPHONE

(3O 1 ) 65 1 • 1 63O

Scott Shellenberger, Esquire
Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Richard M. Karceski, Esquire
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204

Gentlemen:

am in receipt of a letter dated September 18, 1990,
from Richard M. Karceski, a copy of which was to have been
sent to Scott Shellenberger.

In response thereto and for the record, there has nev-
er been a "firm" date of October 15, 1990 established for
retrial of the Kosmas case in Somerset County. Early on
this Court advised the Baltimore County State's Attorney's
office that our Court had previously set Somerset County
cases for that week in October. While this Court has done
its best in the past to accommodate the State and defense
in setting and hearing cases from Baltimore County, I know
of no rule that provides that either the State or defense
will schedule cases in this jurisdiction.

My advice is that counsel meet and confer, and inform
this Court of your intentions regarding retrial of this
case. We would prefer that the case be retried in the ori-
ginal jurisdiction because of our backlog of cases, however,
if that is not possible we will work with all parties to
arrange a convenient time to rehear the case.

DML/lf
cc: f i l e

D
Uriel M.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* CASE NO.: 86 CR 00423

* * * *

STATE'S MOTION FOR REMOVAL

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

Baltimore County, and Scott D. Shellenberger, Assistant State's

Attorney for Baltimore County, and in Support of the Motion for

Removal says the following:

1. That the above-captioned case originated in Baltimore

County, but was removed to Somerset County at the request of the

Defendant on October 1, 1986.

2. That due to scheduling and the passage of time negating

any pretrial publicity both parties are desirious of removing

the case back to the original venue of Baltimore County.

3. That attached is a consent, signed by the Defendant and

his attorney, agreeing to removal to Baltimore County.

WHEREFORE, the State respectfully prays that the

above-captioned case be removed to Baltimore County.

A'- Oj y
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
State's Attorney for

Baltimore County



15 "



r

/Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

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

Motion for Removal was mailed on this < / day of Se

1990 to: Richard Karceski, 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204.

OTT D. SHELLENBERGE^
'Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

SDS/mas
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STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY KOSMOS

* *

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

* CASE NO.: 86 CR 00423

* * * *

I, Stanley Kosmos, hereby consent to have my criminal case

removed from Somerset County back to Baltimore County for'trial

l A
KOSM^S

RICHARD KARCESKI

SDS/mas
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STATE OF

v.

STANLEY

*

It

MARYLAND

KOSMOS

*

is hereby

*

ordered

*

*

*

*

ORDER

this AiVu

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

CASE NO.: 86 CR 00423

* * *

1990, that the above-captioned case is removed to Baltimore

County for trial.

L.Clh^
JUDG
CIRCUIT COURT FOR

SOMERSET COUNT
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IN THE CIRCUIT OURT
SOMERSET COUNTS, MARYLAND

>

86-CR-00423

COUNSEL TITLE COSTS

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
MICHAEL A. PULVER

PETER G. ANGELOS
GARY J. IGNATOWSKI
RUSSELL WHITE

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
305 W. Chesapeake Ave
S u i t e 100
Towson, Mary land 2120

STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
6702 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

State's Atty. Bar T,ih 10-00

Clerk. 6 0- 0 0

Sheriff 270.00
15.00
15.00

JURORS: 2205.00
BAILIFFS: 210.
CRIER:
Deft's ]

CTF

Fines

Clerk's

Lunch
Dinner

Clerk_

Sheriff.

105.00
Bar l ib 1 0

15.00

Artrt'l 10.

(B. Co.)
(B. City
(Harford

00

.00

00

for Jurors:
tor Jurors:

64.31
113.J

Costs in the amount of
$3,102.64 Paid in Full

DOCKET ENTRIES
1986 Oct. 6 - Transcript of Record containing Certified Copy of Docket Entries and

Originial Papers received from Baltimore County Circuit Court and filed.
CHARGE: Count #1- MURDER.

" " 27 - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated October 23, 1986, from the
Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White, filed.

" " " - Notice of Hearing on Motions for Discovery issued and mailed to the
Defendant, copies mailed to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell, J. White,
Esquire, Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy
mailed to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A.
Pulver, Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael
Kosmas) and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

" " " - Notice of Hearing on All Open Motions issued and mailed to the Defendant,
copies mailed to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire,
Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy mailed
to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A.
Pulver, Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael
Kosmas) and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

" " " - Notice of Jury Trial issued and mailed to the Defendant, copies mailed
to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire, Peter G.
Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy mailed to the
Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver,
Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael Kosmas)
and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

" Dec. 3 - Motion For Discovery resolved without Hearing.
" " " - Order of Court, filed.
" " " - Petition To Dismiss Indictment, Certificate of Service, Exhibits A, B,

C, D and E, filed.

1987 Jan. 7 - Motion In Limine, Certificate of Service and Memorandum in Support of

Defendant's Motion In Limine, filed.

(CARRIED FORl
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1987 Jan . 8 -
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12
16

19

20

21 -

22 -

Petition For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate of
Service, filed.
Order, filed.
Petition For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate of
Service, filed.
Order, filed.
Petition For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate of
Service, filed.
Order, filed.
State's Requested Voir Dire, filed.

State's Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection and Certificate of Service, filed.

State's Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection and Certificate of Service, filed.
State's Answer to Defendant's Motion in Limine and Certificate of
Service, filed.
Motion in Limine, Certificate of Service and Points and Authorities,
filed.
State's Motion in Limine, Certificate of Service and Memorandum in Support
of State's Motion in Limine to Exclude Evidence of the Character of tqe
Deceased,, Maria Kosmas. filed. _ _ ,
State s Supplemental Answer to Defendant s Motion for Discovery and
Inspection and Certificate of Service, filed.11

ii

II

II

26
29
IT

II

sday,Due to inclement weather conditions Jury Trial is continued until Thu
No. 86-CR-00423 Called. January 29, 1987 at 9
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos ind
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver ar
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 20, 1987, by the State
Prohibiting Defendant's Attorney from mentioning the Polygraph exam
before the Jury.
Court GRANTS Motion.
Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 21, 1987, by the State
To Exclude Evidence of the Character of the Deceased, Maria Kosmas.
Court RESERVES Ruling. (Later Granted)
Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 7, 1987, by the Defendant
To Exclude Statement made by the victim.
Court GRANTS Motion.
Jurors Sworn on Voir Dire Questions.
Jury Impanelled and Jury Sworn as per Jury Lists filed.
State's Attorney enters a Motion to Sequester Witnesses.
Court GRANTS Motion.
Jury Trial Held.

- Court adjourned at 4:10 P.M. until Monday, February 2, 1987 at 9:30 A.

2 -
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11

II
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II
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II
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No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos atid
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver an|d
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial resumed.
Court adjourned at 4:20 P.M. until Tuesday, February 3, 1987 at 9:30 A| M

No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos ahd
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver and
Scott Shellenberger, present in court. \y
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial resumed.
Court adjourned at 3:55 P.M. until Wednesday, February 4, 1987 at 9:30

No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos 4ncJ

Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver aijd
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial resumed.
State rests its case with the exception of one witness.
Defense Counsel enters a motion for Directed Verdict.
Motion DENIED.

Court adjourned at 2:55 P.M. until Thursday, February 5, 1987 at 9:30 /

(CARRIED FORWARD)
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5 - No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
" - Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
" - Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. An

and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

" - All Jurors present and reseated.
" - Jury Trial Resumed.
" - Defense Counsel enters a motion for Judgment of Acquittal at th

of State's case.
" - Motion DENIED.
" - Court adjourned at 3:57 P.M. until Friday, February 6, 1987 at
6 - No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
" - Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. E. Austin Baker reporting.
" - Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. An

and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

" - All Jurors present and reseated.
" - Jury Trial Resumed.
" - Defense Counsel enters a motion for Judgment of Acquittal at th

of all testimony.
" - Motion DENIED.
" - Court adjourned at 10:15 A.M. until Monday, February 9, 1987 at

- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. An
and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- All Jurors present and reseated.
- Jury Trial Resumed.
- Jury finds the Defendant NOT GUILTY of Murder (First Degree).
- Jury finds the Defendant GUILTY of Murder (Second Degree).
- Jurors polled at the request of the Defendant's Attorney.
- All Jurors agree with the Verdict read by the Foreman.
- Verdict Sheet, filed.
- Court defers sentencing.
- Defendant's Attorney enters a request that Bond be continued.
- Request DENIED.
- Court places the Defendant in the custody of the Sheriff of Som
County pending sentencing.

" - Commitment Pending Further Action delivered to the Sheriff of
Somerset County, as per copy filed.

9 - Notice of Sentencing Date issued and delivered to the Sheriff o
Somerset County for service on Defendant, copies mailed to the
Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Peter G. Angelos and
Gary J. Ignatowski, copies mailed to the Assistant State's Atto
for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver and Scott Shellenberger
copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

18" - Letter from Michael Kosmas, dated March 16, 1987, to Judge Lloyc
Simpkins, filed.

20 - No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
" - Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
" - Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Ang

and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A.
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

" - Sentencing Held.
" - Court sentences the Defendant to the custody of the Commissioner

elos
Pulver

end

30 A.M..

;elos
Pulver

end

9:30 A.M..

;elos
Pulver

of
Correction to a term of 26 Years. Defendant to be given credit jfor
time served. (02-09-87)
Oral instructions, etc., given to the Defendant.
Commitment Pending Further Action delivered to the Sheriff of Sojmerset
County as per copy filed.
Commitment issued and delivered to the Sheriff of Somerset Countly

" - Copy of Maryland Sentencing Guidelines Worksheet, filed.
27 - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 24, 1987, from

Richard D. Bennett, filed.
" - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 26, 1987, from

Russell J. White, filed.
Copy of letter from Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 27, 198
to Russell J. White, filed.

Apr. 3 - Notice of Appeal and Certificate of Service, filed.
" " - Copy of letter to^Robert C. Cochran, filed.
" " - Copy of letter /E. Austin Baker, filed^.

(CARRIED FORWARD)
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-FORWARD

1987

Lay 7
11 11

13 -

14

- Copy of Docket Entries mailed to the Office of thekttorney General,

Appellate Division and to the Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White.

Motion To Set Bail and Certificate of Service, filed.

Motion For Modification and Certificate of Service, filed.

State's Opposition To Defendant's Motion To Set Bail and Certificate of

Service, filed.
- State's Answer to Defendant's Motion For Modification of Sentence and

Certificate of Service, filed.
- Notice of Hearing Date issued and mailed to the Defendant, c/o Commissioner

of Correction copies mailed to Russell J White Esquire Peter G

II

II

II

II

II

II

II

II

1!

II

15

18

21 and.

of Correction, copies mailed to Russell J. White, Esquire, Peter G.
Angelos, Esquire, Michael A. Pulver, Esquire and Scott D. Shellenberger
Esquire and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson, Esquire.

- Transcripts of Testimony, filed.
- Petition For Writ of Habeas Corpus Ad Prosequendum, Affidavit and Orde

of Court, filed.
- Writ issued and mailed to the Commissioner of Corrections, Certified
Return Receipt Requested. (#P 265 805 215)

- Transcript or Record delivered to The Court of Special Appeals of Mary
- Return Receipt, filed. (Commissioner of Corrections)

- Receipt, filed. (Court of Special Appeals of Maryland)
10 - No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
" - Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. A. Baker reporting.
" - Defendant, Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White and Assistant State'

Attorney, Michael A. Pulver, present in court.
" - Hearing on Motion To Set Bail and Motion For Modification Held.
" - Case continued at the request of the Defendant.
18 - Letter from Russell J. White, Defendant's Attorney, dated June 17, 198

to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, requesting that the Hearing on Motions for
MSodificafcian and Setting of Appeal Bail be rescheduled, filed.

uly 20 - Notice of Hearing Date issued and mailed- to the Defendant,
c/o Commissioner of Corrections, copies mailed to the
Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire and Peter G.
Angelos, Esquire, copies mailed to Assistant State's Attorneys
for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver, Esquire and Scott D.
Schellenberger, Esquire and copy delivered to the State's
Attorney for Saner set County, Logan C. Widdowson, Esquire.

A|ug. 12 - Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosequendum, Affidavit and Order
of Court, filed.

- Writ issued and mailed to the Commissioner of Correction, Certified
Mail - Return Receipt Requested.

- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. A. Baker reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White and the Assistant
State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver, present in cou"rt
Hearing on Motion To Set Bail and Motion For Modification Held.
Court DENIES Motion For Reduction of Sentence.
Court Reserves ruling on Motion To Set Bail.

" Oct. 16 - Copy of Mr. Kosmas' Brief that was filed in the Court of Special Appeal
mailed to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, September 16, 1987, from Defendant's
Attorney, Russell J. White, filed.
Reporter's Official Transcript of Proceedings (Motion To Set Bail) (Mot
For Modification of Sentence) Volume I of II, Wednesday, June 10, 1987,
Reporter's Official Transcript of Proceedings (Motion To Set Bail) (Mot
For Modification of Sentence) Volume II of II, Thursday, September 10,
filed.
Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated October 6, 1987, from the Defendant
Attorney, Russell J. White, filed.
Memorandum and Order (RE: Request for Appeal Bond), filed.

I Jah- - Transcript of Record returned from the Court of Special Appeals of

Maryland with the following Docket Entries:

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL IN COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS:

December 14, 1987: Per Curiam filed^^^^^^^^^^^^^v^

Judgment affirmed; costs to be paid by the appellant.

January 13, 1988: Mandate issued. ^/

Mandate, filed.

Per Curiam, filed. v
Writ of Certiorari, filed.]

" - Order, filed. /

2 - Transcript of Record delivered to the Court of Appeals of Maryland.

1 - Receipt, filed.

r. 27 -

" Ma

" Jun
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1989 Aug. 7 - Motion To Reinstate Original Terms and Conditions of Defendant's
Release, Certificate of Service and Unsigned Order Reinstating
Original Terms and Conditions of Defendant's Release, filed.

9 - Notice of Hearing Date issued and mailed to the Defendant, copiejs
mailed to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White and Richaid M.
Karceski, Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Micrael
Pulver and Scott Shellenberger and copy delivered to the State'
Attorney for Somerset County.

" " 10 - Petition For Writ of Habeas Corpus Ad Prosequendum, Affidavit
and Otder of Court, filed.

" " 11 - Writ issued and mailed to the Commissioner of Corrections, Certified
Mail - Return Receipt Requested. (#P 135 377 081)

" " 15 - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated August 9, 1989, from
Richard M. Karceski, filed.

" " 18 - Return Receipt, filed.
" 23 - No. 86-CR-00423 Called.

" - Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. A. Baker recording.
" - Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Richard M. Karceski and Russell J.

White, Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael
Pulver and Scott D. Shellenberger, present in court.

" - Hearing Held on Motion to Reinstate Original Terms and Conditions
of Defendant's Release.

11 " " - Court Grants Bond.
urt Sets Bond in the amount of $75,000.00.

rder Reinstating Original Terms and Conditions of Defendant's
elease signed.

Sept

Bail Bond, filed. Property Bond in the amount of $75,000.00 posited
by the Defendant.

- Declaration of Trust of Real Estate To Secure Performance of a
Bail Bond, filed.

- Release From Commitment delivered to Officer of the Transportation
Unit of the Commissioner of Correction, as per copy filed. Copy of
Order Reinstating Original Terms and Conditions of Defendant's
Release also delivered to Officer of the Transportation Unit of the
Commissioner of Correction.

- Copy of Order Reinstating Original Terms and Conditions of Defendant's
Release hand delivered to Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White and
and copy mailed to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County,
Michael A. Pulver.

6 - Transcript of Record returned from the Court of Special Appeals
of Maryland with the following Docket Entries:
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL IN COURT OF APPEALS:
Judgment of the Court of Special Appeals reversed. Case remanded
to that court with instructions to reverse the judgment of the
Circuit Court for Somerset County and to remand the case to that
court for a new trial. Costs in this Court and in the Court of
Special Appeals to be paid by Baltimore County, Maryland.

" - ORDER, filed.
" " - MANDATE, filed.

Oct. 20 - Copy of letter to Michael Pulver, Esquire, Assistant State's At orney
for Baltimore County, dated October 20, 1989, from Judge Lloyd
Simpkins, filed.

Nov. 15 - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated November 14, 1989, frojn
Richard M. Karceski, filed.

" " - Waiver of Speedy Trial and Certificate of Service, filed.

16 - Copy of letter from Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated November 16
1989, to Richard M. Karceski, Esquire, filed.

" " - Memorandum, dated November 16, 1989, filed.
Dec 26 - Motion for Discovery and Inspection, Memorandum of Points and .\

Authorities and Certificate of Service, filed.
" " - Motion to Suppress Evidence and Certificate of Service, filed.
" " - Motion to Suppress Statement and Certificate of Service, filed.

J Jan. 2 - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated December 29,1989, fron

the Defendant's Attorney, Richard M. Karceski, filed.
11 - Copy of letter from Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated January 2,1^90,

to Richard M. Karceski, filed.
May 10 - Notice of Hearing on Motions issued and mailed to the Defendant,

Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White and Richard M. Karceski
to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Scott
Shellenberger and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset
County, Logan C. Widdowson.

- Notice of Jury Trial Date issued and.mailed to the Defendant,
Defendant s Attorneys, Russell J. White and Richard M. Karceski
and to the, Assistant State's Attprney f©r Bal^irf^e, bounty,
Scott Shellenberger and copy delivered tfo the State s Attorney fo
Somerset County, Logan C. Widdowson.^^ (CARRIED FORWARD)
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Copy or Motion InTimine, Foints ana authorities, Request ibr Hearing
and Certificate of Service, filed.
Copy of Motion to Suppress Evidence, Points and Authorities, Request
For Hearing and Certificate of Service, filed.
Copy of Motion In Limine and Certificate of Service, filed.
Copy of Memorandum in Support of Defendant's Motion In Limine, filed.
Motion in Limine, Points and Authorities, Request for Hearing and Cert
of Service, filed.

- Motion to Suppress Evidence, Points and Authorities, Request For
and Certificate of Service, filed.

- Motion in Limine and Certificate of Service, filed.
- Memorandum in Support of Defendant's Motion in Limine, filed.
• No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
• Judge Robert D. Horsey presiding. A. Baker recording.
• Defendant, Defendant's Attorney, Richard Karceski and Assistant State'
Attorneys for Baltimore County, Scott Shellenberger and Mark Tilken,
present in court.

• Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion to Suppress Statement.
• Motion MOOT.
• Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion In Limine
Motion GRANTED.
Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion In Limine
Court RESERVES Ruling.
Hearing Held on State's Motion In Limine RE: Defense Counsel asking
witness re: polygraph.
Court orders previous ruling still in effect.
Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion to Suppress Evidence. (Grass Clippin
Motion DENIED.
Hearing Held on Oral Motion by Defense Counsel to Exclude testimony of
Dr. Smialek.
Motion DENIED.
Hearing Held on Oral Motion by Defense Counsel to Suppress Introduction
of strap as evidence.
Motion DENIED.
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County and Defense Counsel
advises the Court that remaining Motions have been complied with.
Defense Counsel enters a motion for Continuance.
Motion GRANTED.
Case Postponed until a later date.
State's Answer to Defendant's Motion to Suppress Evidence and Certifica
of Service, filed.
Memorandum in Support of State's Answer to Defendant's Motion to Suppre
Evidence, filed.
State's Exhibit #1, filed.
Defendant's Exhibits #1 and #2, filed.
Order, filed. Copy of Order mailed to Scott Shellenberger and Richard
Karceski.
- Letter to Judge Daniel M. Long, dated September 18, 1990 from Defendan

Attorney, Richard M. Karceski, filed.
- Copy of letter from Judge Daniel M. Long, dated September 20, 1990,

to Scott Shellenberger and Richard M. Karceski, filed.
- State's Motion For Removal, Certificate of Service, Consent, and Order

that the case is removed to Baltimore County for trial, filed.
- Transcript of Record, containing all original papers, Exhibits and cer
copy of Docket Entries delivered to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County.
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IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No. 86CR00423

* *\ * • Tv*

STATE OF MARYLAND

Plaintiff

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Defendant

* * * *

DEFENDANT, STANLEY M. KOSMAS' PETITION
FOR MODIFICATION OF CONDITIONS OF RELEASE

Defendant, Stanley M. Kosmas, by Richard M. Karceski and

White & Karceski, petitions for modification of the

conditions of his release and in support of his Petition

states as follows:

A. CURRENT CONDITIONS

1. On or about August 25, 1989, Defendant, Stanley M.

Kosmas, was released from the Maryland Correctional Institute

located in Hagerstown following reversal of his conviction

for Murder in the Second Degree by the Court of Appeals of

Maryland.

2. By order of the Honorable Lloyd Simpkins, Circuit

Court for Somerset County, Defendant was released on $75,000

bond, with a specific condition that Defendant not reside at

his former residence located at 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore

County, Maryland.

3. This specific condition was requested by Defendant's

son, Michael (age 22), who testified as a witness for the

prosecution at Defendant's trial.

I1



4. That along with Michael Kosmas, Alexis Kosmas (age

20) and Gregory Kosmas (age 17), reside at 6702 Garvey Road.

All are the natural children of Defendant. Both Gregory and

Alexis have deferred to their brother, Michael's request that

Defendant not reside with them.

5. That Defendant has abided by all terms of his

release, both general and specific.

6. Defendant has also provided all funds for necessary

maintenance of premises and utilities.

7. That Michael Kosmas has properly maintained the

premises and supervised the younger children.

B. CHANGE IN CIRCUMSTANCES

1. As of August, 1990, Michael Kosmas no longer resides

at 6702 Garvey Road.

2. As of August, 1990, Michael attends the University

of Virginia School of Law, and resides in Charlottesville,

Virginia.

3. Currently no adult or guardian resides in the home.

4. At this time, a boyfriend of Alexis, known to the

Defendant only as "John" resides in the home with Alexis and

Gregory.

5. When Alexis is at work, and Gregory attends high

school, this unknown male is the only person in the home.

6. That Alexis appears incapable of managing funds

provided by the Defendant for maintenance of home.

2
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7. That late night parties are common place.

8. In September of 1990, a fire broke out in the home,

requiring intervention of Fire Department.

9. Both Gregory and Alexis have no objection at this

time to Defendant residing in the home.

10. That Defendant's presence in the home will add

stability to the home.

11. That Defendant has no objection to vacating home

whenever Michael returns from school.

C. REQUESTED MODIFICATION

1. Defendant respectfully requests that this Honorable

Court pass an Order amending the conditions of Defendant's

release to permit him to be a resident at 6702 Garvey Road;

2. Or, in the alternative, Defendant requests that this

Honorable Court pass an Order requiring the State of Maryland

to show cause as to why Defendant should not be permitted to

reside in his former residence.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
WHITE & KARCESKI
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ^ day of November,
1990, a copy of the foregoing Request for Modification was
hand-delivered to Scott Schellenberger, Assistant State's
Attorney for Baltimore County, _401 Bosley Avenue, Towson,
Maryland 21204.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI



~

STATE OF MARYLAND

Plaintiff

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Defendant

* * * *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No.

* * *

ORDER

BASED ON REVIEW of Defendant's Petition for Modification

of Conditions of Release, it is this day of November,

1990, by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County:

ORDERED, that the condition of release of Defendant,

Stanley M. Kosmas be modified to permit Defendant to reside

at 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore, Maryland, commencing on the

day of , 1990.

JUDGE



STATE OF MARYLAND

Plaintiff

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Defendant

* * * *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No.

* * *

SHOW CAUSE ORDER

UPON the aforegoing Petition, it is this day of

November, 1990, by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County;

ORDERED, that the State of Maryland show cause on or

before the day of , 1990, why the

relief prayed in the aforegoing Petition should not be

granted, provided that a copy of said Petition and Order are

served upon the State of Maryland on or before the day

of , 1990.

JUDGE
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STATE OF MARYLAND IN THE

Plaintiff CIRCUIT COURT

vs. FOR

STANLEY M. KOSMAS BALTIMORE COUNTY

Defendant Case No. 86CR00423

* * * * * * * * * *

DEFENDANT, STANLEY M. KOSMAS' PETITION
FOR MODIFICATION OF CONDITIONS OF RELEASE

Defendant, Stanley M. Kosmas, by Richard M. Karceski and

White & Karceski, petitions for modification of the

conditions of his release and in support of his Petition

states as follows:

A. CURRENT CONDITIONS

1. On or about August 25, 1989, Defendant, Stanley M.

Kosmas, was released from the Maryland Correctional Institute

located in Hagerstown following reversal of his conviction

for Murder in the Second Degree by the Court of Appeals of

Maryland.

2. By order of the Honorable Lloyd Simpkins, Circuit

Court for Somerset County, Defendant was released on $7 5,000

bond, with a specific condition that Defendant not reside at

his former residence located at 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore

County, Maryland.

3. This specific condition was requested by Defendant's

son, Michael (age 22), who testified as a witness for the

prosecution at Defendant's trial.



r
4. That along with Michael Kosmas, Alexis Kosmas (age

20) and Gregory Kosmas (age 17), reside at 6702 Garvey Road.

All are the natural children of Defendant. Both Gregory and

Alexis have deferred to their brother, Michael's request that

Defendant not reside with them.

5. That Defendant has abided by all terms of his

release, both general and specific.

6. Defendant has also provided all funds for necessary

maintenance of premises and utilities.

7. That Michael Kosmas has properly maintained the

premises and supervised the younger children.

B. CHANGE IN CIRCUMSTANCES

1. As of August, 1990, Michael Kosmas no longer resides

at 6702 Garvey Road.

2. As of August, 1990, Michael attends the University

of Virginia School of Law, and resides in Charlottesville,

Virginia.

3. Currently no adult or guardian resides in the home.

4. At this time, a boyfriend of Alexis, known to the

Defendant only as "John" resides in the home with Alexis and

Gregory.

5. When Alexis is at work, and Gregory attends high

school, this unknown male is the only person in the home.

6. That Alexis appears incapable of managing funds

provided by the Defendant for maintenance of home.

2



r
7. That late night parties are common place.

8. In September of 1990, a fire broke out in the home,

requiring intervention of Fire Department.

9. Both Gregory and Alexis have no objection at this

time to Defendant residing in the home.

10. That Defendant's presence in the home will add

stability to the home.

11. That Defendant has no objection to vacating home

whenever Michael returns from school.

C. REQUESTED MODIFICATION

1. Defendant respectfully requests that this Honorable

Court pass an Order amending the conditions of Defendant's

release to permit him to be a resident at 6702 Garvey Road;

2. Or, in the alternative, Defendant requests that this

Honorable Court pass an Order requiring the State of Maryland

to show cause as to why Defendant should not be permitted to

reside in his former residence.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
WHITE & KARCESKI
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /'f day of November,
1990, a copy of the foregoing Request for Modification was
hand-delivered to Scott Schellenberger, Assistant State's
Attorney for Baltimore County, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson,
Maryland 21204.

AV
RICHARD M. KARCESKI

3
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STATE OF MARYLAND

Plaintiff

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Defendant

* * * *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No.

* * *

ORDER

BASED ON REVIEW of Defendant's Petition for Modification

of Conditions of Release, it is this day of November,

1990, by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County:

ORDERED, that the condition of release of Defendant,

Stanley M. Kosmas be modified to permit Defendant to reside

at 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore, Maryland, commencing on the

_day of 1990.

JUDGE
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STATE OF MARYLAND

Plaintiff

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Defendant

* * * *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No.

* * *

SHOW CAUSE ORDER

UPON the aforegoing Petition, it is this day of

November, 1990, by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County;

ORDERED, that the State of Maryland show cause on or

before the day of , 1990, why the

relief prayed in the aforegoing Petition should not be

granted, provided that a copy of said Petition and Order are

served upon the State of Maryland on or before the day

of , 1990.

JUDGE
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY KOSMAS * CASE NO. 86 CR 164 8

* * * *

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

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

County, and Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and in Supplemental Answer to Defendatftt's Motion

for Discovery and Inspection, say the following:

1. Attached to Defendant's copy only are copies of the

Defendant's bank records that the State subpoenaed.

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection was mailed this > Q day of December, 1986, to
Russell J. White, Esquire, 204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson,
Maryland 21204.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

MAP/j11
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CiriCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COli*. .

Case No. 87CR1648State of Maryland vs. Dennis Craig Maggiore

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: Robert W Macmeekin > Esquire

2211 Maryland Ave. .xfJOS'v
Baltimore, MD 21218 f v\___

You are hereby NOTIFIED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, on August 7, 1987 at

09:15 A.M. for the T r i a l of the above ent i t led case.

Any postponement of this date must be in accordance with
MD. Rule 4-271. !«S§Yl£5>'

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

Issued: May 18, 1987
MENSH

Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Joan Mather Deputy
Criminal Assignment Commissioner
494-2694

CC:



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY KOSMAS * CASE NO. 86 CR 164 8

* * * * *

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

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

County, and Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and in Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for

Discovery and Inspection, say the following:

1. Attached are copies of bank records which the

subpoenaed in this case. (Defendant's copy only)

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection was sent this <> day of January, 1987, to
Russell White, Esquire, 204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 212 04
583-6610

MAP/j11

.
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * CASE NO. 86 CR 164 8

* * * * *

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

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

County, and Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and in Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion

for Discovery and Inspection, say the following:

1. The State intends to call the following additional

witnesses:

Dr. John E. Smialek Alexis Kosmas
Office of the Chief 6702 Garvey Road
Medical Examiner Baltimore, Maryland 212 37
111 Penn Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 Alexander Thanos

Irene Thanos
Aris Melissaratos 12635 Southwest 67 Court
3629 Elmora Avenue Miami, Florida 33156
Baltimore, Maryland 21213

Robert Donald
Christine Matson 2 92 8 Berwick Avenue
Suite 870 Baltimore, Maryland 21234
3 02 E. Joppa Road
Towson, Maryland 212 04 Paul Weinstein

Suite 12 09 Court Square Building
Special Agent Michael Malone Baltimore, Maryland 212 02
FBI Laboratory
Washington, D.C. 20535 Bradley Baker

1 Dutrow Court
Michelle Blackwell Apartment 2B
712 0 Minna Road Baltimore, Maryland 212 3 7
Baltimore, Maryland 21207

2. The State is in possession of the following information

which may be deemed exculpatory.

A. State's witness, Edward Matson, inquired at the request

of his counsel, as to the possibility of a grant of immunity from any

prosecution.
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B. Laura Jean Clary, 5 Dutrow Court, Apartment 2B,

Baltimore, Maryland 21237, stated to police investigators that

she saw a gold colored car on the parking lot in front of 1 Dutrow

Court at approximately 10:30 on December 15, 1985. She further

stated she saw a woman and two men at that same location at the

same time along with an older model dark car.

C. State's witness, Helen Prodromou, stated that she

saw a dark colored car parked in front of 6702 Garvey Road on

December 16, 1985 when she pulled up in front of that address. She

further stated that she saw a man walking on Delegge and Garvey Roads

a short time after she left the Kosmos home that evening to move her

car.

D. Karen Randlett, 4 Dutrow Court, told police investigators

that she believed she had seen the victim's car parked in the vicinity

of 1 Dutrow Court periodically throughout the past month prior to

December 20, 1985.

E. Bradley Baker, 1 Apartment 2B Dutrow Court, told police

investigators that on Sunday, December 15, 1985 that he noticed the

victim's car parked in front of 1 Dutrow Court.

3. As previously advised, the State is in possession of a

taped conversation made on December 22, 1985 between the Defendant,

Stanley Kosmas, and Edward Matson. The aforementioned tape was

obtained by means of a body wire attached to Mr. Matson. Attached is

a copy of Mr. Matson's consent to use of the electronic eavesdropping

equipment. The State will make these tapes available for inspection

upon request at a mutually convenient time and place.



4. Attached is a copy of a Laboratory Analysis Report recently

submitted by Concepcion Bacasnot, Baltimore County Police Crime Lab.

5. A video tape of the parking lot at 1 Dutrow Court shortly

after the victim's body was found was made by the Baltimore County

Police. This tape will be made available for your inspection at a

mutually agreeable time and place upon your request.

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's Supplemental
Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and Inspection was mailed this

day of December, 1986, to Russell White, Esquire, 204 W.
Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 212 04.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
583-6610

MAP/j11
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

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

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

County, and Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and in Supplemental Answer to Defendant's

Motion for Discovery and Inspection, say:

1. Attached to Defendant's copy only is a copy of the

Laboratory Analysis.

//, O
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
State's Attorney for^B^ltimore County

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's Supplemental
Answer/to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and Inspection waaysent this

^^ day of November, 1986, to Russell White, Esquire, 204 W.
Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

I ILED N0V141986
MICHAEL A. PULVER /
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204
583-6610

MAP/j11
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

*

MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

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

County, by Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules

of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to order the Clerk of the

Court to issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, First National

Bank of Maryland, 6267 Kenwood Avenue, Baltimore, Maryland 21237,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas at a time

and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted,

.V //
yr

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County



-

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Motion to Summon Tangible Evidence Before Trial was mailed this

l^j-f day of I^JJIXZ^Y^O-^A-^' , 1986, to Russell White, Esquire,
204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 212 04

MAP/j11
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

Directed to: Custodian of Records
First National Bank of Maryland
62 6 7 Kenwood Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 2123 7

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

County, before Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, on December 19, 1986 at 10:00 a.m. and to produce at that

time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure,

all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents including

but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements, copies of

any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit slips,

and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas.

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attorney's

Office for Baltimore County, you may comply with this Summons by

forwarding the requested information by mail directly to Michael A.

Pulver, Esquire, State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County,

County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

by the above compliance date.

•7*1
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

It is ORDERED this

ORDER OF COURT

day of

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

, 1986,

by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, that the Clerk of the Court

issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, First National Bank of

Maryland, 6267 Kenwood Avenue, Baltimore, Maryland 21237,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 19 84 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas, at the

time and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

.JUDGE /
/ Circuit Court for Baltimore County
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

*

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* /K~^\ *

MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

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

County, by Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules

of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to order the Clerk of the

Court to issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, Union Trust

Bank, 10 E. Baltimore Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 19 84 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas at a time

and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted,

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

OS.G 8 f



-

-2-

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Motion to Summon Tangible Evidence Before Trial was mailed this

4 day of £lece-rn^£>-<x^' , 1986, to Russell White, Esquire,
204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
4 01 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

MAP/j11
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

Directed to: Custodian of Records
Union Trust Bank
10 E. Baltimore Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

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

County, before Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, on December 19, 1986 at 10:00 a.m. and to produce at that

time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure,

all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents including

but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements, copies of

any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit slips,

and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas.

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attorney's

Office for Baltimore County, you may comply with this Summons by

forwarding the requested information by mail directly to Michael A.

Pulver, Esquire, State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County,

County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

by the above compliance date.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

It is ORDERED this

*

*

*

ORDER OF COURT

C day o f

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 8 6 CR 164 8

* *

, 1986,

by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, that the Clerk of the Court

issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, Union Trust Bank,

10 E. Baltimore Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas, at the

time and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

Circuit Court for Baltimore County

~̂—̂



r
STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY KOSMAS * CASE NO. 86 CR 164 8

* * * *

MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

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

County, by Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules

of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to order the Clerk of the

Court to issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, SEBCO,

1215 York Road, Lutherville, Maryland 21093,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 19 84 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas at a time

and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted,

/% U
v
v' SANDRA A. O'CONNOR

State's Attorney for Baltimore County

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County



-

-2-

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Motion to Summon Tangible Evidence Before Trial was mailed this

J4f day of £%cc-?n L^CA^ / 1986, to Russell White, Esquire,

204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
4 01 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

MAP/j11



^
^

STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

Directed to: Custodian of Records
SEBCO
1215 York Road
Lutherville, Maryland 21093

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

County, before Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, on December 19, 1986 at 10:00 a.m. and to produce at that

time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure,

all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents including

but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements, copies of

any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit slips,

and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas.

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attorney's

Office for Baltimore County, you may comply with this Summons by

forwarding the requested information by mail directly to Michael A.

Pulver, Esquire, State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County,

County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

by the above compliance date.



STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

It is ORDERED this

*

*

*

*

ORDER OF

y

COURT

day

~

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

, 1986,

by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, that the Clerk of the Court

issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, SEBCO, 1215 York Road,

Lutherville, Maryland 21093,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas, at the

time and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

JUDGE
Circuit Court for Baltimore County



STATE OF

V.

STANLEY

*

r
MARYLAND

KOSMAS

*

^

*

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *
J

MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

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

County, by Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and pursuant to Rule 4-2 6 4 of the Maryland Rules

of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to order the Clerk of the

Court to issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, Provident Bank

of Maryland, Calvert and Lexington Streets, Baltimore, Maryland 21202,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 19 84 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas at a time

and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted,

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

T~
MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

J1LED

111
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Motion to Summon Tangible Evidence Before Trial was mailed this

/•^i day of ^as.-tze-^v*-^?-?--^ , 19 86, to Russell White, Esquire,
204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
4 01 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

MAP/j11
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

Directed to: Custodian of Records
Provident Bank of Maryland
Calvert and Lexington Streets
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

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

County, before Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, on December 19, 1986 at 10:00 a.m. and to produce at that

time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure,

all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents including

but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements, copies of

any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit slips,

and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas.

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attorney's

Office for Baltimore County, you may comply with this Summons by

forwarding the requested information by mail directly to Michael A.

Pulver, Esquire, State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County,

County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

by the above compliance date.



STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

It is ORDERED this

*

*

*

*

ORDER OF COURT

day

^

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

, 1986,

by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, that the Clerk of the. Court

issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, Provident Bank of Maryland,

Calvert and Lexington Streets, Baltimore, Maryland 21202,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 19 84 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas, at the

time and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

JUDGE
Circuit Court for Baltimore County



STATE OF MARYLAND IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

*

* BALTIMORE CITY,Mi
SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

COUNTY

:R 1648

*

Directed to: Custodian of Records
Union Trust Bank
10 E. Baltimore Street
Baltimore, Maryland 212 03

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

County, before Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, on December 19, 1986 at 10:00 a.m. and to produce at that

time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure,

all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents including

but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements, copies of

any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit slips,

and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas.

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attorney's

Office for Baltimore County, you may comply with this Summons by

forwarding the requested information by mail directly to Michael A.

Pulver, Esquire, State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County,

County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

by the above compliance date.

f
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OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

r • -1

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

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

County, by Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules

of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to order the Clerk of the

Court to issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, Union Trust

Bank, 10 E. Baltimore Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas at a time

and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted,

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County



r ~
-2-

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Motion to Summon Tangible Evidence Before Trial was mailed this

IJT day of /C>*-'C£sVY^lhC^/ , 1986, to Russell White, Esquire,
2 04 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 212 04

MAP/j11



Su'ATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

*

It is ORDERED this

*

*

ORDER OF COURT

. N day of

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

, 1986,

by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, that the Clerk of the Court

issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, Union Trust Bank,

10 E. Baltimore Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas, at the

time and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

Circuit Court for Baltimore County

True Copy Test
SUZANNE MEMSH, Clerk

-—*

Assistant Clerk
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY IKOSMAS

* fl£.-££f1pjR[)BALTIMORE COUNTY

C A - S E ' N O . 86 CR 1 6 4 8

DEC IZ 2 3OP*M'86* Utt if. C Ju i*n uu *

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE1"BEFOREv'TRIAL

Directed to: Custodian of Records
Provident Bank of Maryland
Calvert and Lexington Streets
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

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

County, before Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, on December 19, 1986 at 10:00 a.m. and to produce at that

time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure,

all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents including

but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements, copies of

any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit slips,

and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas.

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attorney's

Office for Baltimore County, you may comply with this Summons by

forwarding the requested information by mail directly to Michael A.

Pulver, Esquire, State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County,

County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

by the above compliance date.



STATE OF MARYLAND

"

V

STANLEY KOSMAS

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

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

County, by Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and pursuant to Rule 4-2 64 of the Maryland Rules

of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to order the Clerk of the

Court to issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, Provident Bank

of Maryland, Calvert and Lexington Streets, Baltimore, Maryland 21202,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 19 84 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas at a time

and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted,

SANDRA AT O'CONNOR
State's Attorney for Baltimore County

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Motion to Summon Tangible Evidence Before Trial was mailed this

/v/* day of /\J£X£^yyv^C/^' t 1986, to Russell White, Esquire,
204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
4 01 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

MAP/j11
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

It is ORDERED this

ORDER OF COURT

day of

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

, 1986,

by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, that the Clerk of the Court

issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, Provident Bank of Maryland,

Calvert and Lexington Streets, Baltimore, Maryland 21202,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas, at the

time and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

;
JUDGE (/
Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per.

True Copy Test
SUZANNE MENSH, Clerk

/) if

, . s •< •

Assistant Clerk
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

Directed to: Custodian of Records
SEBCO
1215 York Road . SUMMC
Lutherville, Maryland 21091QT SER

to be and appear in the State's AttorneyVsVOffice for Baltimore

County, before Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, on December 19, 1986 at 10:00 a.m. and to produce at that

time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure,

all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents including

but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements, copies of

any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit slips,

and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas.

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attorney's

Office for Baltimore County, you may comply with this Summons by

forwarding the requested information by mail directly to Michael A.

Pulver, Esquire, State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County,

County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

by the above compliance date.

C^*^JK
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

*

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 16 4 8

* *

MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

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

County, by Michael A. Pulver, Assistant. State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules

of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to order the Clerk of the

Court to issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, SEBCO,

1215 York Road, Lutherville, Maryland 21093,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 19 84 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas at a time

and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted,

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County



-
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Motion to Summon Tangible Evidence Before Trial was mailed this

f'yi /"" day of jC^JLilcv>c-fr-e-O , 19 86, to Russel l White, Esqu i re ,
204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
4 01 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 212 04

MAP/j11
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

It is ORDERED this

ORDER

(

*

*

*

*

OF COURT

d a y <

'

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

, 1986,

by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, that the Clerk of the Court

issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, SEBCO, 1215 York Road,

Lutherville, Maryland 21093,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 19 84 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas, at the

time and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

JUDGE
Circuit Court for Baltimore County

True Copy
SUZANNE MENSH, Clo*
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

RECEIVED
iS86OE *' 3: SI

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

SUMMONS FOR TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL
COST $

Directed to: Custodian of Records
First National Bank of Maryland
62 67 Kenwood Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

SUMMONED ...

NOT SEH

REASON NOT SERVED _

MALONEto be and appear in the State's Attorney's Office for B

County, before Sandra A. O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore

County, on December 19, 1986 at 10:00 a.m. and to produce at that

time, pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure,

all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents including

but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements, copies of

any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit slips,

and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas.

In lieu of personally appearing in the State's Attorney's

Office for Baltimore County, you may comply with this Summons by

forwarding the requested information by mail directly to Michael A.

Pulver, Esquire, State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County,

County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204,

by the above compliance date.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

MOTION TO SUMMON TANGIBLE EVIDENCE BEFORE TRIAL

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

County, by Michael A. Pulver, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, and pursuant to Rule 4-264 of the Maryland Rules

of Procedure, moves this Honorable Court to order the Clerk of the

Court to issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, First National

Bank of Maryland, 6267 Kenwood Avenue, Baltimore, Maryland 21237,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (both front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 19 84 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas at a time

and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted,

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

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Motion to Summon Tangible Evidence Before Trial was mailed this

ijj^ day of fiyUAs&^l^HA/ r 1986, to Russell White, Esquire,
204 W. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

MICHAEL A. PULVER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

MAP/j11



• - r
STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY KOSMAS

ORDER OF COURT

It is ORDERED this £. day of

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

* *

, 1986,

by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, that the Clerk of the Court

issue a summons to the Custodian of Records, First National Bank of

Maryland, 6267 Kenwood Avenue, Baltimore, Maryland 21237,

to produce all notes, memoranda, correspondence, records and documents

including but not limited to all signature cards, monthly statements,

copies of any and all deposited items, copies of any and all deposit

slips, and copies of any and all outgoing checks (front and back)

issued from said accounts, from December of 1984 to the present,

pertaining to Stanley Michael Kosmas and Marialane Kosmas, at the

time and place specified in the summons attached hereto.

JUDG
Circuit Court for Baltimore County



IN THE CIRCUIT <T*URT
~. SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

K» 86-CR-00423

73

COUNSEL i TITLE COSTS

LOGAN C. WIDDOWSON
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
MICHAEL A. PULVER

PETER G. ANGELOS
GARY J. IGNATOWSKI
RUSSELL WHITE

STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
6702 Garvey Road
Ba l t imore , Maryland 21237

State's Atty. Bar Lib.

Clerk

Sheriff.

Deft's Bar Lib..

CIF

Fines-

Clerk's Add'L

Cleric

Sheriff,

DOCKET ENTRIES
1986 Oct. 6 - Transcript of Record containing Certified Copy of Docket Entries and

Originial Papers received from Baltimore County Circuit Court and filed.
CHARGE: Count #1- MURDER.

" " 27 - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated October 23, 1986, from the
Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White, filed.

" " " - Notice of Hearing on Motions for Discovery issued and mailed to the
Defendant, copies mailed to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell, J. White,
Esquire, Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy
mailed to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A.
Pulver, Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael
Kosmas) and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

11 " " - Notice of Hearing on All Open Motions issued and mailed to the Defendant,
copies mailed to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire,
Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy mailed
to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A.
Pulver, Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael
Kosmas) and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

" " " - Notice of Jury Trial issued and mailed to the Defendant, copies mailed
to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire, Peter G.
Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy mailed to the
Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver,
Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael Kosmas)
and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

" Dec. 3 - Motion For Discovery resolved without Hearing.
" " " - Order of Court, filed.
" " " - Petition To Dismiss Indictment, Certificate of Service, Exhibits A, B,

C, D and E, filed.
1987 Jan. 7 - Motion In Limine, Certificate of Service and Memorandum in Support of

Defendant's Motion In Limine, filed.

(CARRIED FORWARD)

4 '
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1987 Jan. 8 -
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Petition For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate of
Service, filed.

- Order, filed.
- Petition For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate of

Service, filed.
- Order, filed.
- Petition For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate of

Service, filed.
- Order, filed.
- State's Requested Voir Dire, filed.

- State's Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection and Certificate of Service, filed.

- State's Supplemental Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
Inspection and Certificate of Service, filed.

- State's Answer to Defendant's Motion in Limine and Certificate of
Service, filed.

- Motion in Limine, Certificate of Service and Points and Authorities,
filed.

- State's Motion in Limine, Certificate of Service and Memorandum in Support
of State's Motion in Limine to Exclude Evidence of the Character of the
Deceased,, Maria Kosmas, filed. _ c , „ . _.

- State s Supplemental Answer to Defendant s Motion for Piscovery and
Inspection and Certificate of Service, filed.

- Due to inclement weather conditions Jury Trial is continued until Thuisday,
- No. 86-CR-00423 Called. January 29, 1987 at 9]30A.M,
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos snd

Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver ar
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 20, 1987, by the State
Prohibiting Defendant's Attorney from mentioning the Polygraph exam
before the Jury.

- Court GRANTS Motion.
- Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 21, 1987, by the State

To Exclude Evidence of the Character of the Deceased, Maria Kosmas.
- Court RESERVES Ruling. (Later Granted)
- Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 7, 1987, by the Defenc|an

To Exclude Statement made by the victim.
- Court GRANTS Motion.
- Jurors Sworn on Voir Dire Questions.
- Jury Impanelled and Jury Sworn as per Jury Lists filed.
- State's Attorney enters a Motion to Sequester Witnesses.
- Court GRANTS Motion.
- Jury Trial Held.

- Court adjourned at 4:10 P.M. until Monday, February 2, 1987 at 9:30 A.|M..

- N o . 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos ajnd

Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver and
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- All Jurors present and reseated.
- Jury Trial resumed.r
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- Court adjourned at 4:20 P.M. until Tuesday, February 3, 1987 at 9:30 A.M..
- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos and

Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver and
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- All Jurors present and reseated. I
- Jury Trial resumed.
- Court adjourned at 3:55 P.M. until Wednesday, February 4, 1987 at 9:30 A.M..

- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos £

Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver arid
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- All Jurors present and reseated.
- Jury Trial resumed.
- State rests its case with the exception of one witness.
- Defense Counsel enters a motion for Directed Verdict.
- Motion DENIED.

Court adjourned at 2:55 P.M. until Thursday, February 5, 1987 at 9:30

(CARRIED FORWARD)
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1987

II

II

Feb.
II

Mar.

No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Ang

and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A.
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- All Jurors present and reseated.
- Jury Trial Resumed.
- Defense Counsel enters a motion for Judgment of Acquittal at the

of State's case.
- Motion DENIED.
- Court adjourned at 3:57 P.M. until Friday, February 6, 1987 at 9

No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. E. Austin Baker reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Anj;elos

elos
Pulver

end

30 A.M.
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and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A
and Scott. Shellenberger, present in court.

- All Jurors present and reseated.
- Jury Trial Resumed.
- Defense Counsel enters a motion for Judgment of Acquittal at th<

of all testimony.
- Motion DENIED.
- Court adjourned at 10:15 A.M. until Monday, February 9, 1987 at

Pulver

end

9:30 A.M.

18

20

No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Anielos

and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael k\ Pulver
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- All Jurors present and reseated.
- Jury Trial Resumed. .
- Jury finds the Defendant NOT GUILTY of Murder (First Degree).
- Jury finds the Defendant GUILTY of Murder (Second Degree).
- Jurors polled at the request of the Defendant's Attorney.
- All Jurors agree with the Verdict read by the Foreman.
- Verdict Sheet, filed.
- Court defers sentencing.
- Defendant's Attorney enters a request that Bond be continued.
- Request DENIED.
- Court places the Defendant in the custody of the Sheriff of Sonars
County pending sentencing.

- Commitment Pending Further Action delivered to the Sheriff of
Somerset County, as per copy filed.

- Notice of Sentencing Date issued and delivered to the Sheriff o
Somerset County for service on Defendant, copies mailed to the
Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Peter G. Angelos and
Gary J. Ignatowski, copies mailed to the Assistant State's Attorneys
for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver and Scott Shellenberger and
copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

- Letter from Michael Kosmas, dated March 16, 1987, to Judge LloyA L.
Simpkins, filed.

- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos
and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A.
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- Sentencing Held. ^^^^_^___^^__ ___^_^
- Court sentences the Defendant to the custody of the Commissioner of

Correction to a term of 26 Years. Defendant to be given credit for
time served. (02-09-87)
Oral instructions, etc., given to the Defendant.
Commitment Pending Further Action delivered to the Sheriff of Soberset
County as per copy filed.
Commitment issued and delivered to the Sheriff of Somerset County.

- Copy of Maryland Sentencing Guidelines Worksheet, filed.
27 - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 24, 1987, from

Richard D. Bennett, filed.
" - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 26, 1987, from

Russell J. White, filed.
Copy of letter from Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 27, 198)7,
to Russell J. White, filed.

Apr. 3 - Notice of Appeal and Certificate of Service, filed.

- Copy of letter to Robert C. Cochran, filed.
" - Copy of letter/E. Austin Baker, file<l» Y

(CARRIED FORWARD)

Pulver



NO 86-CR-00423 FORWARD
-

1987 Apr. 6 -- Copy of Docket Entries mailed to the Office of thAttorney General,
Appellate Division and to the Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White.
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RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

NO INSURANCE COVERAGE PROVIDED
NOT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL

, State and ZIP Code

Postage

Certified Fee

Special Delivery Fee

Restricted Delivery Fee

Return Receipt Showing
to whom and Date Delivered

B' T receipt showing to whom,
C and Address of Delivery

TOTAL Postage and G

Postmark or Date'



STICK POSTAGE STAMPS TO ARTICLE TO COVER FIRST-CLASS POSTAGE,
CEfT MAIL B E , AND CHARGES FOR ANY SELECTED OPTIONAL SERV (sea Iront)

1. If you want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub on the left portion of the auuress side of the article
leaving the receipt attached and present the article at a post office service window or hand it to your rural carrier.

. (no extra charge)

. If you do not want this receipt postmarked, stick the gummed stub on the left portion of the address side of the
article, date, detach and retain the receipt, and mail the article.

3. If you want a return receipt, w e the certified mail number and your name and address on a return receipt card,
Form 3811, and attach it to the • ' of the article by means of the gummed ends if space permits. Otherwise, affix
to back of article. Endorse tront article. RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED adjacent to the number.

4. If you want delivery restricted to the addressee, or to an authorized agent of the addressee, endorse
RESTRICTED DELIVERY on the front of the article.

5. Enter fees for the services requested in the appropriate spaces on the front of this receipt. If return receipt is re-
'ested, check the applicable blocks in item 1 of Form 3811.

Save this receipt ai)d present it if you make inquiry.



to,
9 SENDER: Complete items 1. 2. 3 and 4.

Put your address in the '•RETURN TO" space on the
reverse side. Failure to do this wilt prevent this card from
being, returned to you. The return receipt fee will provide
you the name of the person delivered to and the date of
delivery. For additional fee* the following services are
available. Consult postmasser for fees and check box (as)
for service(s) raquested.

1. • Show to whom, date and address of deliver

2. • Restricted Delivery.

3. Article Addressed to:

4. Type of Service:

Q Regittered D Insured
B Certified D COD
D Express Mail

Article Number

07'3

Always obtain tignature ot addressee£Lagent and
DATE DELIVERED.

5. Signature.— AddresseeSigf
6. Signature — Agent

X

Date of Delivery /•

a/ Addressee's Address (ONLY if requested and fee paid)



UNITED S W E ŜTAL SERVICE
OFHdAL BUSINESS

SENDER INSTRUCTIONS
P*-» -our M M , fttdrws, and ZIP Code In the

t JtnpKe ttem> 1.2,», and 4 on tharever—.
• Attach to front of article If cpaoo pttmllB*

otnafwlM affix to back of * tlele.
• EndorM article "Return Raolpt Requetted"

adjacent to number.

RETURN
TO

PENALTY «» PfWVATE
USS.I300

Elmer H. Kahline, J r . , Clerk
Circuit Cnnr-t iv'

County -Cour
•......'.'IrA- ,i

(NO. «p«l «tr»<?t, Apt.7 Suite, P.O. Box or R.O. No.)



Todays Date f ° / (.

CASE NO.

'

NAME OF DEFENDANT IN CASE

SIGNATURE OF PERSON REMOVING FILE(S)
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STEVE KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNT.Y

* CASE: B6 CR

* * * *

MOTION TO PISMISS

\Steve Kosmas, by undersigned counsel requests that this Court

dismiss the above numbered indictment for reason that he has been

denied his constitutional right to a speedy trial as guaranteed by

the Sixth Amendment to the United States Constitution.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for Defendant

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of

1991 a copy of the aforegoing Motion To Dismiss was mailed, postage

prepaid, to Scott Shellenberger, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue,

Towson, Maryland 21204.

FILED
RICHARD M. KARCESKI

I
•



- LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS
THOMAS P. BERNIER

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

November 27, 1990

REPLY TO:
D TOWSON / (301) 583-1 325
D ELLICOTT CITY/(301) 750-7080

Clerk, Circuit Court for
Baltimore County

County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 164i

Dear Mr. Clerk:

Enclosed please find two Subpoenas which I would appreciate
you filing in the above-referenced matter. Kindly return these
Subpoenas to me in the envelope provided for service by private
process server.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

. Karceski

RMK/amk
Enclosures



WITNESS SUMMONS

1CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: EDNA CARRICK
6431 HARTWAIT STREET

BALTIMORE, MD 21224 /C' 4 P 3 ^

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEE<RUARY 25 < 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE. r j O

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SUZANINfE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE

DATE SERVED: „ STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-A650

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

1CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 84CR1A48

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: HELEN PROCLROMOV
4024 BAKER LANE

BALTIMORE, MD 21236 2vV__

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25* 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991 AcAj^i^^jtJ ( /~K<^L-~n

fg*. SUZANI\KE MENSH
/ 5 / ± \ \ C lerk> C i r c u i t C o u r t f o r Baltimore County

P e r Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN Ul'TNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE

DATE SERVED- __ STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
B87-AA50

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE.

REASON:

SHERIFF FEE *_.



WITNESS SUMMONS

1CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: PAULA NYITRAI
8626 DELEGGE RD.

BALTIMORE, MD 21237

Case No. 86CR1648

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2S> 1.991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

\
SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

^CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL <

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 8ACR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: JACQUELINE ALBAN
2102 SHIRE COURT

FALLSTON, MD 21047 $£ S^L—_

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25» 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE. * ! • * * _ |

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 . 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE-

REASON:

2UZAN[\fE MENSH
/Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

VWITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE %



WITNESS SUMMONS

COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL (

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL K0SMA8 Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: ROBERT PHILLIPS
7020 SOLLERS POINT ROAD

BALTIMORE, MO 21222 i"\__

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25* 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

Per

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE $



WITNESS SUMMONS

iCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1A48

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: EDWARD MATTSON
1 CENTER ROAD
#1 A ^SET^w
TOWSON, MD 21204 & V _ ^

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZAIWE MENSH
Clerk, .Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887A650

SHERIFF FEE $



Case No. 86CR164B

WITNESS SUMMONS

COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL V

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL. KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T 0 : r.iR PAUL GUERIN
OFFICE OF THE MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET ^ ^ ^ f e v
BALTIMORE, MD 21201

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25* 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY l i t 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANISfE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

•
Per

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

Deputy

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

1CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: BR THOMAS SMITH
OFFICE OF THE MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET .xSfTS&w
BALTIMORE, MD 21.201 «^V_^

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QN FEBRUARY 2 5 , .1.991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 11. 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

..SUZANNE MENSH
\, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

p.,

WlfjNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

Deputy

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

1CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMA8 Case No. 86CR1A48

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: r,R JOHN E SMIALEK
OFFICE OF CHIEF MEDICAL EXAM.
Ill PENN ST .X^T^w

BALTIMORE. MD 21201 fe^__
You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25> 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COl Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: ALEXIS K08M08
6702 GARVEY RD

BALTIMORE, Mti 21237 * 2 ^ u - ^

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25> 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANINfE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE $



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COl Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL K08MA8 Case No. 36CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: ARIS MELISSARATOS
3629 ELMORA AVE

BALTIMORE, MD 21213 X? K

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25» 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE TE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

Deputy

SHERIFF FEE *



State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: ALEXANDER THANOS
12635 S U 67 CT

MIAMI, FL 33156 ^P 2 ^ — ^

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 . 1991 /^AJL^^^JU ( '~K^4-^\

ttgo?Lc2s> SUZANNE MENSH
i y y ' j l v X Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

YS^^Vy Per V \ Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN i W » « 8 8 INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE

DATE SERVED: __ STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SHERIFF FEE $



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COi Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: IRENE THANOS
12635 S Ul 67 CT

MIAMI, FL 331.56 AP- 3 ^ v _

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 . 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 . 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

PATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANNt MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE $



WITNESS SUMMONS

XUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1A48

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: CHRISTINE MATSON
8 BARRATRA COURT

TIMONIUM, MD 21.093 2^V-^

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
09=15 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1.991

SUZANNE MENSH
Ilerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE

DATE SERVED: STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

1CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU '

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: ROBERT DONALD
2928 BERWICH AVE

Case No. 86CR1648

BALTIMORE, MH 21234

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25* 1 9 9 1 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

BATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

WITN

Deputy

UlTNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

'CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: MICHAEL SPEC AGT MALONE
F. B. I. LABORATORY
J. EDGAR HOOVER BI...DG ^"otTSS^
WASHINGTON, DC 20535 S k —

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATf:.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

\ S.UZANINft MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6A50

Deputy

SHERIFF FEE $



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COI Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: PAUL WEINSTEIN

SUITE 1209 COURT SQUARE BLDG

BALTIMORE, MB 21202 K

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE" STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1.1, 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE-

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per A \\ Deputy

^ S S INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COi Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL K08MAS Case No. B6CR1A48

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: MICHELLE BLACKWELL
300 E. TUJUNGA AVENUE
APT. I l l .XtSfTSSv
BURBANK, CA 91502 •fe^__

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 i 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY i l , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZAIWE MENSH
Cferk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6A50

Deputy

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

^CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL. K08MAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T 0 : JOHN BOWMAN
A700 GARVEY RD

BALTIMORE, MD 21237 feV—^

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QM FEBRUARY 25> 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANINfE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

er

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

Deputy

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

Case No. 8ACR1648

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO; Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: SGT JAMES SIMMS
M S P - CRIME LAB
1201 REISTERSTOWN ROAD
BALTIMORE, M.0 2:1208 & ^ L j j&s

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR** before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25> 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

7
Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of Maryland.

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

BATE SERVED: .__

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANINfE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

WfU'NESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

Deputy

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

'CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1&48

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: CONNIE BACASNOT
91.02 PERRYVALE ROAD

BALTIMORE, MD 21236 ^ V _ ^

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991
7)

MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

V
Per | Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE

DATE SERVED: STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-AA50

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON: .

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

1CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COU I

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T 0 : JOHN VATEROS
8703 DELEOGI ROAD

BALTIMORE, MD 21237 2 ^ - _

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25 / 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE. * • * * ]

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SUZANI\f£ MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

Deputy

TNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO! Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 84CR1448

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: MICHAEL VATEROS
8703 DELEGGI ROAD

BALTIMORE, MD 21237 J& §\___

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25* 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991 /<^U, «^a> C ^^^-^-H

S
SUZANI\f£ MENSH

Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE

DATE SERVED: STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SHERIFF FEE $



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COi Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: LAURA JEAN CLARY
1323 ACORN RIDGE COURT

Case No. 86CR1448

EDGEWOOD, MD 21040

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25* 199.1. AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE. * * • * ]

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

MENSH
ffi^ ~^^\ Clerk' C' r c u i t C^ 1 1 for Baltimore County

> % d y ^ per A °eputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN 1JITNE-SS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE

DATE SERVED: _ _ STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL /

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL. KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: DOUGLAS READ
HOWARD CO. POLICE DEPT
3410 COURT HOUSE DRIVE ^^TSjv
ELLICOTT CITY, MD 21043 ! ^ V _

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

Deputy

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

'RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: MICHAEL KOSMAS

404 S. OLDHAM ST.

BALTIMORE, MD 21224 %V

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25/ 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A .M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

^ MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

,.WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



Case No. 86CR1648

WITNESS SUMMONS

1CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL <

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: BRADLEY BAKER
8021 EDGEWATER AVENUE

BALTIMORE, MD 21237 fe\^_

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 . 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANINfE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KQSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: po DONALD B PFOUTS
1855
CID1 ^f&S3^

Case No. 86CR1&48

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

Deputy

SHERIFF FEE: *



WITNESS SUMMONS

^CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: po WAYNE W ROSS
1039
F:>C09 sr&TXf*.

Case No. 8ACR1648

C.C. NO. E472095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
.Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25- 1991 AT

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk; Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE:



WITNESS SUMMONS

^CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: PO CHARLES J LEADER
1981

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR $V before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
0 9 - 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1.991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

ITNESS INFORMATION AND
SSISTANCE
TATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

4 #87-6650

SHERIFF FEE:



WITNESS SUMMONS

iCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: PO CHARLES J JACKSON
2645
PC09 ^t&TSto^

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO A P P E p i R i S J before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 J 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . T O TESTIFY FOR THE STATE., • • * • •

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

HATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SU^AIM.Wt MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE: *



WITNESS SUMMONS

' CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUN"

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: PO HILTON D DUCKWORTH
2130
CLAB ^nTTS^

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. EA72095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 J 1991. AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZAN(\fE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

lllTNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6A50

SHERIFF FEE: *



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: PO GREGORY KOLBERQ V
156 6

Case No. 86CR1A48

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE *;****_

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

Issued:

SUZANI^E MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE: *



WITNESS SUMMONS

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COl

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: SGT LEONARD 0 BUTT
2.1.75
CLAB ^^r-TO-^

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A .M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE i n f r * * H

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

Issued: EBRUARY

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE: *



NOTICE OF HEARING

RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
A702 GARVEY ROAD
BALTIMORE, MD 21237 ^f?f-S>^

Case No. 86CR1648

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25> 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A.M. FOR TRIAL. V^5i^«^£*T*l

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

Issued:

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

MENSH
- .Clerk*, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

SHERIFF FEE.: *



NOTICE OF HEARING

'RCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE CO Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL K08MAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T 0 : STANLEY K08MA8

Case No. 8ACR1648

6702 GARVEY ROAD
BALTIMORE, MD 2123?

You are hereby COMMANDED TO PRODUCE THE DEFENDANT before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, rjN FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 AM FOR TRIAL OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED CASE.

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

Issuecf-EBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

MENSH
Clerk/Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy



WITNESS SUMMONS

.CUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUI

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: CHRISTINE MATSON
8 BARRATRA COURT

TIMONIUM, MD 21093

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QN FEBRUARY 25» 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 2 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON;

MENSH
, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

TNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



No. 86CR1648

J
CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STATE OF MARYLAND
Vs

ATTY.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMOS\
(BAIL)

CHARGE

ARRAIGNED

TRIAL

PLEA

SENTENCE

REPORTER

DATE

3/27/86 MURDER

JUD6E

JUDGE

VERDICT

i

I

STATES ATTY.

CLERK'S MEMORANDUM

IN

NO.

fp>





DATE PRINTED: SEPTEMBER 3, 1996

C A 8 E NO.: 8 6 C R1 6 4 8 S T A T E 0 F MARYLAND V. K 0 SMAS , STAN!... E Y MICI!A E L
C.C. NO.: EA72095
DIST NO.:

CHARGES: COUNT 1 2ND DEGREE MURDER

ACT DATE: 03/31/86 STATUS DATE: STATUS TYPE:
BAIL TYPE: PROPERTY BAIL AMOUNT:$75,20©
SURETY BOND NO:
BAIL PARTY: STANLEY KOSMAS
BAIL ADDRESS: 67G2 GARVEY ROAD BALTIMORE MD 2123?

COSTS:

PROSECUTOR:
ANGELA WHITE

ATTORNEY:
PETER G ANGELOS
GARY J ICNATOWSKI
RUSSELL J WHITE
RICHARD M KARCE8KI
DENNIS HENDERSON
RICHARD M KARCESKI
SCOTT WHITNEY

DATE

APRIL 22, 1986

SEPTEMBER B, 1986

PROCEEDING

ARRAIGNMENT

TRIAL..

SEPTEMBER 25, 1986 M18C HEARING

NOVEMBER 26, 1990 MISC HEARING

FEBRUARY 22, 1991

FEBRUARY 25, 1991

JULY 16, 1991

JUNE 4, 1996

MISC HEARING

TRIAL

RECONSIDER

APPEARANCE ENTERED:
APRIL 22, 1986
MAY 7, 1986
AUGUST 18, 1986
OCTOBER 31, 1990
MARCH 22, 1991
DECEMBER 17, 1991
FEBRUARY 6, 1996

JUDGE

JUDGE FRANK CICONE

JUDGE FRANK CICONE

HON. JAMES T. SMITH JR.

HON. ROBERT E CAHILL SR

HON. J NORRIS BYRNES

HON. J NORRIS BYRNES

POST CONVICTION HON. LAWRENCE R. DANIELS

SEPTEMBER 5, 1996 POST CONVICTION HON. LAWRENCE R. DANIELS

FILING DATE: MARCH 27, 1986 CASE TYPE: INDICTMENT

1. MAR. 27,198? BENCH WARRANT ISSUED.

2. A P R11... 1 , 19 B 6 B E N C H W A R RAN T S E R V E D.

ACTION

APEARNCE ENTRED

POSTPONED

BY: COURT

TRANSFERRED

COMPLETED

COMPLETED

TRIAL SENTENCE

COMPLETED
POSTPONED
BY:



DATE PRINTED: SEPTEMBER 3, 1996

CASE NO.: 86CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KQSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

3. A P R11... 2 8 , 1986 DE F E N I) A N T ' S R E Q U E S T F 0 R IN S P E C T10 N

AND DISCOVERY.

4. MAY 7, 1986 DEFENDANT'S PLEA OF NOT GUILTY.

5. MAY 7, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR BILL OF
PARTICULARS.

6. MAY 14, 1986 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION.

7. MAY 14, 1986 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR BILL OF PARTICULARS.

8. MAY 26, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS
UNLAWFULLY OBTAINED STATEMENT.

?. MAY 26, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO COMPEL
DISCOVERY.

10. AUGUST 21, 1986 DEFENDANT WAIVES RIGHTS TO SPEEDY
T RIA I... AND MARY I... AND R U I... E 4 ••• 2 71 . C A S E T 0 B E R E S E T.

11. S E P T. 8 , 19 8 6 D E F E ND ANT ' S MOT 10 N F 0 R R E M 0 V A I... WIT H
APPROVAL FROM THE STATE.

12. SEPT. 17, 1986 STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO
DISCOVERY.

13. SEPT. 19, 1986 NOTICE OF HEARING DATE.
(SEPT. 25, 1986)

14. SEPT. 25, 1986 HEARING HAD. DEFENDANT'S MOTION
FOR CHANGE OF VENUE HEARING-GRANTED. CASE TO
BE REMOVED TO THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET
COUNTY. ORDER TO BE FILED.

15. OCT. 1, 1986 ORDER OF COURT THAT THE CASE BE
REMOVED TO SOMERSET COUNTY. (EEC)

16. OCT. 6, 1986 ORIGINAL PAPERS SENT TO THE
CIRCUIT COURT OF SOMERSET COUNTY PER ORDER OF
COURT. (EEC)

17. NOV. 14, 1986 STATE ' S SUPPI...EMENTAL ANSWER T0
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION.

18. DEC. 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

19. DEC. 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.



DATE PRINTED: SEPTEMBER 3, 1996

CASE NO.: B6CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

20. DEC. 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

21. DEC. B, 19B6 8TATE ' 8 M0TI ON AND 0RI>ER T0
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

22. JAN. 2, 198? STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION.

23. JAN. 5, 1987 STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION.

24. APRIL 9, 1987 CERTIFIED COPY OF DOCKET ENTRIES
RECEIVED FROM THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET
COUNTY,

25. FEBRUARY 5, 198? JURY FINDS THE DEFENDANT
NOT GUILTY OF MURDER (FIRST DEGREE.)
FEBRUARY 5, 198? JURY FINDS THE DEFENDANT
G U11... T Y 0 F M U R D E R < 8 E C 0 N D DEGREE.)

26. MARCH 20, 1987 COURT SENTENCES THE DEFENDANT TO
THE CUSTODY OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTION TO
A TERM OF 26 YEARS. DEFENDANT TO BE GIVEN CREDIT
FOR TIME SERVED. <2 •09-87) COMMITMENT PENDING

27. FURTHER ACTION DELIVERED TO THE SHERIFF OF
SOMERSET COUNTY AS PER COPY FILED.
APRIL 3, 1987 NOTICE OF APPEAL AND CERTIFICATION
OF SERVICE.

28. OCT. 19, 1990 CASE RECEIVED FROM THE CIRCUIT-
COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY ON MOTION FOR
R E M 0 V A I... AND 0 R1) E R. " D E F E N D A N T 0 N B A11..." .

29. OCT. 19, 1990 STATE EXHIBITS RECEIVED FROM
CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY"EXHIBITS
IN VAULT".

30. NOV. 26, 1990 HEARING HAD IN RE: BAIL CONDITION
MODIFICATION REQUEST •••• DENIED. CONDITIONS OF BAIL
TO REMAIN THE SAME.

31. NOV 28, 1990 DEFENDANT'S PETITION FOR

M 0 DIF IC A T10 N 0 F C 0 N DIT10 N S 0 F R E L E A S E .

32. J AN 7 , 1 991 DEFEND AN T ' 8 M0TI ON T0 D18MISS.

33. FEB. 15, 1991 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION
F 0 R DISC0 VER Y AND INSPEC T10N.

3 A. FEB. 22, 1991 HEARING HAD: DEFE N DA N T'S



DATE PRINTED: SEPTEMBER 3, 1996

CASE NO.: 86CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

ORAL MOTION FOR THE HON. ROBERT E. CAHILL, SR.
TO RECU8E HIMSELF FROM THE HEARING AND TRIAL
0F T H18 MATT ER-GRANT ED.

35. FEB. 25, 1991 HEARING HAD IN RE: DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO INTRODUCE EVIDENCE AS TO EXTRA
MARITAL OFFENSE DENIED. JURY IMPANELED BUT
NOT SWORN. HEARING NOT CONCLUDED TO RESUME

36. ON 2/26/91.

37. FEB 26, 1991 HEARING RESUMED AND TESTIMONY
TAKEN. DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS HELD FOR
FUTURE DETERMINATION. JURY SWORN. JURY TRIAL
NOT CONCLUDED TO RESUME ON 2/27/91 AT

38. 10:0O A.M.

39. FEB 27, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED. PRIOR TO TAKING
OF TESTIMONY, STATES MOTION IN LIMINE -GRANTED.
TRIAL NOT CONCLUDED, TO BE RESUMED ON 2/28/91.

40. FEB 28, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED. TRIAL NOT
CONCLUDED, TO BE RESUMED ON 3/1/91.

41. MA R C H 1 , 1991 T RIA I... R E S U M E D. TRIAL N 0 T C 0 N C I... U D E D
TO RESUME 3/4/91.

42. MARCH 4, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED. AT THE END OF
STATE'S CASE, DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR JUDGMENT
0 F A C « UIT T A I... 0 V E R R U L E D. T RIA L N 0 T C 0 N C I... U D E D ,
TO BE RESUMED ON 3/5/91.

43. MARCH 5, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED. TRIAL NOT CONCLUDED,
TO BE RESUMED ON 3/6/91 AT 9:30 A.M.

44. MARCH 6, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED. AFTER JURY VERDICT,
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF A
SPEEDY TRIAL -DENIED.

45. MARCH 8, 1991 DEFENDANT'S NOTICE OF APPEAL.
(FOLIO 5, DOCKET 158).

46. MARCH 13, 1991 COPY OF REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT
FILED.

47. MAY 6, 1991 PETITION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION
OF TIME TO TRANSMIT RECORDS TO THE COURT OF
SPECIAL APPEALS.

48. MAY 20, 19 91 DEFE N DAN T'S M 0 T10N T0 M 0DIFY
SENTENCE.



DATE PRINTED: SEPTEMBER 3, 1996

CASE NO.: 36CR164S STATE OF MARYLAND V, KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

49. MAY 29, 1991 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO MODIFY SENTENCE.

50. JUNE 17, 1991 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO MODIFY SENTENCE.

51. JULY 16, 1991 HEARING HAD IN RE: RECONSIDERATION-
DENIED. DEFENDANT NOT PRESENT. ORIGINAL
SENTENCE STANDS.

52. JULY 18, 1991 PETITION AND ORDER FROM THE
COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS GRANTING EXTENSION
OF TIME TO TRANSMIT RECORDS.

53. SEPT. 1O, 1991 PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME
TO TRANSMIT THE RECORD IS GRANTED.

54. NOV. 18, 1991 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO CORRECT
SENTENCE.

55. NOV. 22, 1991 PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME
TO TRANSMIT THE RECORD IS GRANTED.

56. DEC. 9, 1991 PETITION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION
OF TIME TO TRANSMIT RECORDS TO THE COURT OF
SPECIAL. APPEALS.

57. DEC. 11, 1991 ORDER TO CORRECT SENTENCE
TO READ: "TWENTY (20) YEARS DIVISION OF
CORRECTION DATING FROM MARCH 6, 1991 WITH
CREDIT FOR 935 DAYS PREVIOUSLY SERVED.

58. DEC. 11, 1991 AMENDED COMMIT REFLECTING
ACCOUNTING DATE OF AUGUST 14, 1988 WITH
CREDIT OF 935 DAYS TIME SERVED.

59. DEC. 17, 1991 ORDER TO ENTER THE APPEARANCE OF
RICHARD M. KARCESKI FOR THE APPEAL FD.

60. DEC. 24, 1991 DEFENDANT'S REQUEST FOR EXTENSION
OF TIME AND ORDER GRANTING SAME. <LDG)

61. JAN. 17, 1992 ORIGINAL PAPERS SENT TO THE COURT
OF SPECIAL APPEALS OF MARYLAND.

62. MARCH 11, 1992 ORDER FROM THE COURT OF SPECIAL
APPEALS OF MARYLAND THAT APPELLANT'S MOTION TO
SUPPLEMENTAL RECORD IS GRANTED. (AMW)

63. SEPT 22, 1992 PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI
FILED.



DATE PRINTED: SEPTEMBER 3, 1996

CASE NO.: 86CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KQSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

64. SEPT. 22, 1992 DISPOSITION OF APPEAL IN COURT
OF SPECIAL APPEALS:
AUGUST 3, 1992: PER CURIAM FILED. JUDGMENT
AFFIRMED; APPELLANT TO PAY THE COST.

65. SEPT. 24, 1992 CASE REVIEWED, NO ACTION.

66. DEC. 15, 1992 ORDER OF COURT THAT THE PETITION
FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI IS DENIED. (RCM)

67. JAN. 30, 1996 DEFENDANT'S PETITION FOR POST
CONVICTION RELIEF.

68. FEB. 8, 1996 PETITION FOR POST CONVICTION RELIEF
RECEIVED BY JUDGE HOWE.

69. MARCH 29, 1996 STATE'S ANSWER TO PETITIONER'S
PETITION FOR POST CONVICTION RELIEF.

70. MAY 28, 1996 NOTICE THAT THE POST CONVICTION
WILL BE ON JUDGE DANIELS' ASSIGNMENT FOR 6/4/96.

71. JUNE 4, 1996 HEARING HAD IN RE: POST
CONVICTION ••• CASE POSTPONED TO ALLOW DEFENDANT
TO OBTAIN DIFFERENT COUNSEL.

72. JULY 26, 1996 NOTICE OF HEARING, SUMMONS ISSUED.

7 3 . A U G U 8 T 19, 1 9 9 6 C 0 R R E S P 0 N D E N C E .

DISPOSITIONS: MARCH 6, 1991

COUNT 1 2ND DEGREE MURDER
PI...EA : NOT GU11...T Y FINDING : GU11...T Y
SENT DATE: 03/06/91 SENT TYPE: PRISON
LENGTH: 20Y SUSP LENGTH:
CC/CS: CREDIT T/S: 887D EXPL CODE: MD DOC
LITERAL: COSTS WAVIED. COMMIT SENT. NOTES:

LKb



WITNESS SUMMONS

CI~~UIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNT

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY H1CHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 8ACR1648

TO: ROBERT PHILLIPS
7020 SOLLERS POINT ROAD

BALTIMORE, MD 21222

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25 i 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SUZANNE MENSH
ClerVOrcuit Court for Baltimore County

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVES:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

Deputy

FEB 2 1 1991

iS INFORMATION AND
*NCE

STAftyS ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF OF BALTiMO



WITNESS SUMMONS

C I R f ' l T COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

PAUL WEINSTEIN '" ~^'F'S
SUITE 1209 COURT SQUARE BLDG

BALTIMORE, MD 21202

Case No. 86CR1648

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towsonk Maryland, f)j\j FEBRUARY 25 i 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

(TNBSS INFORMATION AND
ASSIISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CT -IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNT

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: CIV JOAN A DIMARTINO
9365
CLAB

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, rj^j FEBRUARY ?5> 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 15 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RET

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE

REASON:

SHERIFF

SUZAt^ll^MENSH
3rk/Cifbuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

\TNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE: *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIFU" T COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 8ACR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

ARIS MELISSARATOS
3629 ELMORA AVE

- . • '-

s n e w " - •

fall
BALTIMORE, MD 11213

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QJSJ FEBRUARY 2 5 J 199:1 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , .1.991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

???!!!??!DATE SERVED: ???_!_

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

R E A S 0 N: _

SHERIFF

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk/^Circuit Court for Baltimore County

/ WJLLIAM J. GLENN SR.
Deputy

SS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
S T A T E' S A T T 0 R N E Y ' S 0 F FIC E
887-6650

FEE



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIF 'IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNT'

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:
i

TO: MICHAEL KOSMAS RiFF'S -
404 S. 0I...DHAM ST.

F E B l 2 ^ l 5
BALTIMORE, MD 2 1 2 2 4

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR

Case No. 86CR1648

before the Judges of the Circuit Court forg
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25 i 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: «?2_.

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

MENSH
, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

JESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

ir



/://>"

WITNESS SUMMONS

CIP r MT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNT

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 86CR1648

T0: EDNA CARRICK
6431 HARTUAIT STREET

BALTIMORE, MD 21224
SW^M

•

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QN FEBRUARY 25 i .1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A .M. T 0 T E 8 T I F Y F 0 R TIIE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: =?.~J±'?/...

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

SUZANINfE MENSH
5lerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

U

Deputy

F.TNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIR T COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T 0 : PO CHARLES E NAYLOR
1542
I-IOM 336%

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25i 1.991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 15, 1991

SHERIFF'S RET

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE

fSON :

Per

SUZANIWMENSH
ClerkJ Ci/pu\t Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
8 8 7 - 6 6 5 0

FEE:



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIP IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: PC) THOMAS F MURNANE
1206
CID1

Case No. 86CR.1.648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, Q^ FEBRUARY ?5» 199.1 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 15, 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE i

REASON:

SH
Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

INFORMATION AND

STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE:



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIR r MT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNFi

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T 0 : CONNIE BACASNOT
9.102 PERRY MALE ROAD

Case No. 86CR1648

BALTIMORE, MD

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEART
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
J*J FEBRUARY 25 J 1991 AT

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , .1.991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

/SHERIFF OF BALTIMO

SHERIFF

MENSH
Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

1ESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE % /s.



£.,>. WITNESS SUMMONS

CIF IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTN

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 36CR1648

T°i CHRISTINE MATSON
B BARRAIVgp COURT

TIMONIUMi MD i
You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR - before the JflBges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991. AT
0 9 : I S A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

R E A 8 0 N: _A/.T_. Jil... Jit?*

3 H E RIF F
(J

MENSH
Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIR'*" 'IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTS

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: ALEXIS KOSHOS 7'/
6702 GARUEY RD

BALTIMORE, MD 21237

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR

^

V

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25» .1.99.1. AT
09:1 .5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

Witness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial CircUTtof

Issued: FEBRUARY 1.1, 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

MENSH
rk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

.TNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
367-6650



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCl1'"1" COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSHAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: PO GREGORY KOI...BERG U
1.566
CLAB

Case No. 86CR.1.648

C.C. NO. E 6 "720 95
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25i 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON: J^—i _ ^ .

yTf
•- .--^aK^U-- SHERIFF

SHERIFF OFBALTIMOHE COUWTY

MENSH
, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INF0RMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
8 8 7 - 6 6 5 0

FEE: *



WITNESS SUMMON?

C>OCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUN~rv

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: SOT LEONARD G BUTT
2 1 7 5
CI...AB

C.C. h
CITATION.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court 1^
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QN FEBRUARY 25> 1991 A
09:1.5 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RET

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE

REASON:

SHERIFFOF BALTIM©

&/—
""SHERIFF

MENSH
Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

liESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE:



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRCl""1" COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO:

Case No. 86CR.1.648

C.C. NO. EA72095
CITATION NO.

PO MILTON D DUCKWORTH
2130
CLAB

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QJ^ FEBRUARY 25 1 9 ° 1 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 . 1991

SHERIFF':

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NO

REASON: ~.__^£*a

SHERIFF

MENSH
;, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

fTNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
S T A T E' S A T T 0 R N E Y ' S 0 F FIC E
887-6650

FEE:



WITNESS SUMMONS

•RCUIT ~OURT FOR BALTIMORE COL Y

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. B6CR1A48

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: ROBERT DONALD
2928 BERWICH AYE

BALTIMORE, MD 21234

C *

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QN FEBRUARY 2 5 J 1991 AT
0 9: 1.5 A . M . TO T E S T I F Y F 0 R T H E STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: _

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

^ MENSH
ClerJ/Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

IITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-A650

SHERIFF FEE $



WITNESS SUMMONS

T" 'IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. BACR1648

TO: MICHAEL VATEROS
8703 DELEGGg' ROAD

BALTIMORE, MD 2:

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,
0 9: 15 A . M . T 0 T E S T I F Y F 0 R T H E STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 . 1991

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
FEBRUARY 1991 AT

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: _J/^/jJL

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON: _

H

MENSH
rcuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

H 0
FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

"**NIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: JOHN VATEROS

8703 DEL EGG]* ROAD

BALTIMORE, MD 2 1 2 3 7

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR

Case No. B6CR1648 VJ

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 199:1. AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: Jpj_

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

HERIFF

MENSH
, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

TNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE * fjOO



WITNESS SUMMONS

SC'"T COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL /

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY HICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 86CR1648

T0: SOT JAMES SIMMS
M 8 P - CRIME LAB
1201 REISTERSTOWN ROAD
BALTIMORE, MD 21.208

•

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25* .1.991 AT
09: .15 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: 'Z.I11 Ml
| . . * - ( . ••••»

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

MENSH
, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

JESS INFO

Deputy

W I T\5 E S S I N F 0 R M A T 1 0 N A N D
ASSISTANCE
STA TE'S ATTORNEY'S 0 FFICE
887-6650

FEE *

/ SHERIFF OF BALTIMOR^COUMTY



WITNESS SUMMONS

r "UIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL. KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T 0 : BRADLEY BAKER

8021 EDGEWATER AVENUE

BALTIMORE, MD 21237

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR

Case No. B6CR1648

before the Judges of the Circuit Court forg
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

MENSH
ircuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERV ED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

WITNES8 IN F0RMAT10N AND
ASSISTANCE
S T A T E' 6 A T T 0 R N E Y ' S Q F FICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE *



%/ r
NOTICE OF HEARING

COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
6702 GARVEY ROAD
BALTIMORE, MD 21237

Case No. 8ACR1A48

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . FOR T R I A L .

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

MENSH
ircuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

.

SHERIFF FEE: :



WITNESS SUMMONS

COURT FOR BALTIMORE COL

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 86CR.1.648

TO: JOHN BOWMAN
6700 GARVEY RD

BALTIMORE, MD
*

: 1.237

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QJSJ FEBRUARY 25* 1991 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

ED: 2-1U/H
SHERIFF'S RE'

DATE SERVED

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

RIFF

MENSH
Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

\ESS INF0RMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE 15.00



WITNESS SUMMONS

' "1CUITCOir~ r FOR BALTIMORE COU,

ite of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

ite of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

Case No. 8ACR1648

HELEN PR0CLR0MOV
4024 BAKER LANE

BALTIMORE, MD 21236

u are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
timore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25* 1991 AT
>:15 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE. / - "

tness the Honorable Chief Judge of the Third Judicial Circuit of

Jed: FEBRUARY 11 J 1991

HER IFF'8 RETURN

TE SERVED: JXzlkiXL-

TE SERVICE NOT MADE:

ASON:

MENSH
erk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

FNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

JL SHERIFF- FEE



WITNESS SUMMONS

C I ^ U I T COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNT'

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: PO CHARLES J JACKSON
2645
PC09 /"

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25> 1 9 9 1 AT
0 9 . 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

D A T E S E R \> E D: _ ̂ZJ^.

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REAS0

SUX^'NA^ MENSH
ircuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE: *



State

State

TO:

of Maryland

WITNESS

CIR" ' i |T COURT FOR

vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

PO CHARLES J LEADER

SUMMONS

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No.

C.C. NO.
CITATION

86CR1648

E672095
NO.

1981
PCO9

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QJSJ FEBRUARY ?5> 1991 AT
09:1 .5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: _ ̂ Q^.S.

~K:RMICE NOT MADE:

r

Deputy

ITNESS INFORMATION AND
SSISTANCE
TATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
7-6650

FEE: $



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIR~" 'IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSHAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: po WAYNE W ROSS
1039
PC 09 /

Case No. 86CR 1.648

C.C. NO. E672095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25/ 1991 AT
0 9 : I S A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY Hi 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: _!^C....<^.

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REf

MENSH
ircuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE: $

P



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIP~' IIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTV

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOBMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: EDWARD MATT80N
1 CENTER ROAD
#1 A s^P^h*.
T0W80N, MD 21204

Case No. B6CR1648

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Co^jrt tor
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
0 9 : I S A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: __/__

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SHERIFF

MENSH
ircuit Court for Baltimore County

' • ' •

Deputy

MESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650 '

FEE



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIT HT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTN'

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: DR PAUL BUERIN
OFFICE OF THE MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET
BALTIMORE, MD 21.201

SUMMONED TO APPEAR
C 0

. :

fore1

Case No. 86CR1648

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

1 before the Judges of the Circuit Court for

N FEBRUARY 25 , 1.991. A

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

Issued: FEBRUARY ii, 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

D A T E S E R U E D:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANINfE MENSH
Clerk,«Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Pe Deputy

IESS INFORMATION AND
tSTANCE

StWT E ' S A TT0 RN EY 'S 0 FFICE
887-6650

"SHERIFF FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIP^'HT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNT*

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: DR THOMAS SMITH
OFFICE OF THE MEDICAL EXAMINER̂ '*' r

111 PENN STREET ^ f T E * ^ , ,HU'Q\

Case No. 86CR1&48

BALTIMORE, MD

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court forg
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: _ _.JJ

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

MENSH
k, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

NESS INFORMATION AND
ISTANCE

STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

FEE *
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WITNESS SUMMONS

CIR IT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T 0 : DR JOHN E SMIALEK " • '
OFFICE OF CHIEF MEDICAL EXAM.

I l l PENN 8T f>8 I.? fjj luFM'QI
BALTIMORE, MD 21201 "I

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
09:15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

AN̂ fE MENSH
rk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

NESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887 •6650

FEE *



WITNESS SUMMONS

CIRT T COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

kJJ-i

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: PO DONALD B PFOUTS
1855
CID1

Case No. 86CR 1.648

C.C. NO. E67209S
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, QN FEBRUARY ? 5 J 1993 AT
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . T O T E S T I F Y F 0 R T H E STATE.

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1.991.

SHERIFF'S RET

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON: , ........ _;
r

, _ I ,.... „ S H E RIF F

SUZAI^fE MENSH
circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

JESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
S T A T E' S A T T 0 R N E Y' S 0 F FIC E
887-6650

FEE: %
;
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STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY KOSMOS

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO.: 86 CR 1648

STATE'S REQUESTED VOIR DIRE

1. This case is being prosecuted by Scott D. Shellenberger and

Mark H. Tilken, members of the State's Attorney's Office of Baltimore County.

Is any prospective juror related to or personally or professionally acquainted

with either of these individuals?

2. The Defendant in this case is Stanley Kosmos. Is any prospective

juror related to or personally acquainted with the Defendant?

3. The Defendant is represented by Richard Karceski. Is any prospective

juror related to or personally acquainted with or has any juror ever been a

client of Mr. Karceski's?

4. Has any juror or any member of any juror's family ever been a

victim of a crime, a witness in another case or charged with a criminal offense

other than minor traffic offenses?

5. The State may call the following witnesses. Is any prospective

juror related to or personally acquainted with any of the following:

See Attached List.

6. On December 20, 1985 at 11:00 a.m., the body of Maria Kosmos was

found at 1 Dutrow Court in the Rosedale section of Baltimore County. Mrs. Kosmos

had been strangled and her partially clothed body was found slumped over the

back seat of her 1973 Cadillac. Has any prospective juror received any infor-

mation from any source whatsoever with anyone concerning the facts of this case?
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/

A

7. In this case there will be direct evidence and circumstantial

evidence. When certain facts have been shown to exist which based upon ex-

perience and common sense lead one to the conclusion that another fact also

exists, this is knows as circumstantial evidence. The law makes no distinction

between direct and circumstantial evidence, and circumstantial evidence alone

is sufficient to support a verdict of guilty. Does any prospective juror feel

they cannot base a conviction on circumstantial evidence alone?

8. Is there any prospective juror who would be unable to render a

fair and impartial verdict in this case, or who prefers not to sit on a jury in

a case of this nature?

Respectfully submitted,

SCOTT D. SHELLENBERGER
Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County

MARK H. TILKIN
Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County

SDS:MHT/mas

\



WITNESS LIST

Michael Kosmos
404 South Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Edward Mattson
E.

Baltimore, Maryland 21204

Carrick
.jia^tfwStii

Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Michelle Blackwell
300 E. Tujunga Avenue
Apt. I l l "
Burbank, California 91502

C Helen Prodrc
#4~^Baker I
altimoW^ Maryland 21236

Mary J. Alban
2102 Shire Court
Fallston, Maryland 21047

Paula Nyitra
8626 Delegge Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Wayne Ross
8047 Ocean Pines
Berlin, Maryland 21811

Officer Charles Leader, #1981
Precinct 9
White Marsh
Baltimore County Police Dept.

Det. Donald Pfouts, #1855
CID
Baltimore County Police Dept.

Detective Milton Duckworth, #2136
Polygraph Headquarters
Baltimore County Police Dept.

Robert Donald
2928 Berwich Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21234

Christ ine Mattson

Bal ore, and 2

James Simms
Maryland State Police
Crime Lab
1201 Reisterstown Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21208
Sgt. Lenny Butt
Crime Lab
Baltimore County Police Dept.

Bascasnot
fl 0 2 yerryvaleRe
altimore, Maryland 21236

John Smialek
Office of the MEdical Examiner
111 Perm Street
Baltimore, Maryalnd 21201

Aris Mellissaratos
3629 Elmora Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21213

Michael Vatenos
8703 Deleggi Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Wayne Maranko
235 S. Madeira Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21231
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Alexis Kosmos
404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Special Agent Michael Malone
F.B.I. Laboratory
Washington, D.C. 20535

Gregory Kosmos
404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Detective Doug Reed, 1208
Baltimore County Police Headquarters
Crime Lab

Detective Gregory Kolberg, #1566
Baltimore County Police Headquarters
Crime Lab

Paul Weinstein
Suite 1209
Court Square Building
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Bradly Baker
1 Dutrow Court
Apt. 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Jean Clary
'5 Dut^ow Court
Apt. 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

0:

,R6Btert Phillips
Aron Phillips \ ^ ^
11191 Roseeiale Avenue
BaltjUgpz'e, Maryland

Work A
Quite
'36 S.
Baltim

Idress ^
.700 ^ ^ ^
Zharle^street
)re/Maryland

21237

21201

#2645
^

lty Police Dept.

Squeli
^Shi

Fallston,

Mr

urt
and 21047

700 Gafrvey
iltimo:

ad
land 21239

Mr. Alex Thanos
Mrs. Irene Thanos
12635 S.W. 67 Court
Miami, Florida 33156

tive Karen Ford^Gentry

ty Police Dept.

Jimette Thanos
921 Fells Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21231

Kitty Flezanis
404 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Officer T. Murnane
Baltimore County Police Dept.
Parkville Precinct

Detective Ed Naylor
Baltimore County Police Dept.
Homicide Squad

Detective J. Garrisi
Howard County Sheriff's Dept.
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3. The following witnesses may be called to testify in

this case, or mention may be made of their names:

Mrs. Erin Phillips
7020 Sollers Point Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

Mr. James Musciano
Mrs. Helen Musciano
6704 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Ms. Laverne Keene
1911 Norwick Road
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061

Ms. Margaret Kuczinski
Rossville Inn
8776 Philadelphia Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Mr. George W. Weinreich
4304 E. Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

Mr. John E. Bowman
Ms. Diane Bowman
6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Ms. Karen Kauff
3 3 Sorgen Court
Essex, Maryland 21220

Ms. Rosa A. Hall
Dukes Motel
7905 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Mr. Edward Green
Friendship Square
P.O. Box 1693
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Mr. Francis H. Crawford
3 Dutrow Court
Apt. 1C
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Ms. Katherine R. Dreste
2316 Rock Spring Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

21202

Ms. Norma J. Hansen
345 Bigley Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

Mr. Keith Barberis
105 Galewood Road
Timonium, Maryland 21093

Mr. John Callender
Mrs. Ruth Callender
6703 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Tow

Sister Michael Kathleen
St. Clements Convent
1220 Chesaco Avenue
Rosedale, Maryland 21237

A

9 . fay*tie 5^.
V
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Mr. Robert F. Wuenschel
Mrs. Carol Wuenschel
6221 Pilgrim Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214

Dr. Konstantinos G. Dritzas
Good Samaritan Hospital of
Maryland, Inc.
5601 Loch Raven Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21239

Dr. Oscar B. Hunter
Montgomery County, Maryland

Ms. Lisa D. DiDomenico

Det. W. Wamsley, Jr.
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

Mr. Keith Randlett
Ms. Karen M. Randlett
5216 King Arthur Circle
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Major Robert Oatman
Baltimore County Police Dept
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

Major Walter Coreyal
Baltimore County Police Dept.
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

Officer W. T. Crawford
Baltimore County Police Dept.
I.D. 2745
308 Washington Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

David Butanis, Clerk
District Court of Maryland

for Baltimore County
111 Allegheny Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Custodian of Records
c/o Congresswoman Helen Delich

Bentley
200 E. Joppa Road
Shell Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Ms. Robin Ann Wenzlaff

Mr. Ron Cook
Sparrows Point High School

Now, if anyone is familiar with any of those persons, kindly

raise your hand.

Custodian of Medical Records
Greater Baltimore Medical

Center
6701 North Charles Street
Towson, Maryland 21204
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Case No: 86 CR 1648

DEFENDANTS PROPOSED QUESTIONS ON VOIR DIRE

Stanley M. Kosmas, Defendant, by undersigned counsel,

requests the Court to briefly outline the following situation to

the jury and propound the following questions to the jurors on this

voir dire examination:

The Defendant is charged with murder which allegedly occurred

on December 17, 1985.

A. Prejudice or bias resulting from prospective juror7s prior

acquaintance with any of the facts, attorneys, witnesses, or the

Defendant/in this case.

/ 1. Is any member of the jury panel personally acquainted

with or related by blood or marriage to the Prosecutor, Defense

Counsel or the Defendant in this case?

D,

a. Prosecutor: Scott^Shellenberger, Esquire

b. Defense Counsel: Richard M. Karceski, Esquire

c. Defendant: Stanley M. Kosmas

2. Has any member of the jury panel or to his or her

knowledge, has any member of his or her family ever retained the

services of the Prosecutor or Defense Counsel, or any law firm with

which they are or may have been associated?



3. The following witnesses may be called to testify in

this case, or mention may be made of their names:

Mr. Robert Phillips
Mrs. Erin Phillips
7020 Sollers Point Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

Mr. James Musciano
Mrs. Helen Musciano
6704 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Ms. Laverne Keene
1911 Norwick Road
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061

Ms. Edna Carrick
2051 Guy Way
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

Ms. Margaret Kuczinski
Rossville Inn
8776 Philadelphia Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Mr. George W. Weinreich
4 304 E. Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

Mr• John E. Bowman
Ms. Diane Bowman
6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Ms. Karen Kauff
3 3 Sorgen Court
Essex, Maryland 21220

Ms. Rosa A. Hall
Dukes Motel
7905 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Mr. Edward Green
Friendship Square
P.O. Box 1693
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Mr. Francis H. Crawford
3 Dutrow Court
Apt. 1C
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Ms. Katherine R. Dreste
2316 Rock Spring Road
Bel Air, Maryland 21014

Michael Pulver, Esquire
SANDBOWER, GABLER &
L'SHAUGHNESSY
2 2 E. Fayette Street
5th Floor
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Ms. Norma J. Hansen
345 Bigley Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

Mr. Keith Barberis
105 Galewood Road
Timonium, Maryland 21093

Ms. Laura J. Clary
5 Dutrow Court
Apt. 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Mr. John Callender
Mrs. Ruth Callender
6703 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Officer Charles Jackson
ID 2645
Baltimore County Police Dept.
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

Sister Michael Kathleen
St. Clements Convent
12 20 Chesaco Avenue
Rosedale, Maryland 21237
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Mr. Robert F. Wuenschel
Mrs. Carol Wuenschel
6221 Pilgrim Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214

Dr. Konstantinos G. Dritzas
Good Samaritan Hospital of
Maryland, Inc.
5601 Loch Raven Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21239

Ms. Helen Prodromou
4024 Baker Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

Dr. Oscar B. Hunter
Montgomery County, Maryland

Ms. Lisa D. DiDomenico

Det. W. Wamsley, Jr.
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

Ms. Christine Mattson
28 Allegheny Avenue
Suite 2400
Towson, Maryland 21204

Detective Karen Ford Gentry
Baltimore County Police Dept.
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

Custodian of Records
c/o Congresswoman Helen Delich
Bentley

200 E. Joppa Road
Shell Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

Ms. Robin Ann Wenzlaff

Mr. Ron Cook
Sparrows Point High School

Now, if anyone is familiar with

raise your hand.

3

Mr. Keith Randlett
Ms. Karen M. Randlett
5216 King Arthur Circle
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

Major Robert Oatman
Baltimore County Police Dept
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

C. Bascanot
Baltimore County Police Dept.
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

Major Walter Coreyal
Baltimore County Police Dept.
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

Officer W. T. Crawford
Baltimore County Police Dept.
I.D. 2745
308 Washington Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

David Butanis, Clerk
District Court of Maryland

for Baltimore County
111 Allegheny Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Mr. Edward Mattson
302 E. Joppa Road
Apt. 810
Towson, Maryland 21204

Custodian of Medical Records
Greater Baltimore Medical

Center
6701 North Charles Street
Towson, Maryland 21204

any of those persons, kindly
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4. Has any member of the jury panel, read, seen or heard

anything about this case, either in the press, the radio, on

television or in any other manner?

5. Have any of you previously seen, read or heard that

the Defendant was charged in this case? If so, have any of you

seen, read or heard anything which would prevent you from rendering

a fair and impartial verdict in this trial?

6. Has any member of the jury panel discussed this case

or has any member of the jury panel heard this case under

discussion at any time, or any place, since the occurrence of the

alleged offense on December 17, 1985?

7. Does any member of the jury panel know anything about

the facts of this case other than what you have heard in court

today?

8. Have you formed an opinion relative to the guilt or

innocence of the Defendant, or concerning the truth or falsity of

any facts of this case from reading any newspapers, magazines or

other periodicals, or seeing and/or hearing television and radio

broadcasts, or from conversations or other sources?

The Defendant reguests that any jurors answering
questions 3, 4, 5, 6, or 7 or any part thereof in
the affirmative be questioned individually, out of
the presence of each other as to the extent of their
knowledge of the case and any possible bias or pre-
judice they may entertain.

B. Prejudice or bias resulting from prospective juror's prior

experiences and associations.

9. (a) Has any member of the jury panel ever served as

a petit juror before? If yes, was it a civil or criminal case?
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(b) Has any member of the jury panel previously

served on p. grand jury?f

10. Has any member of the jury panel ever been a witness

in a criminal\case? If yes, was it for the defense or for the

prosecutijbn?

\J il. Has any member of the jury panel, or any member of

your family, or close friends been a victim of a serious crime?

If yes, what was the crime?

12. Has any member of the jury panel, or any member of

your family or close friends had any other experience with the

criminal justice system which would or might affect your ability

to sit as a fair and impartial juror in this case?

13. Is any member of the jury panel employed by the

Baltimore County Police Department, Maryland State Police, FBI or

any other police department or law enforcement agency?

vj 14. Has any member of the jury panel ever been so

employed?

v 15. Do any members of the jury panel have any family

members, relatives, friends, neighbors or acquaintances who are

members of the Baltimore County Police Department, Maryland State

Police, FBI, or any other police department of law enforcement

agency? If so, would this affect your judgment in this case?

' 16. There may be in this case testimony from one or more

active or retired Baltimore County Police officers. Would you give

more weight to the testimony of a police officer merely because he

is a police officer than to other witnesses in this case?



f * ^

>17. Does any member of the jury panel feel that the

nature of this case would make it difficult or impossible for you

to render k fair or impartial verdict?

^ 1 8 . Is any member of this panel or member of their

immediate family separated from their spouse, recently divorced or

in the process of divorcing? If so, would that fact in any way

prevent you from being fair and impartial in deciding this case?

(j 19. Has any member of this panel ever been a prosecuting

witness, defendant, plaintiff or defense witness in any criminal

or civil proceeding relating to domestic or family abuse, assault,

battery or violent acts? If so, would that experience prevent you

from being fair and impartial in this case?

__-^-—"'20. Michael Kosmas, the son of the Defendant and witness

for the prosecution has been for some years in the employ of

Congresswoman Helen Bentley.

Is any member of this panel or their spouse any of the

following:

A. A member of the Republican party;

B. Active in Republican party affairs;

C. A member of the Republican party committee;

D. A supporter of Congresswoman Helen Bentley;

E. Voted for Congresswoman Helen Bentley.

If so, would an affirmative answer to any of these

questions prevent you from rendering a fair and impartial decision

based strictly on the evidence produced in this courtroom?

C. Prejudice or bias resulting from prospective juror's



inability or unwillingness to abide by rules of law and

instructions of the Court.

V 18. Is any member of the jury panel unable to understand

the principle that just because the Defendant is indicted by a

grand jury, that does not mean, nor is it any evidence that he is

guilty? Does any member of the jury panel disagree with this

principled

/ 21. Is any member of the jury panel unable to willingly

apply the principle that the Defendant in this case is innocent

until proven guilty beyond a reasonable doubt and to a moral

certainty?

22. Is any member of the jury panel unable or unwilling

to conscientiously apply the rule that the verdict in this and

every criminal case must be unanimous?

23. If you reached a decision as to the verdict in this

case and you found that a majority of the jurors held the opposite

belief, would any member of the jury panel change your judgment

merely because the others disagreed?

•I 24. Would any member of the jury panel be unable or

unwilling to perform your duty as a juror because of fear of later

criticism?

,J 25. Do you know of any reason about which you have not

been advised which you feel would tend to interfere with your

ability to arrive at a fair and honest verdict in this case?



Respectfully submitted,

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for the Defendant

8



DATE: 02/25/91
TIME: -13:50:58

'JUDGE: BYRNES
CASE NO: 86CR1648

RHODA, RICHARD A

ADDRESS
EASTRIDGE RD

OCCUPATION
SALES

ZIP-CODE
21093

VOIR DIRE LI^

JURORS REQUESTED 86

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER

ELI LILLY & CO

D.O.B.

10/05/30

SEX
M

CALL-IN

0001

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JURORS AVAILABLE

JUROR-ID

JS0010

86

135709
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

GAINES, SAMUEL J JR

ADDRESS
FEATHERBED LA

OCCUPATION
SALES SERVICE

D.O.B.

08/19/68

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21207 HIGH SCHOOL M

EMPLOYER
AMERICAN CLEAN TILE

CALL-IN

0003

M-STATUS
SINGLE

JUROR-ID

135711
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 3

CAMPHOR, JAMES L JR

ADDRESS
LAURI RD

OCCUPATION
PRINCIPAL

D.O.B. CALL-IN

03/16/27 0007

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX M-STATUS
21207 POST COLLEGE M MARRIED

EMPLOYER
GREAT OAKS CENTER

JUROR-ID

135715
SPOUSE OCCUPATION
TEACHER

# 4

MANGANO, JOHN

ADDRESS
LINHIGH AVE

OCCUPATION
CONTRACTOR

D.O.B.

05/26/54

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
212 36 HIGH SCHOOL

EMPLOYER
J MANGANO SONS INC

SEX
M

CALL-IN JUROR-ID

0008

M-STATUS
MARRIED 135716

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
MED'L RECORDS CLERK

BOWEN, HELEN S

ADDRESS
RIVERTHORN RD

OCCUPATION
RETIRED

ZIP-CODE
21220

D.O.B.

03/24/28

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

SEX
F

CALL-IN

0053

M-STATUS
WIDOWED

JUROR-ID

144975
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN MS

SEGALL, JOHN L

ADDRESS
RIDGEVALLEY DR

OCCUPATION
CORP EXECUTIVE

D.O.B.

01/28/48

CALL-IN

0054

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21117 COLLEGE M

EMPLOYER
SEGALL MAJESTIC INC

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135721
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

CPA

HUFFMAN, WALTER F

ADDRESS
FLORAL PL

OCCUPATION
FIREFIGHTER

D.O.B.

11/01/47

ZIP-CODE
21220

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER

BALTIMORE COUNTY

SEX
M.

CALL-IN

0055

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135722
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 8

KOLARIK, DONNA A

ADDRESS
GREENLEAF RD

OCCUPATION
SECRETARY

D.O.B.

12/18/46

CALL-IN

0057

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21234 COLLEGE F

EMPLOYER
KEY MEDICAL CENTER

M-STATUS
DIVORCED 135724

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
NOT GIVEN

WALDYCH, KENNETH J

ADDRESS
WESTRIDGE RD

OCCUPATION
BANK SR VP

D.O.B.

11/12/49

CALL-IN

0058

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21093 COLLEGE M

EMPLOYER
1ST NAT'L BANK OF MD

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135725
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

TEACHER



DATE: 02/25/91
TIME: 13:50:58

JUDQE: BYRNES
CASE NO: 86CR1648

# 10

MOYLAN, TIMOTHY M

ADDRESS
WESTCHESTER AVE

OCCUPATION
PLUMBING CONTRACTOR

# 11

SANFORD, NORMAN L

ADDRESS
GREENSPRINGVALLEY RD

OCCUPATION
SUPERVISOR

VOIR DIRE LI.'

JURORS REQUESTED 86

JS0010
PAGE 2

D.O.B.

05/28/47

CALL-IN

0059

ZIP-CODE
21228

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL

EMPLOYER

SELF-EMPLOYED

SEX
M

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JURORS AVAILABLE

JUROR-ID

135726
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

HOUSEWIFE

D.O.B.

09/26/66

CALL-IN

0060

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21117 COLLEGE M

EMPLOYER
SCHAFER ALUMINIUM

M-STATUS
MARRIED 143286

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
RESEARCH

86

# 12

DEROGATIS, MAUREEN F

ADDRESS
WINESPRING LA

OCCUPATION
MANAGER

D.O.B.

01/04/45

CALL-IN

0062

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX M-STATUS
21204 POST COLLEGE F MARRIED . 135729

EMPLOYER SPOUSE OCCUPATION
CLINICAL PSYCHOM RES PSYCHOLOGIST

# 13

SCHWEIGMAN, BERNARD C JR

D.O.B. CALL-IN

05/25/54 0063

JUROR-ID

ADDRESS
SAGRAMORE RD

OCCUPATION
SOFTWARE ENGINEER

ZIP-CODE
21237

EDUCATION
NOT GIVEN

EMPLOYER
CAE LINK

SEX
M

M-STATUS
NOT GIVEN 144976

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
NOT GIVEN

# 14

WORKMAN, RAY K

ADDRESS
DAVENTRY DR

OCCUPATION
RETIRED

* 15

HAJIMIHALIS, ALEXANDER

ADDRESS
FARMSTEAD RD

OCCUPATION
ASST PRINCIPAL

D.O.B. CALL-IN

04/26/28 0064

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21030

EDUCATION SEX
HIGH SCHOOL F
EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

D.O.B.

02/12/44

M-STATUS
MARRIED

R

CALL-IN

0065

135731
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

RETIRED

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21030

EDUCATION SEX
POST COLLEGE M
EMPLOYER

BALTO CO

M-STATUS
MARRIED 143288

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
TEACHER

# 16

CUSTER, SHARON Y

ADDRESS
KINGWILLIAM DR

OCCUPATION
BOOKKEEPER

D.O.B. CALL-IN

12/19/53 0066

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21228

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER

ABC RENTAL

SEX
F

M-STATUS
SINGLE 135733

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
STATE TROOPER

# 17

SCHMIDT, WILLIAM R 3RD

ADDRESS
WOODCROFT RD

OCCUPATION
MFG REP/CONST ESTIM

D.O.B.

04/29/30

CALL-IN

0067

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21234 COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
SCHMIDT ASSOCIATES

SEX M-STATUS
M MARRIED 135734

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
NURSE

# 18

LAGORIO, JEANETTE M

ADDRESS
GIRDWOOD RD

OCCUPATION
SALES ASSIST

D.O.B. CALL-IN

12/10/39 0068

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21093 COLLEGE F

EMPLOYER
FERRIS BAKER WATTS

M-STATUS
DIVORCED

JUROR-ID

137767
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

;• G 9 R •
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JURORS AVAILABLE 86

# 19

TAUBER, STEPHEN M

ADDRESS
POWHURST CT

OCCUPATION
SALES REP

# 20 •

HINKEL, DOROTHY A

ADDRESS
BIRMINGHAM AVE

OCCUPATION
LOAN SUPERVISOR

# 21

WHITTINGTON, MAURICE H

ADDRESS
RANSOME DR

OCCUPATION
ADDICTION COUNSELOR

D.O.B.

04/03/64

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
212 36 COLLEGE M

EMPLOYER
WILLIAMS S, WILLIAMS

D.O.B.

11/09/32

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
212 34 HIGH SCHOOL F

EMPLOYER
BALTO CO CREDIT

ZIP-CODE
21207

UN

D.O.B.

04/19/43

EDUCATION SEX
HIGH SCHOOL M
EMPLOYER
. OF MD. HOSPITAL

CALL-IN

0069

M-STATUS
SINGLE

CALL-IN

0070

M-STATUS
DIVORCED

CALL-IN

0071

M-STATUS
DIVORCED

JUROR-ID

137768
?OUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

JUROR-ID

137769
POUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

JUROR-ID

139785
POUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 22

MORGAN, GREGORY J

ADDRESS
GARDENRIDGE RD

OCCUPATION
SALES REP

D.O.B. CALL-IN

05/18/62 0072

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21228

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
OVERHEAD DOOR CO

SEX M-STATUS
M MARRIED 139786

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
PHYSICAL THERAPIST

# 23

SMITH, AMY D

ADDRESS
BELLADONNA CT

OCCUPATION
SECRETARY

D.O.B. CALL-IN

12/15/61 0073

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21117 HIGH SCHOOL F

EMPLOYER
TOWSON STATE UNIV

M-STATUS
MARRIED 141617

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
BLDG MECHANIC

# 24

LEWIS, GWYN

ADDRESS
BURNFIELD RD

OCCUPATION
RETIRED

ZIP-CODE
21237

D.O.B. CALL-IN

09/08/28 0074

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

SEX
M

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

141618
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

HOUSEWIFE

# 25

RIELLY, FRANCIS S

ADDRESS
FLEMINGHAM CT

OCCUPATION
RETIRED

# 26

SURPLUS, KATHLEEN L

ADDRESS
NUNLEY DR

OCCUPATION
ORGANIST

ZIP-CODE
21117

ZIP-CODE
21234

D.O.B. CALL-IN

10/20/23 0077

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

SEX
M.

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

143289
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

HOUSEWIFE

D.O.B. CALL-IN

10/14/46 0080

JUROR-ID

SEX
F

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
UNITED EPISCOPAL CH

M-STATUS
MARRIED 144980

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
NOT GIVEN

# 27

RITTERPUSCH, CLIFFORD L

ADDRESS
ROLLINGVIEW AVE

OCCUPATION
FACULTY MEMBER

D.O.B. CALL-IN

10/26/49 0081

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21236 COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
ESSEX COMM COLLEGE

SEX M-STATUS
M MARRIED 144981

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
HOUSEWIFE

J3LL •
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# 28

MUELLER, ANITA P

ADDRESS
LYNDALE AVE

OCCUPATION
FISCAL CLERK

ZIP-CODE
21236

MD

D.O.B.

09/21/38

EDUCATION SEX
HIGH SCHOOL F
EMPLOYER
STATE BALTO CO

CALL-IN

0150

M-STATUS
MARRIED

N

JUROR-ID

135735
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 29

COVINGTON, WILLIAM R 3RD

D.O.B. CALL-IN

08/11/58 0151

JUROR-ID

ADDRESS
WHITE AVE

OCCUPATION
HTG/AC CONTRACTOR

ZIP-CODE
21237

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER

SELF-EMPLOYED

SEX M-STATUS
M SINGLE 135736

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
POLICE OFFICER

# 30

JONES, JOHN F

ADDRESS
MONTWOOD RD

OCCUPATION
POLICE OFFICER

ZIP-CODE
21207

D.O.B.

11/18/43

EDUCATION SEX
POST COLLEGE M
EMPLOYER

BALTIMORE CITY

CALL-IN

0152

JUROR-ID

M-STATUS
MARRIED 135737

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
TEACHER

# 31

RENICK, ANDERSON M

ADDRESS
OLDBOXWOOD LA

OCCUPATION
PHYSICIAN

ZIP-CODE
21093

D.O.B. CALL-IN

09/21/28 0154

EDUCATION SEX M-STATUS
POST COLLEGE M DIVORCED
EMPLOYER

SELF-EMPLOYED

JUROR-ID

135739
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 32

PURCELL, PATRICIA H

ADDRESS
BLENHEIM RD

OCCUPATION
REAL-ESTATE AGENT

D.O.B. CALL-IN

04/05/45 0155

ZIP-CODE
21131

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

SEX M-STATUS
F MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135740
EMPLOYER

SELF-EMPLOYED
SPOUSE OCCUPATION
INSURANCE BROKER

# 33

RAINES, KATHY M

ADDRESS
CHARLESMONT RD

OCCUPATION
UNEMPLOYED

ZIP-CODE
21222

D.O.B. CALL-IN

01/20/72 0156

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

SEX M-STATUS
F SINGLE

JUROR-ID

135741
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 34

COX, EDWARD G

ADDRESS
OVERLEA AVE

OCCUPATION
CIVIL ENGINEER

D.O.B. CALL-IN

06/05/47 0157

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21206 COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
US ARMY CORPS OF ENG

SEX M-STATUS
M. MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135742
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

HOUSEWIFE

# 35

PETERSON, MARJORIE R

ADDRESS
PLYMOUTH RD

OCCUPATION
RECEPTIONIST

D.O.B. CALL-IN

05/26/32 0158

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21229 COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
AETNA LIFE&CASUALTY

SEX M-STATUS
F MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135743
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

REALTOR

# 36

SEWARD, IRIS C

ADDRESS
BLENHEIM RD

OCCUPATION
RETIRED

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21212

D.O.B. CALL-IN

05/16/22 0161

EDUCATION SEX M-STATUS
HIGH SCHOOL F WIDOWED 135746
EMPLOYER SPOUSE OCCUPATION
NOT GIVEN . NOT GIVEN

• . . '
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# 37

VARGA, ALBERT A

ADDRESS ZIP-CODE
QUEENSFERRY RD 21239

OCCUPATION
MECH ENGINEER

D.O.B.

08/14/28

CALL-IN

0163

JUROR-ID

EDUCATION SEX
COLLEGE M

EMPLOYER
DEPT OF DEF APG MD

M-STATUS
MARRIED 135748

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
NOT GIVEN

# 38

FORTHUBER, EMILY P

ADDRESS ZIP-CODE
GREENBRANCH DR 21131

OCCUPATION
OWNER

D.O.B.

11/29/33

CALL-IN

0164

JUROR-ID

EDUCATION SEX
HIGH SCHOOL F
EMPLOYER

INCREDIBLE VEGETIBLE

M-STATUS
MARRIED 135749

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
REGIONAL REP/INSUR

# 39

ASHBURN, LISA A

ADDRESS
JEFFERSON AVE

OCCUPATION
DELI MANAGER

D.O.B.

06/10/67

CALL-IN

0165

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21030

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER

LITTLE BAKER BOY

SEX M-STATUS
F MARRIED 143292

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
ROUTE SALES

# 40

BERGIN, MICHELE LEE

ADDRESS
SCHOLAR RD

OCCUPATION
EQUITY SERV SUPERVIS

D.O.B. CALL-IN

05/04/70 0166

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21222

EDUCATION SEX
HIGH SCHOOL F
EMPLOYER

BANK OF BALTIMORE

M-STATUS
SINGLE 135751

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
NOT GIVEN

# 41

BROWN, ROBERT L JR

ADDRESS
DALE AVE

OCCUPATION
RETIRED

ZIP-CODE
21206

D.O.B. CALL-IN

11/24/24 0167

EDUCATION
ELEMENTARY
EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

SEX
M

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135752
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

HOUSEWIFE

* 42

CONKLIN, ROSEANNA J

ADDRESS
POCONO CT

OCCUPATION
MEDICAL SECRETARY

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
212 37 COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
MYO THANT MD

D.O.B. CALL-IN

03/25/50 0168

SEX M-STATUS
F SEPARATED

JUROR-ID

135753
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 43

BROWN, KENNETH A

ADDRESS
COLLWOOD RD

OCCUPATION
POLICY ANALYST

D.O.B. CALL-IN

04/30/58 0169

ZIP-CODE
21228

EDUCATION SEX
POST COLLEGE M,

EMPLOYER
SOCIAL SECURITY ADM

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135754
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

POLICY ANALYST

# 44

PACHECO, MARGARET A

ADDRESS
GREENLOW RD

OCCUPATION
ASST SALES MANAGER

D.O.B. CALL-IN

03/04/53 0170

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21228 COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
ORGANIC FARMS, INC.

SEX M-STATUS
F MARRIED 143293

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
SALES

# 45

HINTON, STACIA L

ADDRESS
KALTON CT

OCCUPATION
CLERK

D.O.B.

06/06/57

CALL-IN

0172

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21208 HIGH SCHOOL F

EMPLOYER
SOCIAL SECURITY ADM

M-STATUS
MARRIED 143294

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
MAIL CARRIER

• -ta .
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CHAIKIN, LESLIE M
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V ADDRESS
BENTLEY RD
1 OCCUPATION
PROGRAM MANAGER

# 47

HUTTON, DESSIE M

ADDRESS
MADISON AVE

OCCUPATION
HOMEMAKER

ZIP-CODE
21120

AAI

ZIP-CODE
21030

EDUCATION SEX
POST COLLEGE M
EMPLOYER

D.O.B.

11/29/49

EDUCATION SEX
HIGH SCHOOL F
EMPLOYER

NOT GIVEN

M-STATUS
SINGLE

CALL-I

0174

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JURORS REQUESTED 86 JURORS AVAILABLE

D.O.B. CALL-IN JUROR-ID

08/16/52 0173

135758
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

i JUROR-ID

135759
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

LT FIREFIGHTER

86

# 48

KAFKA, JOSEPH A

ADDRESS
ESAPEAKE RD
OCCUPATION

STEELWORKER

# 49

TRACEY, MICHAEL R

ZIP-CODE
21220

D.O.B. CALL-IN

01/29/33 0300

JUROR-ID

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER

BETH STEEL

SEX
M

M-STATUS
MARRIED 143295

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
HOUSEWIFE

D.O.B. CALL-IN

05/07/34 0302

JUROR-ID

ADDRESS
WESTBEND CT

OCCUPATION
SAFETY COORDINATOR

# 50

BROOKS, JEFFREY G

ADDRESS
FAIRVIEW RD

OCCUPATION
PLANT MAN

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21207 HIGH SCHOOL M

EMPLOYER
MOUNTAINSIDE TRANSP

D.O.B.

08/11/42

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21207 HIGH SCHOOL M

EMPLOYER
CROWN CENTRAL PETROL

M-STATUS
SINGLE

CALL-IN

0304

M-STATUS
MARRIED

N

143296
POUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

JUROR-ID

135764
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 51

WARD, DARLENE A

D.O.B. CALL-IN

07/16/62 0305

JUROR-ID

ADDRESS
WINDSORMILL RD

OCCUPATION
MEAT WRAPPER

# 52

MCCONNELL, ROBERT F

ADDRESS
GRAYSTONE RD

OCCUPATION
TEACHER

# 53

LORENZ, CARROLL R

ADDRESS
LOCUSTVALE RD

OCCUPATION
RETIRED

ZIP-CODE
21207

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
GIANT FOOD

ZIP-CODE
21161

D

SEX
F

.O.B.

M-STATUS
SINGLE

CALL-IN

11/12/46 0309

EDUCATION
POST COLLEGE
EMPLOYER

BALTIMORE COUNTY

ZIP-CODE
21204

D.

SEX
M.

O.B.

M-STATUS
MARRIED

T

CALL-IN

06/14/04 0312

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

SEX
M

M-STATUS
WIDOWED

135765
POUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

JUROR-ID

135769
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

TEACHER

JUROR-ID

135772
»OUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

54 D.O.B. CALL-IN

COX, JOHN C

ADDRESS
DUNKIRK RD

OCCUPATION
PROGRAMMER

12/31/47

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21212 COLLEGE M

EMPLOYER
MONTGOMERY CO SCHOOL

0313

M-STATUS
DIVORCED

JUROR-ID

135773
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

•S_:^i
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# 55

EDWARDS, DEBRA J

ADDRESS
SEARLES RD

OCCUPATION
MANAGEMENT ANALYST

JURORS REQUESTED 86

D.O.B. CALL-IN

02/02/55 0317

JURORS AVAILABLE

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21222 HIGH SCHOOL F

EMPLOYER
SOCIAL SECURITY ADM

M-STATUS
MARRIED 135777

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
INSPECTOR

86

# 56

KERN, GARY H

ADDRESS
KENWOOD AVE

OCCUPATION
NONE

ZIP-CODE
21206

D.O.B.

09/11/47

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

SEX
M

CALL-IN

0320

M-STATUS
DIVORCED

JUROR-ID

135780
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 57

TENNEY, DAVID A

ADDRESS
CEDAR AVE

OCCUPATION
NOT GIVEN

ZIP-CODE
21221

D.O.B.

02/27/59

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER

WESTINGHOUSE

SEX
M

CALL-IN

0321

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135781
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 58

LOVE, WILLIAM J

ADDRESS
PANACEA RD

OCCUPATION
MANAGER

ZIP-CODE
21208

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
NOXELL CORP

D.O.B.

07/26/58

SEX
M

CALL-IN

0326

JUROR-ID

M-STATUS
MARRIED 143300

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
IRS

# 59

MORAN, JULIA A

ADDRESS
STRAWHAT RD

OCCUPATION
TECHNICAL ASST

# 60

FABER, MILDRED H

ADDRESS
BELFAST RD

OCCUPATION
HOMEMAKER

D.O.B. CALL-IN

08/03/60 0329

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21117

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
SOCIAL SECURITY

ZIP-CODE
21093

SEX
F

ADM

D.O.B.

10/19/23

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

SEX
F

M-STATUS
SINGLE

CALL-IN

0331

M-STATUS
MARRIED

R

135789
POUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

JUROR-ID

135791
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

RETIRED ENGINEER

# 61

MCMANNESS, MATTHEW S

ADDRESS
REGESTER AVE

OCCUPATION
ADMINISTRATOR

D.O.B. CALL-IN

08/02/57 0334

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX M-STATUS
21212 POST COLLEGE M MARRIED

JUROR-ID

143301
EMPLOYER

TOWSON STATE UNIV.
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

TEACHER

# 62

MYERS, MARY A

ADDRESS
JAMES AVE

OCCUPATION
BOOKKEEPER

D.O.B.

02/01/39

CALL-IN

0335

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21234 HIGH SCHOOL

EMPLOYER
ED & JIM'S BODY SHOP

SEX M-STATUS
F MARRIED 135795

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
HEAD CUSTODIAN

# 63

MCLEOD, BEN E JR

ADDRESS
RAVENHURST CIR

OCCUPATION
RETIRED

D.O.B.

ZIP-CODE
21057

03/14/28

CALL-IN

0336

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

SEX M-STATUS
M MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135796

nh
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

HOUSEWIFE
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# 64

LITZINGER, LAWRENCE L

ADDRESS ZIP-CODE
BELMAR AVE 21206

OCCUPATION
PROVISIONING ADMIN

JURORS REQUESTED 86

D.O.B.

04/04/36

CALL-IN

0341

JURORS AVAILABLE

JUROR-ID

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER

AAI CORPORATION

SEX M-STATUS
M MARRIED 135801

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
HOUSEWIFE

86

# 65

PICCOLOMINI, ANITA F

ADDRESS
ROSEVIEW RD

OCCUPATION
RECEPTIONIST

D.O.B.

01/13/67

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21222 HIGH SCHOOL F

EMPLOYER
WHITE MARSH DENTISTR

CALL-IN

0344

M-STATUS
SINGLE

JUROR-ID

135804
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 66

VOLKMAN, ELAINE O

ADDRESS
NORTHDALE RD

OCCUPATION
INFO SYSTEM ADMIN

D.O.B. CALL-IN

07/21/58 0345

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
2122 8 POST COLLEGE F

EMPLOYER
UNIV OF MD AT BALTO

M-STATUS
SINGLE 135805

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
NOT GIVEN

# 67

CRAWFORD, EUGENE D

ADDRESS
KENWOOD AVE

OCCUPATION
SALES ESTIMATOR

D.O.B. CALL-IN

05/29/43 0346

ZIP-CODE
21228

EDUCATION SEX
POST COLLEGE M
EMPLOYER

ALLSTATE MOVING CO

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135806
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NURSE

# 68

KAZANOW, STEVEN C

ADDRESS
PLOWLINE RD

OCCUPATION
CLERICAL ASSISTANT

D.O.B. CALL-IN

07/30/65 0348

ZIP-CODE
21133

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
BALTIMORE COUNTY

SEX
M

M-STATUS
SINGLE

JUROR-ID

135808
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

# 69

HALL, MARY G

ADDRESS
FAIRBRIDGE CT

OCCUPATION
TEACHER

# 70

WALLIS, CHARLES

ADDRESS
SCOTTSMANOR CT

OCCUPATION
SALESMAN

D.O.B. CALL-IN

03/31/46 0350

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21117 POST COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
CARROLL CO BD OF

D,

SEX
F

ED

O.B.

10/26/49

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21053 COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
HONEYWELL INC

SEX
M,

M-STATUS
DIVORCED

CALL-IN

0351

M-STATUS
MARRIED

T

135810
POUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

JUROR-ID

135811
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

TEACHER

# 71

SHIPLEY, DOROTHY M

ADDRESS
BELLHALL DR

OCCUPATION
PROGRAM ANALYST

D.O.B. CALL-IN

10/17/49 0358

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
212 36 HIGH SCHOOL F

EMPLOYER
SOCIAL SECURITY ADM

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135818
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

SECURITY ASST

# 72

MORGAN, RITA B

ADDRESS
RABON AVE

OCCUPATION
HOUSEWIFE

D.O.B. CALL-IN

04/24/25 0359

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21222

EDUCATION
NOT GIVEN

EMPLOYER
RETIRED

SEX M-STATUS
F NOT GIVEN 135819

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
RETIRED

•M
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# 73

PARADISE, LESLIE M

ADDRESS
OAKGROVE DR

OCCUPATION
CUSTODIAN

JURORS REQUESTED 86

D.O.B.

11/25/56

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21220 COLLEGE M

EMPLOYER
A-JACKS CONT CLEAN

CALL-IN

0363

M-STATUS
DIVORCED

JURORS AVAILABLE

JUROR-ID

135823
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

86

# 74

HAHN, RAY W

ADDRESS
STANG RD

OCCUPATION
TRANSPORTATION

D.O.B.

07/01/43

CALL-IN

0369

ZIP-CODE
21117

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
DEPT OF DEFENSE

SEX
M

M-STATUS
MARRIED

JUROR-ID

135829
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

ACCOUNTANT

# 75

RHODES, LEROY J

ADDRESS
WILLOWBEND DR

OCCUPATION
RETIRED

ZIP-CODE
21117

D.O.B.

10/24/19

CALL-IN

0371

JUROR-ID

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER
NOT GIVEN

SEX M-STATUS
M MARRIED 135831

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
RETIRED

# 76

CROSS, LINDA A

ADDRESS
GUNPOWDER RD

OCCUPATION
TEACER/INST. ASS'T

D.O.B.

12/06/44

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21074 POST COLLEGE F

EMPLOYER
BALTO CO PUBLIC SCH

CALL-IN

0372

JUROR-ID

M-STATUS
MARRIED 135832

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
SALES REP

# 77

HAKKARINEN, WILLIAM D

ADDRESS
TOPSFIELD DR

OCCUPATION
PHYSICIAN

D.O.B.

01/18/44

CALL-IN

0373

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21030 POST COLLEGE M

EMPLOYER
FRANKLIN SQUARE HOSP

M-STATUS
MARRIED 135833

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
HOMEMAKER

# 78

HYATT, MARCELLE R

ADDRESS
LINCOLN AVE

OCCUPATION
ADMINISTRATOR

ZIP-CODE
21093

D.O.B.

10/20/56

EDUCATION SEX
POST COLLEGE F

EMPLOYER
EPILEPSY ASSN OF MD

CALL-IN

0374

JUROR-ID

M-STATUS
SINGLE 135834

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
NOT GIVEN

# 79

ROMANS, THEODORE A JR

ADDRESS
STANMORE RD

OCCUPATION
CUSTOM HOUSE BROKER

* 80

BROCKWELL, MARY D

ADDRESS
WOODS PKWY

OCCUPATION
TECHNICAL ASS'T III

D.O.B.

01/29/48

CALL-IN

0375

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21212

SEX
M

EDUCATION
COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
JOHN S. CONNOR, INC.

D.O.B.

07/19/35

M-STATUS
MARRIED 135835

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
SECRETARY

CALL-IN

0381

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21222 COLLEGE

EMPLOYER
FIDELITY & DEPOSIT

SEX
F

M-STATUS
SINGLE 135841

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
NOT GIVEN

# 81

HOLT, LINDA L

ADDRESS
DEERRUN CT

OCCUPATION
COMPUTER WORK

D.O.B.

03/04/65

CALL-IN

0382

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21227 COLLEGE F

EMPLOYER
BOOZ-ALLEN/HAMILTON

M-STATUS
SINGLE

JUROR-ID

143307
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

NOT GIVEN

P>
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# 82

CARTER, MATTHIAS S

ADDRESS
WILLOWDALE AVE

OCCUPATION
SALESMAN

D.O.B.

10/21/40

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION SEX
21206 HIGH SCHOOL M

EMPLOYER
VALLEY POLICE SUPPLY

CALL-IN

0383

M-STATUS
MARRIED

C

JUROR-ID

135843
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

CASHIER

# 83

SKAGGS, DOROTHY J

ADDRESS
REDBUD CT

OCCUPATION
BAKERY CLERK

# 84

JACOBS, CAROL A

ADDRESS
BAYSIDE AVE

OCCUPATION
CAFETERIA WORK

D.O.B. CALL-IN

07/13/44 0384

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21221 HIGH SCHOOL

EMPLOYER
BASICS

E

SEX
F

i.O.B.

07/13/54

ZIP-CODE EDUCATION
21052 HIGH SCHOOL

EMPLOYER
BOARD OF ED

SEX
F

M-STATUS
MARRIED

M

CALL-IN

0386

M-STATUS
MARRIED

S

143308
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

MEAT MANAGER

JUROR-ID

135846
SPOUSE OCCUPATION

SERVICE ADVISOR

# 85

TAYLOR, ELEANOR C

ADDRESS
INWOOD AVE

OCCUPATION
COUNSELOR

D.O.B. CALL-IN

10/18/32 0387

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21228

EDUCATION
NOT GIVEN

EMPLOYER
BALTO CITY

SEX
F

M-STATUS
MARRIED 135847

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
SELF EMPLOYED

# 86

PETTIT, MARRELL J

ADDRESS
ROCKDALE CT

OCCUPATION
STEELWORKER

D.O.B. CALL-IN

01/26/49 0389'

JUROR-ID

ZIP-CODE
21207

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL
EMPLOYER

BETHLEHEM STEEL

SEX
M

M-STATUS
MARRIED 143309

SPOUSE OCCUPATION
ELECTRONICS ASSEMBLY

•



COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

TRIAL DATE

STATE'S ATTORNEY DEFENDANTS ATTORNEY

CLERK

CASE #

CHARGE

TRIAL ttLLt PLEA
COURT JURY GUILTY NOT GUILTY

1. END of STATE'S CASE dflfr. Motion for Judgment of ACQ1

GRANTED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE d e b . Motion For Judgment

VERDICT:

SENTENCE

Department
of

uorrecooa
BaHo. Co.
Detoatton

Center

QBMTTED

GUILTY ON COUNTS

TERM OF

NOT CJUILTY

SUSPENDED PROS.

OVERRULED

ON COUNTS

FINE & COSTS

REMARKS

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



COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

(RNEY

TRIAL PLEA
COURT JURY GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERS

MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE'S CASE dels. Motion for Judgment of ACQUITTAL

GRANTED OVERRULED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE defs. Motion For Judgment of ACQUITTAL

VERDICT.

GRANTED

GUILTY ON COUNTS

OVERRULED

NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE TERM OF SUSPENDED PROS. FINE & COSTS

Bftkto. Co.
Detention

Center

NOTE: IF PRE-SENTENCE REPORT IS ORDERED OR DEFENDANT IS ON PROBATION — DEFENDANT
MUST REPORT TO PROBATION DEPARTMENT FIFTH FLOOR, ROOM 508, COUNTY COURTS
BUILDING IMMEDIATELY WITH COUNSEL. •6b



COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

DEFENDANTS ATTORNEY

CHARGE

TRIALS—'
COUftt JURY K ^ ^ GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO C

MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE'S CASE defs. Motion for Judgment of ACQUITTAL

GRANTED OVERRULED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE defs. Motion For Judgment of ACQUITTAL

VERDICT:

GRANTED

GUILTY ON COUNTS

OVERRULED

NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE TERM OF SUSPENDED PROB. FINE & COSTS

Department
of

Ootrectioa
B**o. Co.
Detention

Center

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



TRIAL DATE

COURT CLERKS WORK SHEET

3t/*2llL Judge JL&&--

fl-
STATE'S ATTOR

s /
DEFENDANTS ATTORNEY

COURT REPORTER

CASE #

CHARGE

NAME

TRIAL PLEA
GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERE

MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE'S CASE defc. Motion for Judgment of ACQUITTAL

2. END of ENTIRE CASE dels. Motion For Judgment of ACQUITTAL

VERDICT:

GRANTED

GUILTY ON COUNTS

OVERRULED

NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE TERM OF SUSPENDED PROB. FINE & COSTS

Department
of

Correction
BaMo. Co.
Detention

Center

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



COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

TRIAL DATE <Z-/-^-^J—£-L

STATE'S ATTORNEY DEFENDANTS ATTORNEY

CASE * --.-%-k:SAsJ-ky.£- ....NAME „ ^A&kr^l./?.-.

TRIAL / _ / .
COURT

.- PLEA
(}pF GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERE

MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE'S CASE deft. Motton for Judgment of ACQUITTAL

GRANTED OVERRULED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE dels. Motion For Judgment of ACQUITTAL

VERDICT:

GRANTED

GUILTY ON COUNTS

OVERRULED

NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE TERM OF SUSPENDED PROB. FINE & COSTS

of
Correction
B**o. Co.
Detention

Center

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



COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

TRIAL DATE

779.-771^

CLERK

CASE #

CHARGE

<C.^^-l!<rjLJ.JL.-IJ.O-. NAME . o

TRIAL -^L-LL PLEA
COURT JURY GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERE

MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE'S CASE dab. Motion for Judgment of ACQUITTAL

OVERRULED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE deft. Motion For Judgment of ACQUITTAL

GRANTED

VERDICT: GUILTY ON COUNTS

OVERRULED

NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE

Department
of

Correction

Batto. Co.
Detention

Center

TERM OF SUSPENDED PROS. FINE & COSTS

, - / / /

REMARKS ?Zlj2&zz£^^^£di&a^]$#^3j-

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



COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

TRIAL DATE *>JLJJJ.-1J—

S- 5

DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEYSTATE'S ATTORNEY

L
COURT REPORTER CLERK

CASE #

CHARGE

NAME. . .

IOTI0I

TRIAL £ _ _ / « 4 ^ - PLEA
COtTRTtJURX> GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERE

sfs. Motkm for Judgment of ACQUITTAL

GRANTED OVERRULED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE defs. Motion For Judgment of ACQUITTAL

VERDICT:

GRANTED

GUILTY ON COUNTS

OVERRULED

NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE TERM OF SUSPENDED PROS. FINE & COSTS

Department
of

Correction
Balito. Co.
Detention

Center

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



COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

TRIAL DATE

S - S

STATE'S ATTORNEY

_L_J_
'15buRT~M£bOTBR

DEFENDANTS ATTORNEY

CLERK

CASE #

CHARGE

NAME

Z/ZLTRIAL : _ / - £ _ _ PLEA
GOURT-lfURYj GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERS

MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE'S CASE deb . Motion for Judgment of ACQUITTAL

GRANTED OVERRULED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE defs. Motion For Judgment of ACQUITTAL

GRANTED

VERDICT: GUILTY ON COUNTS

OVERRULED

NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE

Department
of

Correction

Bftlto. Co.
Detention

Center

TERM OF SUSPENDED PROB. FINE & COSTS

REMARKS - / .

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



r-.m

TRIAL DATE

COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

5 -
fl

STATE'S ATTORNEY DEFENDANTS ATTORNEV

COURT RETORTER CLERK

CASE #

CHARGE

-cn- /C/B ..NAME

TRIAL PLEA
GUILTY NOT GUILTY NOLO CONTENDERE

MOTIONS: 1. END of STATE'S CASE deb. Motion for Judgment of ACQUITTAL

GRANTED OVERRULED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE deft. Motion For Judgment of ACQUITTAL

GRANTED

GUILTY OX* COUNTS

OVERRULED

NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

TERM OF SUSPENDED PROS.

3Department
of

BaMo. Co.
Detention

Center

REMARKS Z_sf^2?=l_--/k^^^^gLi_Jti

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

Towson, Maryland 21204

District Court Case No

3AS/1Case No.

REPORT OF PRISONER BROUGHT TO COURT FOR TRIAL

FROM: SUZANNE MENSH, Clerk

TO: THE SHERIFF OF BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

Name Of Prisoner ^

Date Of Trial S/.L., ViSj.L Judge Jf-:Q£Q>4flZ£&L

Charge __ .Z22 -^?^ |&- Guilty NOT GUILTY

DISPOSITION:

A. ) Sentenced To Department Of Correction __

B. Sentenced To Baltimore County Detention Center

C. Remanded To Baltimore County Detention Center

D. Placed On Probation

£?__<?_ C
Length Of Sentence

Length Of Sentence

Probation Report Of Psychiatric Evaluation

Length Of Probation

E. Sentenced To Baltimore County Detention Center Work Release Recommended

F. Stet

G. Nol Pros

H. Arraignment

I. Trial Continued

J. Trial Postponed

K. Bail Hearing

L. Defendant Released From This Case Only.
Release In Transit.

SUZANNE MENSH, CLERK

Per.
Deputy Clerk



CIRCUIT COURT FOR
Located at

Prmnt'v
Court Address

County Courts Bldg. 401 Bosley Ave. Towson,Md ,Z 'P2Cf204
Telephone

State of Maryland

vs.

Case No(s). 86CR16A8

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
D O B

08/13/33

Tracking No.

Date Sentence Imposed March 6, 19

COMMITMENT RECORD

TO: Commissioner of Correction Warden/Sheriff of Jail/Detention Center
YOU ARE DIRECTED to receive the above named Defendant who has been sentenced and is hereby committed

to your custody by JUDGE I I The Defendant has been found guilty as to:

Case/Count/
Offense No.

Sentence

Count One
Charge

D
ler 2nd Degree

Art.
27

Sec.

Concurrent with«,• Consecutive to Case/Count/Offense No.

Case/Count/
Offense No

Charge Art. Sec.

Sentence
Concurrent with Consecutive to Case/Count/Offense No.

Case/Count/
Offense No.

Charge Art. Sec.

Sentence
Concurrent with Consecutive to Case/Count/Offense No.

SPLIT
SENTENCE

All but is/are suspended and the Defendant is placed on probation for a period

commencing upon release of Defendant from incarceration, either by means ofof
mandatory release or parole, whichever occurs first. A copy of the Order for Probation is attached.

The total time to be served is | : wentv Y e a r s

includingA. begin on March .6,1991

and is to run concurrently with the sentence imposed in Case No.

unserved sentence.

and shall (complete either A or B):

days credit for time served before sentencing (Art. 27, §638C)

and any other outstanding or

B. run consecutively to the sentence imposed in Case No.

unserved sentence and Defendant is to be given

and to any other outstanding or

days credit for time served before sentencing.

ADDITIONAL SENTENCING INFORMATION:

I I Commitment is for execution of previously suspended sentence after Defendant was found in violation of probation.
I I Sentencing modification. This commitment supersedes commitment issued on:

ATTACHMENTS HERETO INCLUDE: d Additional Sentence(s);
I I Order for Reimbursement of Public Defender; | | Other:

Order for Probation; Conditions oflParole;

TRULY taken from the record of this Court.
WITNESS my Hand and the Seal of said Court this date:

| Appeal Bond set at $

March 7, 1991 MJC 8:20 A.M.
V

Form No. 43501a
Clerk of Court / Judge

Distribution: White — Custodian • Canary — Court File » Pink — Defendant



L-7—500 sets

PROPERTY RECEIVED AS EVIDENCED BY

CIRCUIT/D«*ft*€T COURT

FOR

PART I

-7 I vi In i F
Date: ,SJ—SljLsl-L- — Police Case No. __.
Placed in custody of Clerk ocjetesignee: ^_^_/.Z.4jfe

By Officer: -D-^---Q--?™?cC??>- Police Dept.

State VS. ___w^^^r^/____(.___C!!^rrtf Court Docket No. i

ITEMS: PROPERTY NO.S:

A.
A
/3.
A. -

/6. J
«/ 7. _^/>^t^-_^r?rf^__(j^_'^^i ^Jf_'_/j^

•̂  8. .

/ 1 0

s

13.

14.

15. _̂ ,̂

Date Clerk of Court or I>esignee Date

PART II

Evidence returned to: Police Dept.
Officer

Returned by: Date:
Clerk of Court or Designee

Evidence Rec. Form No. Instructions for completion on
reverse side of ithird copy



L.-7—500 sets

PROPERTY RECEIVED AS EVIDENCED BY

CIRCUIT/DISTRICT COURT

Police Case No.

FOR

PART I

Date: _._.

Placed in custody of Clerk or designee:

By Officer: -U^.-.Q^C^CC^- Police Dept.

State VS. ___,^^rr^___y____^_?rr!f Court Docket No.

O9ST

ITEMS:

A.

•̂

e.
7.

8.

1 0

12.

13.

14.

15.

PROPERTY NO.

Date Clerk of Court or I>esi&nee Date

PART II

Evidence returned to: Police Dept.
Officer

Returned by: Date:
Clerk of Court or Designee

Evidence Rec. Form No. Instructions for completion on
reverse sade of third copy
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STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

*

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO.: 86 CR 1648

* * *

STATE'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS

Now comes the State of Maryland by Sandra A. O'Connor,

State's Attorney for Baltimore County, and Scott D.

Shellenberger and Mark H. Tilkin, Assistant State's Attorneys

for Baltimore County, and respectfully requests this Court to

instruct the Jury as follows:



"

JURY INSTRUCTION NO.

People who commit crimes can be divided into two

categories. A person who actually performs the act is referred

to as a principle in the first degree.

A person who aids or abets the principal offender may be

guilty of the offense even though he did not personally commit

each of the acts constituting the offense. This person would be

a principle in the second degree the law of this State, persons

present, actually or constructively, in aiding and abetting the

commission of a crime, but not themselves committing it, are

guilty of the crime itself. Aqresti v. State, 2 Md. App. 278

(1967) .

To be an "aider" a person must assist, support or

supplement the efforts of another; to be an "abettor" a person

must instigate, advise or encourage the commission of a crime

and may in some circumstances include a person who is present at

the commission of the crime without giving active assistance.

Coleman v. State, 209 Md. 379 (1956).

The presence of the Defendant at the immediate and exact

spot where a crime is in the process of being committed is -a

vBL'y. important element that may be considered in determining

guilt. Johnson v. State, 227 Md. 159 (1961); Tasco v. State,

223 Md. 503 (1960).



-

con' t

It is not required, however, that the Defendant be found to

have been present at the immediate and exact spot where the

crime was committed in order to be held responsible for the

offense. If the Defendant is found to have been in close

proximity and contiguity to the immediate scene of the crime and

in such a position to be of aid and assistance to the actual

perpetrator in the successful perpetration of the crime, then he

may be found to be guilty. Thomas v. State, supra.

You as the trier of fact are entitled to take into

consideration all the attendant circumstances surrounding the

presence of the accused at the scene of the crime in making your

determination of guilt or innocence. Chavis v. State, 3 Md.

App. 179 (1968).

You must be convinced beyond a reasonable doubt that the

Defendant is an accomplice before you can find him guilty.

PRINCIPALS

%1



"•

JURY INSTRUCTION NO.

A witness who has special training or experience in a given

field is permitted to express opinions, based on observed or

assumed facts, to aid you in deciding the issues in the case.

In weighing the opinion of an expert, you should consider the

expert's experience, training and skills, as well as the

expert's knowledge of the subject matter about which the expert

is expressing an opinion.

You should give the testimony the weight and value you

believe it should have. You are not required to accept any

expert's opinion. You should consider an expert's opinion

together with all other evidence.

EXPERT OPINION TESTIMONY

MPJI CR 3:14



r

JURY INSTRUCTION NO. 6

"Proof of guilt beyond all doubt has never been required

even in the most serious cases." Tasco v. State, 223 Md. 504,

Pettis v. State, 2 Md. App. 651; 653; Young v. State, 4 Md. App.

286, 299. "The trier of facts in a criminal case is enjoined by

law to give due force to the presumption of innocence, and then

to proceed cautiously in weighing the evidence; but he is not

commanded to be naive and to believe without scrutiny every glib

suggestion or farfetched fairy tale whether emanating from State

or Defense. An indispensable ingredient in judgment, in Court

as well as out of it, is a modicum of common sense." Berry v.

State, 202 Md. 62, 67; Young v. State, 4 Md. App. 286, 299.

BURDEN OF PROOF



"

JURY INSTRUCTION NO.

The Defendant, Stanley Kosmas, has an absolute

constitutional right not to testify. The fact that the

Defendant did not testify must not be held against the

Defendant. It must not be considered by you in any way or even

discussed by you.

FAILURE OF DEFENDANT TO TESTIFY

MPJI CR 3:17



- -V

JURY INSTRUCTION NO.

That the Defendant testifies to facts excusing himself from

any connection with or involvement in the crime does not mean

that you are obliged to believe him. The Defendant's relation

to the crime in question for you to determine from all of the

evidence or rational inferences from the evidence.

Foster v. State, 11 Md. App. 40, 47; Christopher v. State, 9 Md.

App. 277; Burley v. State, 5 Md. App. 469.

DEFENDANT'S TESTIMONY

(71



Spt)TT D. SHE^ENBERG&R
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

MARK H. TILKIN /
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

SDS:MHT/mas
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STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* *

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO.: 86 CR 1648

* * *

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF
THE ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE

Now comes the State of Maryland, by and through Sandra A.

O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County and Scott D.

Shellenberger and Mark H. Tilkin, Assistant State's Attorneys

for Baltimore County and in Support of the Introduction of

Evidence says the following:

During the course of the trial of the above captioned case,

issues will arise concerning the admissibility of certain

evidence. Below are outlined some of the Statements that will

be elicited and the points of law upon which the State will rely.

I. State of Mind

The State intends to introduce through Edna Carrick the

following statement made by the victim on the night of her

disappearance as reflected in the trial transcript at page 273:

PY MR. SHELLENBERGER:

Q. Now, Edna, before Maria got out of the car, what if

anything did she tell you she was going to do that night?

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: Overruled.



BY MR. SHELLENBERGER:

Q. Go ahead.

A. She said that -- she said -- first of all she said she

was tired, and she had to go in and then finish up some

paperwork, and said she wanted to finish up her laundry, and

then she was going to go to bed and start all over again the

next day.

Q. Now, when she got out of the car where did she go?

A. Well, she walked around the front of my car --

THE COURT: Hold you voice up. These people have to hear

what you are saying.

THE WITNESS: She got out of my car, walked around to the

front of it, and, you know, directly around the front of my car,

and went to the driver's side of her car.

BY MR. SHELLENBERGER:

Q. Why was she going to her car?

A. She told me she had to get something out of her car.

Clearly, the above statement of the victim is hearsay. The

state is relying on the state of mind exception to the Hearsay

Rule to support it's admissibility. Under this exception, a

statement of the declarant's then existing state of mind is

admissible to prove the truth of the matter asserted.



~

In support thereof the State would cite McLain, Maryland

Evidence, Section 803 (3) 1; Maryland Evidence Handbook, Murphy

page 234; Robinson v. State, 6 Md. App. 246, 503 A.2d 725

(1986); Dennet v. State, 19 Md. App. 376, 311 A.2d 437 (1973);

Cassidy v. State, 74 Md. App. 1, 536 A.2d 666 (1988); Ebert v.

Ritchie, 54 Md. App. 388, 396-98, 458 A.2d 891, 896-97 (1983);

Johnson v. State, 38 Md. App. 306, 313-315, 381 A.2d 303 (1977).

The above statement by the victim is clearly admissible

under the State of Mind exception. It shows the victims state

of mind and intent to do certain acts on the night of her

disappearance. It is relevant, because a substantial issue in

the case is whether this future act was later performed by the

victim.

It is relevant to rebut the Defendant's allegations that

the victim met her death while on a romantic adventure with one

of the men she was seeing. (See, Kosmas v. State, Per Curiam

number 425, September term, 1987 page 6) (attached).

The State will also elicit from the victim's best friend,

Paula Nyitrair, the following as recorded on page 333 of the

trial transcript.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q. Did she ever indicate to you any plans to leave?

MR WHITE: Objection.

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. WHITE: Just a minute, Miss.
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THE COURT: Wait a minute. Well, that has been testified

to also, hasn't it?

MR. PULVER: I believe it has, from her son Michael.

THE COURT: What is the point in going over it?

MR. PULVER: Just to bring out that point, Your Honor, and

emphasize it through this witness as well.

THE COURT: All right, I will let it in.

THE WITNESS: Yes, she told me she was going to leave

January 2nd of '86.

The above statement of the victim that she intended to

leave the Defendant on January 2, 1986 shows her state of mind

as to a future act. This statement is relevant as to the issues

in the case, specifically and as to why the Murder took place

when it did. (See, Kosmas v. State, Per Curiam number 425,

September term, 1987, page 9).

II. Habit Evidence/Lay Opinion

The State intends to introduce into evidence a number of

items concerning the habits of the victim. Specifically the

state intends to introduce:

A. That it was the victims habit to do laundry at night
(T.T. page 108).

B. The victims daily activities (T.T. 108).

C. That the victim would always wake the children up for
school. (T.T. 109).

D. That the victim would wake up when the children would
come in late at night (T.T. 115)
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E. That the victim always had her pocketbook and cosmetic
bag with her.

F. That the victim would call if she was not going to
work.

Character evidence and proof of a party's other similar

acts are generally excluded, but habit evidence is an exception

to this rule. (See McLain, Maryland Evidence, Section 406.1).

Proof of an individuals habit may be introduced by another £>•**•*-

J

person who has seen the individual take that action on repeated

occasions or by various individuals who have seen the individual

take the particular action on different occasions.

The testimony the State intends to introduce is the habit

of the victim as observed by other people. Each of the

witnesses has a basis of knowledge upon which they can testify

because they knew the victim very well. The Habit Evidence is

relevant because the victim's repeated response to a known

situation is important to pin point the time of her death. (See

Murphy, Maryland Evidence Handbook, Section 517;Barnes v. State,

57 Md. App. 50, 468 A.2d 1040 (1984); DeBlasi v. State, 60 Md.

App. 154, 481 A.2d 804 (1984).

Ill. Statements offered to prove the effect upon the Hearer

The State intends to introduce the following statement at

trial made by the victim in front of the Defendant as heard by

her son:

BY MR. PULVER:

Q. Now, were you ever present when your mother told your

father what her plans were as far as staying in the home?



r

A. Yes.

Q. And what did she say she was planning to do?

MR. WHITE: Objection.

MR. PULVER: Your Honor, this is obviously hearsay, but the

purpose of offering it at this point is just to show knowledge

on the part of the Defendant.

THE COURT: Knowledge of what?

MR PULVER: Knowledge of the date that she said she was

leaving. Again, I am not offering it for the hearsay of whether

it was true or false, but just that he knew.

THE COURT: He was there when she said it?

MR. PULVER: In front of Michael she informed him when she

was leaving.

THE COURT: The father was there?

MR. PULVER: The father was there

THE COURT: He is objecting on the grounds of hearsay.

That is the only purpose you are offering it, is to show

knowledge, that he knew --

MR. PULVER: That he knew about it.

THE COURT: I will let it in.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q. Were you present, Michael, when your mother told your

father what her plans were as far as the marriage goes and

leaving?

tii
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A. Yes.

Q. And what did your mother say her intentions were?

A. She said she was going to let the children have the

Christmas Holiday, but right after New Years she was gone. She

was going to get her divorce then, right after the holiday.

Q. And your father heard that?

A. Yes.

Q. What was his response?

A. He said she wasn't going to leave him. She would be

dead before she took his children.

The above statement is being offered to prove the effect

upon the hearer, in this case the Defendant. The statement by

the mother is not being offered for the truth of the matter

asserted but merely to show notice to the Defendant who received

the statement. ( See McLain, Maryland Practice, Section 801.9;

Murphy, Maryland Evidence handbook, Section 702 (D) and 702

(F). Brown v. State, 80 Md. App. 187, 560 A.2d 605 (1989).

Ill. Statements of Others Adopted by the Defendant

The State intends to introduce the following statements

made by out of Court declarants that were adopted by the

Defendant. These adoptions were not by silence, but by

affirmative admissions made after he heard them:

(A) at page 91.

Q. Could you tell the ladies and gentlemen about that

argument?
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A. My sister Alexis and I had gone to a youth group

meeting at church that night at about 7:00 o'clock. When it was

over about 9:30, 10:00 o'clock, my father came to pick us up.

On the way back he told us my grandparents are there and

that he was going to tell us in front of my mother all the stuff

she had been doing, and to pretend as if he hadn't told us

before and act as if we were hearing it for the first time and

be surprised.

So when we got home he started to say how she had been

seeing Aris and all the things that she had been doing. It was

a couple of times she had seen Aris, and he told us about all of

them as if he was telling us for the first time.

My grandmother stopped him while he was doing this and said

to him --

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sustained.

MR. PULVER: May we approach the bench on this issue?

THE COURT: Yes.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

MR. PULVER: What I would proffer he is going to testify to

is that certain statements were made to him. He is also going

to say --

THE COURT: By whom?
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MR. PULVER: By his grandmother. His father made

statements in response to those questions. I am not offering

what his mother said, or what his grandmother said, for the

truth of the matter asserted. I am offering it to show his

response and his actions, because he will later testify he asked

his father about what they accused him of, and his father

admitted they were true.

I am not offering it for whether it is true or not.

THE COURT: The hearsay statement is not being offered for

the truth of what it is asserting?

MR. PULVER: Right.

THE COURT: What is it offered for?

MR. PULVER: It is offered to show his admission of certain

conduct. He is going to testify that his father held a gun at

his mother's head for an hour and his grandmother accused him of

that. He later asked his father about that. His father

admitted he had done that, as well as another incident.

I think under the circumstances it is just giving a context

for them to understand his responses. It is not being offered

for hearsay purposes.

MR. WHITE: I will just object.

THE COURT: Okay. If it is offered for the purpose you say

it is offered for, it is admissible for that purpose only.

(The conference at the bench concluded.)

BY MR. PULVER

Q. What did your grandmother say to your father at that

time?
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A. My grandmother stopped and said, "Wait a minute. Why

don't you tell these children the whole truth? Isn't it true

one night after you caught her you took her outside like a block

away from the house where there are some woods and you beat her

for over an hour?"

Q. Did she say when it was that he had caught her and

where?

A. It was at the bakery, at Aris's family's bakery.

"Isn't it true on the way outside you took her and you shoved

her up into the shingles a couple of time and the brick wall of

the house? And isn't it true one night while she was I think

down in the basement, you took a loaded gun and put it to her

head and threatened to kill her and held it there for over an

hour?"

My father got upset and went into the basement. I followed

him down there and said, "Is it true? You never told us this

part of the story."

He said, "It is true."

I said, "Did you really beat her for over an hour?" He

told us earlier he slapped her once and they sat in the car and

talked about it. That is what he had been telling the children.

I said, "Is it true you had thrown her into the brick wall

and the shingles and beat her for an hour a block away from the

house in the woods?" He said it was.

y
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I asked if he had really pointed a loaded gun at her head

while she was ironing, and he said, "Yes, but I wasn't going to

kill her."

Q. What followed that?

A. He ran upstairs into his bedroom and came out yelling,

"Where is my gun?" My grandmother yelled at him, "Why do you

want the gun now, are you going to kill the children's mother in

front of their eyes?"

He looked at her and said, " I can go get another gun

tomorrow if I want one."

(B) At page 102

Q. What was said during that conversation with your father?

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: What is the nature of the objection?

MR. WHITE: He is talking about what who said?

MR. PULVER: Again --

THE COURT: What was said by whom? The father or both of

them?

MR. PULVER: Both of them. There was a conversation. The

Defendant is going to make statements in response to those

questions. They don't make any sense unless you hear what he

said.

THE COURT: What the other man said.

MR. PULVER: There is no way of making any sense --

THE COURT: It may be. I am concerned if it is

admissible. I am not concerned whether it makes sense.
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MR. PULVER: I am not offering it for the hearsay purpose.

We are not offering it for the truth of what he said, whether it

is true or not, but only the effect on the Defendant and the

Defendant's response.

THE COURT: You are only offering it for the effect on the

Defendant?

MR. PULVER: That is correct.

THE COURT: For that purpose we will let it in.

BY MR. PULVER

Q. Tell the ladies and gentlemen about the conversation

your father had with Mr. Marcinko?

A. Well, first Mr. Marcinko was asking if there was any

way the marriage could be reconciled. He talked to us about

that for a little while.

When he realized that there wasn't, he started telling

about the threats of violence. He told my father how crazy it

was, what he was suggesting.

He said, "Steve, are you really serious about what you are

saying you are going to do?"

And he said, "I am serious." He said again that he would

kill her before he would let her walk out of the marriage.

So I said to my father, I said, "It looks like from now on

we are going to have to put mom in our room to sleep and put

furniture in front of the door to keep you out."

He said, "If that is how you have to do it, then do it."

6
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Q. Now, between that time and December of 1985 had

anything changed with regard to your parents' relationship?

A. No. They were still arguing regularly. Now that this

door was open, the only time that they would talk was ...

(C) At page 339

BY MR. PULVER:

Q. Could you tell the ladies and gentlemen what was said

with the Defendant at that time?

A. Well, Jemette and I went in the door. The first thing

Jemette said is, "Where is my sister?"

Q. This was to the Defendant?

A. Yes. And Steve said, "Regardless of what you think, I

didn't do it."

Nothing was asked what happened. We just said where is

she? And then he says, "I can account for my time from 6:30 on."

He said, "At 6:30 Maria came down to Stephano' s. She asked

me to go home to the children because I don't spend that much

time with them", because he is working hard. At 8:00 o'clock he

took the yellow Cadillac. He went home. When he got home he

found Gregory sick. he comforted him, made him feel better,

gave him whatever he gave him and put him to bed.

After that Alexis and Steve went downstairs and watched

television until 11:00 or 11:30. At that time he told Leckie,

"You should go to bed because you have a hard time getting up in

the morning."



14

The above statements by the out of Court declarants are

admissible as admissions by a party opponent. As the transcript

indicates, these statements were adopted by the Defendant by his

affirmative response, when questioned later if they were true.

The response of the Defendant is admissible as a statement by a

party opponent. But his response would not have context or

meaning unless the statement made to him that he was admitting

were also introduced. The hearsay statement must be admitted

into evidence to properly understand what statements the

Defendant has adopted. By saying the statements are true, he

had admitted them and thus adopted them and therefore they are

admissible. (See McLain, Maryland Practice, Section 801 (4) 3;

Myers v. State, 58 Md. App. 211, 238-39, 472 A.2d 1027, 1041

(1984); Ewell v. State, 228 Md. 615, 180 A.2d 857 (1962).

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

SCOTT D. SHELLEN&ERGER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

MARK H. TILKIN
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing Memorandum

of Law in Support of the Admissibility of Evidence was mailed on

this sk'X day of February, 1991 to: Russell White, 305 W.

Chesapeake Avenue, Suite 100, Towson, Maryland 21204.

4 f ^ y
SCOTT D. SflELLENBERGER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

SDS:MHT/mas
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THE STATE OF MARYLAND

Plaintiff

vs.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

Defendant

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

OF MARYLAND

Case No. 86 CR 1648

* * ** * *

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF

DEFENDANTS MOTION TO DISMISS

Comes now, Defendant, STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS, by and through

his attorneys, Richard M. Karceski and White and Karceski,

respectfully submits this Memorandum of Law in Support of

Defendant's Motion to Dismiss, pursuant to Maryland Rules and

states:

THE DEFENDANT'S RIGHT TO A SPEEDY TRIAL GUARANTEED BY THE
SIXTH AMENDMENT OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION HAS BEEN
VIOLATED AND THUS THE COURT MUST DISMISS THE CHARGES FILED
AGAINST HIM.

The right of a Defendant to have his case heard within a

reasonable time is explicitly guaranteed by the Sixth Amendment and

is applicable to the State of Maryland through the Fourteenth

Amendment. Klopfer v. North Carolina, 386 U.S. 213, 87 S. Ct. 988

(1967). This is to reduce the unavoidable hardship suffered by the

accused while the individual awaits the outcome of his trial.

United States v. Ewell. 383 U.S. 116, 86 S.Ct. 773 (1966). Due

to the nature of this right, "[T]he Supreme Court has held that

dismissal of the indictment is the only available remedy for a

1
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violation of the Sixth Amendment right to a speedy trial." Smith

v. State. 276 Md. 521, 350 A.2d 628, 636 (1976) citing Struck v.

United States. 412 U.S. 434, 93 S.Ct. 2260 (1973).

The Supreme Court has held that four factors must be examined

and balanced to determine if a Defendant's right to a speedy trial

has been violated: the actual length of the delay; the reason for

the delay; the demand waiver factor; and the prejudice suffered by

the Defendant. Barker v. Winqo. 407 U.S. 514, 92 S.Ct. 2182

(1972) .

The delay was of Constitutional dimension

The Court of Appeals has held that the first step in

determining if an individual's right to a speed trial has been

violated is to determine if the length of the delay is of

constitutional dimension. State v. Wilsonf 281 Md. 640, 382 A.2d

1053 (1978). The delay period begins with the receipt of the court

file by the Circuit Court, Donald v. State, 49 Md. App. 106, 430

A.2d 113, 115 (1981) and ends at the date that the case is tried.

State v. Hamilton. 14 Md. App. 582, 586, 287 A.2d 791, 793-794

(1972). "[T]he length of delay that will provoke such an inquiry

is necessarily dependant on the peculiar circumstances of the

case." Barker, Supra. Since this case was on remand, the holding

in Barker indicates that the 537 day delay is within constitutional

dimension, and thus warrants examination of the possible violation

of the Defendant's sixth amendment right.

The Court of Special Appeals in State v. Hiken, 43 Md. App.

259, 405 A.2d 284 (1979) held that a delay in a case which was



delayed by 9 month and 23 days was clearly within constitutional

dimension when the State had investigated the crime nine month

prior to the arrest of the Defendant. The Court of Special Appeals

states: "Under these circumstances, the State was, or certainly

should have been, ready for trial within a very short time after

the indictments and the almost 10-month period involved is surely

of constitutional dimension." Id. at 291.

The length of the delay

Upon the triggering of the speedy trial right, the Supreme

Court hold that the first factor is the actual length of the delay.

Barker, Supra. Although the Defendant is not entitled to demand

an immediate retrial, a reasonable amount of time is to be the

factor, Epps v. State, 276 Md. 96, 345 A.2d 62 (1975). At common

law, the reasonable amount of time is the amount of time for the

state to prepare the case being tried, Klopper, Supra. Therefore,

the state should have been reasonably ready to try the case upon

receipt since the case is on remand.

In addition, the 180 day requirement established in Rule 4-

271, Maryland Rules of Procedure and Art. 27, Section 591, Md. Ann.

Code. (1957), while not applicable to cases heard on remand, serves

as a useful guide in determining what is a reasonable time. Chance

v. State, 45 Md. App. 521, 414 A.2d 535 (1980).

The 537 day delay suffered by the Defendant in the case at

bar is significant enough to be weighed against the state. The

Defendant has been involved in the litigation of his alleged

offense since early 1986. In that time, the Defendant has gone
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through hearings and trials in the Circuit Court and has also been

involved in the appellate division. It would be reasonable to

state that the State should have been reasonably ready to try the

case at bar because of the prior trial; and thus, hold the delay

to a minimum.

In a case on point, the Court of Special Appeals in Coleman

v. State. 49 Md. App. 210, 431 A.2d 696 (1981) addressed the length

of delay in a case on remand.

[T]he State here should have been prepared for trial in less
time than that which would have been reasonable in either of
those cases. The trial delayed in this case was not the
initial trial of the Defendant on an unfamiliar charge, rather
it was a retrial of the same defendant on the same charge
following our reversal of his first conviction. Having
already completely tried the case once, the state should have
been ready for trial virtually from the start of the speedy
trial clock. JEd. at 702.

Although the Court of Special Appeals did not order a dismissal of

Coleman. it put significant weight on the fact that the delay was

less than eight months. The delay suffered in the case at bar is

more than twice the delay experienced in Coleman; therefore, this

factor should be weighed very heavily against the State.

The reason for the delay

The second factor, the reason for the delay, also supports the

relief prayed by the Defendant. In the case at bar, the period of

delay can be divided into three periods. The first being the

period of receipt of the case by the Circuit Court of Somerset

County on September 6, 1989 to May, 1990. The Second period is the

period between the possible trial date in May, 1990 to June 5,

1990. The third period starts with the pretrial hearing on June



5, 1990 and precedes to the present trial date of March 25, 1991.

In regard to the weight given to the "reason for the delay"

factor, the court should measure each period independently and

assign different amounts of harm to each depending on the reason

given for the delay. Powell v. State, 56 Md. App. 351, 467 A.2d

1052 (1983).

The first period of September 6, 1989 to May, 1990 should be

weighed against the State. The State has the ultimate

responsibility in assuring that the delay be held to the minimum

because: "the ultimate responsibility for such circumstances must

rest with the government rather than with the defendant." Barker,

Supra. at 2262. The Court of Special Appeals has held that "Even

when the weight of delay is neutralized by circumstances of

explanation, the State in not excused from bringing it promptly to

trial." Chance, Supra. at 537. Although the responsibility rests

on the prosecution to schedule a defendant's criminal case for

trial, the courts themselves are not excluded from the obligations

to give defendants speedy trials. Epps, Surpa. "Unintentional

delays caused by overcrowded court dockets or understaffed

prosecutors are among the factors to be weighed less heavily than

intentional delays." Struck v. United States, 412 U.S. 434, 93

S.Ct. 2260, (1973). However lightly these factors are weighed,

they must still be weighed against the state. Epps, Supra.

In the case at bar, the Defendant was ready to be tried

immediately after receipt by the circuit court. However, the State

was unable to accommodate the case until May of 1990.
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...The earliest possible assignment for Kosmas would be
February 27, 1990 through March 9, 1990. If it cannot be
heard during that period, I would be unable to assign it until
May.

I understand that you start a criminal case about the
first of March that will take the entire month. Consequently
the February 27th beginning date is probable out...
Letter from Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins to Michael Pulver (October
20, 1989) (discussing possible trail date).

This delay was in no way necessitate by the Defendant and the sole

determination of when the case could be tried was a matter disputed

between the State and the Court. The limited waiver filed by the

Defendant on November 15, 1989 did not effect the length of this

period. Therefore, pursuant to the Holding in Epps, the period

should be charged to the State.

The second period of May, 1990 to June 5, 1990 is chargeable

to the Defendant due to the limited waiver of November 15, 1989.

The waiver, however, was filed with the understanding that a June

trial date was possible and was not meant to extend the time of

delay past that June date. Therefore, the defendant should not be

held accountable for all subsequent time.

The period after June 5, 1990 should be charged to the State.

"A deliberate attempt to delay that trial in order to hamper the

defense should be weighted heavily against the government" Barker.

Supra, at 2 262. The State has a duty to produce and permit the

defense to inspect evidence which it plans to present at trial.

Rule 4-263 (b)(5). The production is to prevent surprise and

delays resulting from those surprise admission. McLain, Maryland

Evidence section 403.1. The Court of Special Appeals has held that

a delay caused by an evidentiary matter, which could have been
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prevented if appropriate steps were taken by the State, should be

charged to the state. Schmitt v. State, 46 Md. App. 389. 416 A.

2d. 296 (1980).

In the case at bar, counsel for Mr. Kosmas promptly filed

Motions to include a Motion for Discovery soon after the reversal

of the Defendant's case by the Court of Appeals. Subsequent to

filing motions, the Defendant and the counsel inspected each piece

of physical evidence. Several days prior to the commencement of

trial, counsel was advised that the State's expert witness, Dr.

Smialek, had recently examined a leather type strap and concluded

that it was the murder weapon.

While the Defendant does not assert that the State acted to

cause purposeful delay, its eleventh hour case preparation and

revelation of potential evidence caused the defense no other choice

but to request a postponement. The strap was and had been in the

State's possession since 1986.

Subsequent to the June postponement a trial date was set for

October 15, 1990. Counsel for the Defendant was advised by the

prosecutor that the October 15, 1990 trial date was firm.

Subpoenas were served by the defense on the Clerk of the Court for

Somerset County and on or about August 26, 1990, counsel for the

defendant was notified that the October 15, 1990 trial date had

never been ratified by the Court. In addition, just prior to the

October 15, 1990 date, counsel for Mr. Kosmas learned the trial

Court (The Honorable Lloyd Simpkins had retired and had been

replaced by the Honorable Dennis Long) had written an ex parte
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request of the prosecutor requesting that the State seek law to

determine if the Kosmas matter could be returned to Baltimore

County. When counsel for Kosmas learned of the trial court's

inquiry, a request was made to transfer the case for trial to

Baltimore County for an immediate trial (see attached

correspondence).

Thereafter, the case was rescheduled for trial for February

25, 1991 at the Circuit Court for Baltimore County.

The demand waiver factor

The third factor that must be examined is called the demand

waiver factor. The Defense first demanded a speedy trial in 1986

in the beginning of the commencement of this action. Although this

did not apply to the case on remand, it put the state on notice

that the defense had asserted this right. The Supreme Court in

Barker firmly rejected the old common law "demand doctrine", where

the defendant waived his right to a speedy trial if it was not

asserted. Wilson, Supra. at 155. Therefore, although the defendant

did not initially assert his right upon remand, the right is still

present.

The Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit in Cain v. Smith.

686 F.2d 374 (1982), relying on United States v. Calloway. 505 F.2d

311 (D.C. Cir. 1974), has held that the Defendant can assert his

right to a speedy trial by means other than explicit assertion,

specifically demanding reasonable bail.

The speedy trial clause is designed to minimize interference
with personal liberty prior to trial. Cobb v. Aytch, 643 F.2d
946, 958 (3rd cir. 1981). This constitutional right also
preserves the presumption of innocence, minimizes oppressive

8
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pre-trial incarceration, and limits the possibility that the
defense is impaired. Barker, 407 U.S. at 532, 92 S.Ct. at
2193, United States v. MacDonald. U.S.. _, 102 S.Ct. 1497,
71 L.Ed.2d 696 (1982). Similarly, the right to reasonable
bail is designed to preserve the presumption of innocence,
permit the unhampered preparation of a defense, and prevent
the infliction of punishment prior to conviction. See Stack
v. Boyle. 342 U.S. 1, 4, 72 S.Ct. 1, 3, 96 L.Ed. 3 (1951).
We hold that a demand for reasonable bail is the functional
equivalent of a demand for speedy trial. Cain at 384.

In the Case at bar, counsel for Mr. Kosmas movefr for the

reinstatement of conditions of release on or about Delejeifltfeei:—27,

1989. The rationale for the motion for reinstatement of conditions

of release was similar to those in Stack, and should constitute a

request for a speedy trail pursuant to the holding in Cain.

The Defendant asserted his right a second time during

proceedings. Although the Defendant waived his right in November

15, 1989, it was with the express intention of extending only to

the proposed June, 1990 trial date. Therefore, the waiver period

only extended to the June 15th trial date. State v. Brown, 61 Md.

App. 411, 486 A.2d 813 (1985). Subsequently, the Defendant

reasserted its rights immediately following the end of the waiver

period.

In addition, the Defendant's right to a speedy trail was

asserted a third time on September 18, 1990 in a letter to the

Honorable Daniel Long of the Circuit Court for Somerset County.

Due to the three separate assertions of the Defendant's Right, the

demand waiver factor should be weighed heavily favor of the

Defendant.

The prejudice suffered

The last issue to be weighed is the issue of prejudice

9



suffered by the Defendant. The Court of Appeals in Epps, Supra.

held that if the length is sufficiently long, prejudice can be

presumed from the delay, id. at 77. A legal presumption creates

a situation which the opposing party, the State in the case at bar,

must affirmatively rebut it or it will cause the factor to be held

in favor of the asserting party Crowther v. Hirschmann. 174 Md.

100, 197 A. 868, 872 (1938). The length of the delay in the case

at bar surpasses prior holdings of prejudice:

In the instant case, the amount of time from the postponement
order of February 19th to the new trial date of August 6th was
168 days. In our view this was sufficiently long to place the
burden upon the state to defer some evidence, both in terms
of what happened in the instant case as well as the nature of
the criminal case scheduling system in Hartford County.
Penninaton v. State. 299 Md. 23, 472 A.2d 447, 450 - 451
(1984).

In the case at bar, the delay of 537 days clearly shows that

prejudice is present.

The Barker Court addressed various circumstances which are

prejudicial to the Defendant other than incarceration. "Even if

an accused is not incarcerated prior to trial, he is still

disadvantaged by restraints on his liberty and by living under a

cloud of anxiety, suspicion, and often hostility." Id. at 2193.

The Court of Appeals has also held that "[Inordinate delay] ... may

disrupt his employment, drain his financial resources, curtail his

associations, subject him to public obloquy, and create anxiety in

him, his family and his friends. Moore v. Arizona, 414 U.S. 25.

27, 94 S.Ct. 188, 190 (1973)." Wilson. Supra. at 151.

In the case at bar, the Defendant has suffered economically,

socially and domestically. Economically, the Defendant has lost

10
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his interest in a small neighborhood sandwich shop, which he was

part owner, and the income that it produced. Although currently

unemployed, the Defendant cannot collect unemployment because of

the pending charge and is forced to prematurely use up his teaching

pension. Socially, the defendant has been under a cloud of

suspicion since 1986. The Defendant has lost various friends and

has been subject to the scorn of the community. Domestically, the

Defendant has suffered greatly in his home life. In compliance

with a restriction imposed as condition of his release the

Defendant has been unable to sleep in his own house. He has been

rejected by his elder son and is hampered in his visitation with

his younger son and daughter.

In addition to prejudice against the Defendant's person, the

Barker Court held that the prejudice suffered by the defence of the

individual is the most serious type of prejudice, "because the

inability of a defendant adequately to prepare his case skews the

fairness of the entire system". Id. at 2193. The prejudice becomes

apparent because of the possible failure witness's memories and the

inability of witnesses to testify at the later date. Wilson, Supra.

This factor is specifically important to the case at bar,

since the offence occurred approximately four years ago and is

being heard on remand. The length of time between the offence and

the trail is extensively prejudicial because the memory of the

witnesses is not fresh at the start of the speedy trial clock.

Thus, the importance of a speedy trial is of utmost importance to

the Defendant and the delay undoubtedly prejudices the defense.
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The additional delay, should be weighed heavily against the state.

The balance

In conclusion, all four factor are weighed heavily against

the state. The length of the delay is excessive, the

responsibility of the delay rests on the State, the Defendant

asserted his right adequately and the Defendant has clearly been

prejudiced. Therefore, the case should be dismissed pursuant to

the holding in Struck v. United States, -412 U.S. 434, 93 S.Ct. 2260

(1973) .

Richard^M. Karceski
White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this f/^day of February, 1990, a
copy of the foregoing Memorandum in Support of Defendant's Motion
to Dismiss was hand-delivered to Scott Sqhellenberger, Assistant
State's Attorney for Baltimore County,^401 Ifosley Avenue, Towson,
Maryland 21204.

Richard-4trKarceski

1 2



Circuit Court for Somerset County

FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND

DANIEL M. LONG TELEPHONE
P.O. BOX 279

ASSOCIATE JUDGE (301)651-1630

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND 21853-0279

September 20, 1990

Scott Shellenberger, Esquire
Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Richard M. Karceski, Esquire
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204

Gentlemen:

I am in receipt of a letter dated September 18, 1990,
from Richard M. Karceski, a copy of which was to have been
sent to Scott Shellenberger.

In response thereto and for the record, there has nev-
er been a "firm" date of October 15, 1990 established for
retrial of the Kosmas case in Somerset County. Early on
this Court advised the Baltimore County State's Attorney's
office that our Court had previously set Somerset County
cases for that week in October. While this Court has done
its best in the past to accommodate the State and defense
in setting and hearing cases from Baltimore County, I know
of no rule that provides that either the State or defense
will schedule cases in this jurisdiction.

My advice is that counsel meet and confer, and inform
this Court of your intentions regarding retrial of this
case. We would prefer that the case be retried in the ori-
ginal jurisdiction because of our backlog of cases, however,
if that is not possible we will work with all parties to
arrange a convenient time to rehear the case.

DML/lf
cc : f i l e

fry truZy yovrfs ,

e l M. Lol
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LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI ~

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS
THOMAS P. BERNIER

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELUCOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

September 18, 1990

REPLY TO:
D TOWSON/(301) 583-1325
• ELLICOTT CITY / (301) 750-7080

The Honorable Daniel Long
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 00423

Dear Judge Long:

Recently I have been informed that you have requested
Assistant State's Attorney, Scott Shellenberger, to research the
issue of whether the Kosmas trial can be returned to Baltimore
County for re-trial. After speaking with Mr. Kosmas concerning
this matter, it is his election not to oppose the Court's
initiative to send this case back to its original jurisdiction.

A few weeks ago, I forwarded a number of Subpoenas to the
Clerk of your Court for service in preparation of Mr. Kosmas'
trial. I received word from the Clerk that the October 15th trial
date was indeed not a date assigned to Mr. Kosmas for his trial.
It had always been our understanding that a firm date had been
established for trial on that day. In that the case is not to be
tried on October 15, 1990, I would appreciate that this matter be
resolved as expeditiously as possible and that this letter be
considered as Mr. Kosmas' request for a speedy trial in this
matter.

Respectfully,

Richard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
cc: Scott Shellenberger, Esquire

Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County



n LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELUCOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELUCOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
RUSSELL j. WH,TE ELUCOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043 RERLY JQ

RICHARD M. KARCESKI n TOWSON /(301) 583-1325
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS a ELUCOTT CITY / (301) 750-7080
THOMAS P. BERNIER

August 23, 1990

Clerk, Circuit Court for
Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Attention: Ms. Dottie Phillips

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 00423

Dear Ms. Phillips:

Enclosed please find Subpoenas for filing in the above-
captioned matter. Once the Subpoenas have been signed, I would
appreciate you returning those in the packet indicated to me for
service by a private process server. I would like the remaining
Subpoenas served by your office by mail.

Thank you very much for your assistance.

Very truly yours,

Richard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
Enclosures



LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

E L U C O T T RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 E L U C O T T CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
RUSSELL J. WHITE E L U C O T T CITY, MARYLAND 21043 R E p L y ^
RICHARD M. KARCESKI a TOWSON / (301) 583-1325
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS a ELLICOTTCITY/(301) 750-7080
THOMAS P. BERNIER

August 9, 1990

Mr. Stanley M. Kosmas
518 South Savage Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21224

Dear Steve:

Please be advised that the trial of your case has been
rescheduled for October 15, 1990 in the Circuit Court for Somerset
County.

I would appreciate you noting this date on your calendar and
advising Mr. John Burns of the new trial date.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

Richard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

* CASE NO.: 86 CR 1648

STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO DISMISS THE INDICTMENT

The defendant's guarantee of a speedy trial is explicitly

set forth in the Sixth Amendment of the United States

Constitution and Article 21 of the Maryland Declaration of

Rights. The Supreme Court has defined the factors to be

considered and balanced in determining whether the defendant has

been afforded or denied his right to a speedy trial. Those

factors which are set forth in Barker v. Winqo, 407 U.S. 514

(1974) are the (1) length of delay, (2) reason for the delay,

(3) the defendant's assertion of the right, and (4) the

prejudice which occurred as a result of the delay. Only in

analyzing and balancing those four factors can a determination

of speedy trial be made.

This case, after having gone through both the Court of

Special Appeals and the Court of Appeals, was revised and the

Circuit Court once again obtained jurisdiction. The Maryland

Rule 4-271, commonly referred to as the "Hicks" rule, states

that a criminal case must be tried within one hundred and eighty

(180) days of either the defendant's arraignment or an entry of

appearance by the defendant's attorney. It is important to note

that this rule only applies to the original trial and is not

applicable to any subsequent trial under remand from an

<H P^ Sot, Ch^^c s M . *//## eet
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appellate court. Donalds v. State, 49 Md. App. 102 (1981).

Therefore, the only method in which to view the speedy trial

issue is by way of constitutional speedy trial analysis. To do

that each of the four factors must be analyzed.

As stated previously the first factor is the length of the

delay. In order to determine the length of the delay the

starting date must be determined, for it is only when the length

of the delay is of constitutional dimension that the remainder

of the factors need be analyzed.

As stated in Britton v. State, 10 Md. App. 70, 267 A.2d 747

(1970), the delay that is produced by the defendant's effort to

have the case reversed is not relevant to the analysis in

determining speedy trial. Therefore, the starting date in

determining the length of delay would be the day the Court of

Appeals issues its mandate remanding the case to the trial

court. See Coleman v. State, 49 Md. App. 210 (1981).

Therefore, the court only need be concerned with the period of

time from September 6, 1989 to the present trial date of

February 25, 1991. In reviewing the numerous cases the State

concedes that the length of delay in this case is of

constitutional dimension thereby necessitating a review of the

remaining three factors. It should be noted that this delay is

only a starting point in determining whether the defendant was

denied of his right to a speedy trial. The reason for the delay

and the defendant's assertion of his right are relevant to the

determination of the substantiality of the delay. State v.

Lawless, 276 Md. 96 (1975).
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The second factor to be analyzed is the reason for the

delay. This is an important factor for it determines who is

responsible for the delay. An analysis of this is set forth in

Barker v. Wingo, Supra. The Supreme Court in Barker states:

different weights should be assigned to
different reasons. A deliberate attempt to
delay the trial in order to hamper the
defense should be weighed heavily against
the government. A more neutral reason such
as negligence or overcrowded courts should
be weighed less heavily but never the less
should be considered since the ultimate
responsibility for such circumstances must
rest with the government rather than with
the defendant. Finally a valid reason, such
as a missing witness, should serve to
justify appropriate delay.

Barker, p. 2192.

Certainly actions by the defendant such as requesting a

change of venue or asking for a postponement can not be

attributable to the State.

The third factor to consider is the defendant's assertion

of his right to a speedy trial. The defense memorandum refers

to this factor as the "demand waiver factor." While the failure

to assert the right to have a speedy trial does not constitute a

waiver of the right, the failure is entitled to "strong

evidentiary weight making it difficult for a defendant to prove

that he was denied a speedy trial." Barker v. Winqo, Supra. In

addition, there is an inference of no prejudice when a defendant

fails to assert his right. Erbe v. State, 276 Md. 541 (1976).

Likewise, if a defendant waives his right to a speedy trial,

then certainly no delay as a result of that waiver should be

attributed to the State.
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Finally, the last factor to be considered is the prejudice

to the defendant that resulted from the delay. The court in

Barker identifies three interests of the defendant in looking at

prejudice:

(i) to prevent oppressive pretrial
incarceration, (ii) to minimize anxiety and
concern of the accused; and (iii) to limit
the possibility that the defense will be
impaired.

Barker, at 2193.

The Court goes on to say that prejudice to the case is the

most important factor in determining whether there is actual

prejudice.



II. Chronology

In the case at bar, the Circuit Court for Somerset County

received the file on September 6, 1989. Therefore, this is the

point at which the speedy trial clock begins to run. On October

20, 1989, Judge Simpkins in a letter to Assistant State's

Attorney, Mike Pulver, and copied to Richard Karceski, explained

the Courts scheduling problems with this case. (See Exhibit

I). At that time he also informed both parties that he would be

forced to retire on June 6th of 1990.

In a letter dated November 14, 1989, (Attached as Exhibit

II) to Judge Simpkins, Mr. Karceski refers to a recent telephone

conversation with the Judge and goes on to agree to a trial date

of June of 1990. Attached to that letter is a waiver by the

Defendant of his right to a speedy trial specifically agreeing

to the June trial date.

In light of the above, the Defendant cannot complain about

the time delay between November 14, 1989 to the trial date of

June 11, 1990. This is a time period of 209 days which the

Defendant has waived explicitly by his written waiver.

In addition, it seems implicit in the Defendant's waiver

and letter, that he knew full well the case could not be tried

between September 6, 1989 when the mandate came back, and

November 14, 1989 when he waived his speedy trial rights. His

waiver therefore, implicitly dates back to the original date

that the mandate was received in Somerset County and was a

waiver of any right to demand a speedy trial during that entire

time period. This is an additional time period of 69 days for
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which the Defendant cannot complain.

On June 4, 1990, one day before pre-trial motions were

scheduled in Somerset County, the State learned that a piece of

evidence in it's possession was the Murder weapon. On June 5,

1990, during the pre-trial motions hearing, the State informed

the defense of these facts and the sum and substance of the

opinion of the State's expert. The Defendant moved to suppress

this testimony and this was denied by the Honorable Robert D.

Horsey sitting in the Circuit Court for the purpose of the

motions hearing.

Judge Horsey denied the Defendant's request to suppress the

evidence and the Defendant then requested a postponement of the

June 11th, trial date. The reason for the postponement request

was to obtain witnesses or expert testimony concerning the new

evidence despite the State's willingness to stipulate to the

sought after testimony (See transcript, page 76-77).

Recently, I have been informed by defense counsel, that he

has no experts on this issue and does not intend to pursue any

witnesses concerning the strap.

A new trial date was to be set and counsel agreed on a date

of October 15, 1990. During much of the summer Somerset County

was without a Judge. During the State's conversations with the

Court Personnel, the State was led to believe that the October

15th trial date was firm. On September 20, 1990, Judge Long

informed the parties that the October trial date was not

possible. (See Exhibit III). He also informed the parties that

he would prefer if the case were moved back to Baltimore County.
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In a letter dated September 18, 1990, (See Exhibit IV), Mr.

Karceski agreed to the removal and his client subsequently

signed a consent to this. By consenting to the removal to

Baltimore County, the Defendant was once again waived his right

to a speedy trial knowing that the case could not be tried

immediately.

Not until January 3, 1991, did the Defendant assert his

right to a speedy trial. (See Exhibit V).

Ill. Analysis

Based upon the above chronology, the Defendant moves for

dismissal of the Indictment. It is agreed that the speedy trial

clock does not begin until September 6, 1989 when the mandate

was received in Somerset County. It is also agreed that on

August 23, 1989 the Defendant was released from incarceration

and returned to pretrial status. Finally, it must be agreed

that the State has never requested a postponement of this case

and has always stood ready, willing and able to proceed to trial. '

A. Length of delay

When analyzing the length of the delay it is agreed that it

is of constitutional dimension. The analysis within this

section, however does not stop there but continues on to a

balancing test. This balancing process looks at the reason for

the delays and the Defendant's assertion of his right in

deciding what is the real length of delay attributed to the

State.

0
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Certainly, when balancing these two factors into the

equation, the length of the delay is greatly reduced. The

Defendant not only did not assert his right to a speedy trial

for a long period of time, he affirmatively waived that right

from September 6, 1989 to June 11, 1990 some 278 days.

The reason for this delay was not only due to scheduling

problems with the Court but also because the Defendant did not

want Judge Simpkins presiding over the retrial. This is clearly

gleaned from the Defendant's waiver filed in November of 1989.

That is why a date was chosen after June 5th, after the

retirement of Judge Simpkins and why the Defendant waived his

speedy trial rights. When balancing these factors it is

apparent that the delay we are now talking about is one

significantly less that the 537 days the Defendant alleges.

The remaining days alleged are also attributed greatly to

the Defendant and not to the State. It was the Defendant who

requested a postponement of the June 11th trial date. It was

the Defendant who consented and agreed to have the case moved

back to Baltimore County. The Defendant cannot possibly make

these requests and not expect a delay of his trial.

When analyzing the entire time period and the chronology

above, the length of the delay attributed to the State is not

nearly as long as the Defendant avers.
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B. Reason for the Delay

As already outlined above, the reason for a great deal of

the delay was due to the Defendant not wanting Judge Simpkins to

preside, and the Defendant agreed to this part of the delay.

The next part of the delay surrounds the postponement of

the June 11, 1990 trial date. The Defendant alleges that this

delay is the fault of the State despite the fact that the

Defendant asked for the postponement. The Defendant alleges

that the reason they requested a postponement was due to the

State's providing discovery at a late date.

The disclosure of the newly discovered evidence came within

hours of the State having discovered it. This disclosure was in

no way a deliberate attempt to delay the trial. At page 82 of

the motions transcript, Mr. Karceski even admits to the Court

that the recent disclosure is of no fault of the State.

Therefore, how can it now be alleged that the reason for the

delay is the fault of the State. In hindsight, the Defendant

asked for the postponement to obtain witnesses and is now opting

not to call any of these witnesses.

Finally, the reason for the delay between October of 1990

and February of 1991 is due to the complexities of moving the

case back to Baltimore County to which the Defendant agree.

Knowing full well there would be a delay.
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C. Assertion of the Right

The Defendant did not assert his right to a speedy trial

until September 18, 1990 in a letter written by Mr. Karceski.

While the Defendant alleges in his brief that he demanded a

speedy trial at the June 5, 1990 hearing, the State is unable to

locate such a request in the transcript. It should also be

noted that at the same time the Defendant was demanding a speedy

trial in his September 18th letter, he was also consenting a

removal to Baltimore County which he knew would necessitate a

delay.

1
D. Prejudice - / y/y ^u'w

The Defendant has not alleged any prejudice in the trial of

his case. While if the Court finds that the delay attributed to

the State is of constitutional dimension that prejudice is

presumed, the State believes it can prove that there is no

actual prejudice to the case. The Defendant alleges economic

and domestic hardships, but these are not factors to be weighed

heavily in the Defendant's favor. The fact that the Defendant

has not been incarcerated in an important consideration on the

State's side. There is no allegation that any of the

Defendant's witnesses are missing, and in fact the State has

found all of it's original witnesses.

Finally, should any of the Defendant's witnesses be

missing, there are procedures by which their transcribed

testimony can be introduced thus preserving the Defendant's

ability to present his case.
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In conclusion, the fact remains that the Defendant during

this entire process has been actively involved in the selection

of trial dates. He actively sought a date far in advance for

reasons that he believed were to his advantage. The Defendant

has not, until recently sought a speedy trial and even during

that request continued to consent to trial dates in the future.

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

Baltimore County

SCOTT D. SHEELENBERGE^
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

5
MARK H. TILKIN '
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

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

Answer to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Indictment was mailed on

this 2 7 day of February, 1991 to: Richard Karceski, 305 W.

Chesapeake Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

SCCJ2"T D. SHELÎ BERGER /
Assistant S ta te ' s Attorney
for Baltimore County

SDS:MHT/mas
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Case No: 86 CR 164!

* * * * *

ORDER FOR APPEAL

Now comes Stanley M. Kosmas, Defendant, by Richard M.

Karceski, his attorney, and requests that this notice serve as an

Order For Appeal in the above-captioned case. The Defendant notes

this appeal as an indigent.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
WHITE & KARCESKI
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325

IEREBY CERTIFY .hat on this . _ day of March, 1991, a copy

of the aforegoing Order For Appeal was mailed to the State's

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

Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 and to the Office of the

Public Defender, 500 Virginia Avenue, Towscjn, Maryland 21204.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI

FILED
91 MAR-8 AH B- 22



^TRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE OUNTY

DATE; 3/8/91 Received from the Criminal Department

FOR ALL APPEALS WHERE DEFENDANT IS OR MAY BE INDIGENT

FULL NAME OF APPELLANT Stanley M. Kosmas

INDICTMENT NUMBER(S) 86 CR 1 6 4 8

OFFENSE CONVICTED OF M u r d e r 2 n d

SENTENCE IMPOSED 20 yrs

PLEA: PCX) NOT GUILTY ( ) GUILTY

TRIAL DATES (S) H/26/90, 2/22 ,25 ,26 ,27 ,28 ,/91 3/1,4 , 5 , ,6 ,/91

DATE SENTENCED 3/6/91

DATE APPEAL FILED 3/8/91

Honorable J. Norris Byrnes
FULL NAME OF JUDGE

Tony Greaver, Bud Felkoski, Susan Felkoski &
FULL NAME OF COURT REPORTER(S) T.inHa T.indsey

FULL NAME OF TRIAL COUNSELPeter G. Angelos, Gary J. Ignatowski, Russel J. White

Richard M. Karceski
PRIVATELY RETAINED OR ( ) ASSIGNED PUBLIC DEFENDER

WAS APPELLANT TRIED JOINTLY WITH ANY CO-DEFENDANT WHO WAS ALSO CONVICTED:

(xfcxNO ( ) YES

CO-DEFENDANT'S NAMR(S)

DATE CO-DEFENDANT'S SENTENCED

PRESENT LOCATION OF APPELLANT ( ) INCARCERATED

( ) ON BAIL: DATE SET AMOUNT BOND

APPELLANT PRESENT ADDRESS:

D.O.B. 8/13/33

Office Of The Public Defenda
MAIL TO* 1 Appellate Divis ion

201 Saint Paul Place
Balt inore, W) 21208
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STATE OF MARYLAND

WILLIAM DONALD SCHAEFER
GOVERNOR

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER
APPELLATE DIVISION

201 SAINT PAUL PLACE
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202

STEPHEN E. HARRIS
PUBLIC DEFENDER

333-4830

RONALD A. KARASIC
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER

333-4832

DENNIS M. HENDERSON
CHIEF ATTORNEY

APPELLATE DIVISION
333-4861

March 12, 1991

Mr. Tony Greaver, Bud Felkoski, Susan Felkoski & Linda Lindsey
Court Reporters
Baltimore County Circuit Court
Courthouse
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Md. 21204

Dear Court Reporter:

Please prepare the transcript of the trial and disposition for the case indicated below and
bill our office accordingly. This includes all arguments and statements of counsel as well as
instructions to the jury and all evidentiary pretrial hearings. We require an original of your bill
and ask that you show there on each trial date covered. Please also include your social security
number.

Please deliver the original of the transcript to the Clerk's office, one copy to the Attorney
General's Office and one copy to this office.

Should you have any questions or need an extension of time, please contact me.

Sincerely,

Dennis M. Henderson
Chief Attorney
333-4837

RE: Stanley M. Kosmas
INDICTMENT NO. (S): 86CR1648
JUDGE: Byrnes
TRIAL DATE (S): Greaver/Felkoski/S. Felkoski/Lindsey 2/25,26,27,28/91, 3/1,4,5,6/91
APPEAL FILED: 3/8/91
RECORD DUE TO BE TRANSMITTED: 5/7/91

cc: Appeals Clerk \ / V
(Dear Clerk: Please include this letter in the record on appeal in accordance with Rule 8-
4H(c).) , : r

91HARI

BA .

LtU

-



STANLEY KOSMAS

APPELLANT

V.

STATE OF MARYLAND

APPELLEE

* * * *

NOTICE OF

*

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT i2OURT FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

IND. NO.

86CR1648

* * * *

APPEARANCE FOR APPEAL

<

Please enter my appearance as counsel for appeal

only in the above captioned case.

Dennis M. Henderson
Chief Attorney
Appellate Division
Public Defender's Office
201 St. Paul Place
Baltimore, MD 21202
333-4861

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing was

mailed this 20th day of March, 1991, to the Attorney

General's Office, 200 St. Paul Street, 17th Floor,

Baltimore, MD 21202.

/£U &cok*
Dennis M. Henderson

FILED
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Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

6

. 21401-1699

(301) 974-3646

WASHINGTON AREA (301) 261-2920

May 3, 1991

Susan L, Rosenblum
Chief Deputy

Dennis M. Henderson, Esquire
201 Saint Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re : Stanley Kosmas v. State of Maryland
Circuit Court for Baltimore County
Ind. No. 86-1648

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Your Pet i t ion for Extension of Time to Transmit the Record
in the above-captioned case has been:

XXX GRANTED (SEE ATTACHED ORDER)

GRANTED but modif ied as f o l l ows :

DENIED

Very truly yours,

Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

LDG:ah

cc: Attorney General

e 5
O O

MR. CLERK: Please place attached original Petition and Order in
Record at time of transmittal.

TTY FOR DEAF:
BALTO -ANNAPOLIS AREA (301) 974-3646
WASHINGTON AREA (301) 565-0450
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STATE OF MARYLAND

- f ^ S - ^ 91 APR 30 PJ1 I*

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENqEJ. QRADET, C UZMD A. KARASIC
APPELLATE DIVISION «PUT̂ BUCDEFENDER

201 SAINT PAUL PLACE
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 D E N N I C S H " A " O R N D E ^ R S O N

APPELLATE DIVISION
W ILL IAM DONALD SCHAEFER 3334881

aOVERNOR

April 29, 1991

Leslie Gradet, Clerk
Court of Special Appeals
361 Rowe Boulevard
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Stanley Kosmas
IND. NO. 86-1648
Circuit Court for
Baltimore County

Dear Ms. Gradet:

Supplementing the Petition for Extension of Time to Transmit the Record enclosed please
find correspondence received from Susan Felkoski, court reporter, as to the reasons for the
delay and time needed for completing the transcript.

Very truly yours,

H-
Dennis M. Henderson
Chief Attorney
Appellate Division
333-4837

DMH/ms

enclosure
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9)99) Room M-08

401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

April 30, 1991

Dennis M. Henderson, Esquire
Office of the Public Defender
Appellate Division
201 Saint Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Dear Mr. Henderson:

I am writing to request a sixty-day (60) extension
of time in order to complete the appeal transcript in
the matter of State vs. Stanley M. Kosmas, 86-CR-1648.

My request is necessitated due to a backlog of
criminal appeal transcripts.

Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

"Susan B. Felkoski
Official Court Reporter
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STANLEY KOSMAS

APPELLANT

V.

STATE OF MARYLAND

APPELLEE

*

*

- n GRAOEtCtERR
IN THE

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND
CIRCUIT COURT FOR
BALTIMORE COUNTY
CRIMINAL DIVISION
IND. NO. 86-1648

PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO TRANSMIT RECORD

STANLEY KOSMAS, Appellant, by Dennis M. Henderson, Assistant Public Defender,

in accordance with Maryland Rule 8-412, petitions for an extension of time to transmit the

record in the above captioned appeal for the following reasons:

1. Appellant was convicted of second degree murder and sentenced on March 6, 1991,

to 20 years by Judge Byrnes, in the Circuit Court for Baltimore County, and is presently

incarcerated.

2. An appeal to this Court from the above conviction and sentence was timely noted

on March 8, 1991.

3. Appellant was accepted for representation on appeal by the Office of the Public

Defender on March 20, 1991.

4. Court reporter Anthony Greaver, Susn Felkoski and Linda Lindsey were notified to

prepare the transcript on March 12, 1991.

5. The time for transmitting the record expires on May 7, 1991.

6. Additional time is required by the court reporter to file the transcripts of testimony,

and by the Clerk's office to prepare and transmit the record on appeal.



*

WHEREFORE, Petitioner requests an extension of time to permit the court reporter to

deliver the transcript of testimony to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County on

or before July 6, 1991, and the Clerk of said Court to transmit the record to this Court within

eight days thereafter. ~ ,

Dennis M. Henderson
Assistant Public Defender
201 St. Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
(301) 333-4861

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 30th day of April, 1991, mailed a copy of the

aforegoing petition to the Office of the Attorney General, 200 St. Paul Place, Baltimore,

Maryland 21202.

cc: Stanley Kosmas
#213-469 M.C.T.C.
18800 Roxbury Road
Hagerstown, MD 21746

Dennis M. Henderson



STANLEY KOSMAS

APPELLANT

V.

STATE OF MARYLAND

APPELLEE

*
*

IN THE

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND

CIRCUIT COURT FOR
BALTIMORE COUNTY
CRIMINAL DIVISION
IND. NO. 86-1648

ORDER

Upon the foregoing petition, it is by the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland this

/St day of ^-ff/tUA- , 1991,

ORDERED that the court stenographer shall deliver the transcript of testimony in the

above case to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County on or before the 6th day of

July, 1991;

And it is further ORDERED that the Clerk of said Court transmit the record on appeal

to this Court within eight days thereafter.
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY KOSMAS * CASE NO.: 86 CR 164 8

* * * *

STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO MODIFY SENTENCE

Now comes the State of Maryland, by and through Sandra A.

O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County and Scott D.

Shellenberger and Mark H. Tilkin, Assistant State's Attorneys

for Baltimore County and in Answer to Defendant's Motion to

Modify Sentence, says the following:

1. That on March 6, 1991, the Defendant was convicted of

the Second Degree Murder of his wife and was sentenced to twenty

years incarceration.

2. That in this case, the evidence showed a history of

violence perpetrated by the Defendant upon the victim and a long

standing desire to see her dead.

3. That the Defendant carried out his desires by

strangling his wife with a strap and leaving her body in a car

in a sexually explicit position.

4. That the sentence imposed by the Court in this case

already took into account the Defendant's background and

standing in the community.

5. That the sentence imposed was within the Maryland

Sentencing Guidelines.
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6. That the withdraw of the pending appeal or the promise

to not file future post convictions is not a proper

consideration in reducing the Defendant's sentence.

7. That in light of the facts and circumstance of the

case, the sentence imposed was fair and reasonable.

WHEREFORE, having fully answered the Defendant's Motion to

Modify Sentence the State prays that it be dismissed without a

hearing.

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

SCOTT D. SHELLENBERGER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

MARK H. TILKIN
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Maryland Rule 4-345
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's

Answer to Defendant's Motion to Modify Sentence was mailed on

this day of , 1991, to: Richard

Karceski, White & Karceski, 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204.

SCOTT D. SHELLENBERGER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

SDS/mas
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMOR

Case No: 86 CR 1648

MOTION TO MODIFY SENTENCE

Stanley M. Kosmas, by undersigned counsel, pursuant to

Maryland Rule 4-331(b) requests that this Court reduce the prison

sentence previously imposed for the following reasons:

1. On March 6, 1991, Mr. Kosmas was convicted by a jury of

murder in the second degree. At his election, he was sentenced

without benefit of a pre-sentence report to a term of 20 years

imprisonment.

2. The Defendant has noted a timely appeal of his conviction

and sentence to the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland.

3. Mr. Kosmas has been twice tried and convicted of second

degree murder. The incident occurred in December of 1985. He is

now in the process of litigating his second appeal. Mr. Kosmas

favors an end to the litigation process. He will dismiss his

current appeal and waive any right to post conviction and habeas

corpus relief both state and federal should the Court agree to

reduce his sentence to 15 years.

MAY 2 1 1991

HON. J. NORRiS BYRNES

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
WHITE & KARCESKI
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325



-

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of May, 1991, a copy

of the aforegoing Motion To Modify Sentence was mailed to the

State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County, County Courts

Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

RICHARD ESKI

2

if
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Case No: 86 CR 1648

REQUEST FOR HEARING

Stanley M. Kosmas, by undersigned counsel, respectfully

requests a hearing on his Motion To Modify Sentence previously

filed herein.

RICHARD TCT KARCESKI
WHITE & KARCESKI
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for the Defendant

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this I1 day of May, 1991, a copy

of the aforegoing Request For Hearing was mailed to the State's

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

Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI

f 30
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LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE

SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

(301) 583-1325

FAX (301) 296-3443

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
THOMAS P. BERNIER
L MICHAEL SCHAECH

May 1 7 , 1991

ELLICOTT CITY (301) 750-7080
FAX (301) 750-7098

Clerk, Circuit Court for
Baltimore County

County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 1648

Dear Mr. Clerk:

Enclosed please find a Motion To Modify Sentence and Request
For Hearing which I would appreciate you filing in the above-
referenced matter.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Very

(
Rich

RMK/amk
Enclosures
cc: State's Attorney's Office for

Baltimore County

yours

Karceski

?V
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Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

(Eourt af
Courts of
(AmrapoltS, ffib. 21401-1699

(301) 974-3646

WASHINGTON AREA (301) 261-2920

Susan L. Rosenblum
Chief Deputy

July 15, 1991

•

Dennis Mo Henderson, Esquire
201 Saint Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

° e : Stanley Kosmas v. Sta te of Maryland
Circu i t Court for Baltimore County
INT). NO. 86^648

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Your Petition for Extension of Time to Transmit the Record
in the above-captioned case has been:

XX GRANTED (SEE ATTACHED ORDER)

GRANTED but modified as follows:

o
r-

CD m

I i
CD

m

33

2 o
UiG :p:::dp

m

DENIED

c c : Attorney General

Very truly yours,

Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

MRO CLERK: Please place attached original Petition and Order in
Record at time of transmittal.

TTY FOR DEAF:
BALTO.-ANNAPOLIS AREA (301) 974-3646
WASHINGTON AREA (301) 565-0450
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L.D. GRADED CLERK
STANLEY KOSMAS

APPELLANT

V.

STATE OF MARYLAND

APPELLEE

•

*

*

*
*

IN THE '-'•"

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND

CIRCUIT COURT FOR
BALTIMORE COUNTY
CRIMINAL DIVISION
IND. NO. 86-1648

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO TRANSMIT THE RECORD

STANLEY KOSMAS, by Dennis M. Henderson, Assistant Public Defender, moves that

further extension of time to transmit the record in the above case be granted for the following

reasons:

1. By Order dated May 1, 1991, this Court extended the time to transmit the record to

July 14, 1991, for reasons stated in petition dated April 30, 1991. The facts stated in said

petition are incorporated in this motion.

2. Additional time is needed by the court reporter to file the transcript, and by the

Circuit Court Clerk's Office, after receipt of said transcript, to prepare the record.

WHEREFORE, pursuant to Maryland Rule 8-412, an extension of time is requested to

permit the court reporter to deliver the transcript to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore

County on or before September 4, 1991, and the Clerk of said court to transmit the record on

appeal within eight days thereafter.

Dennis M. Henderson
Assistant Public Defender
201 St. Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
301-333-4837



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 9th day of July, 1991, mailed a copy of the

aforegoing motion to the Office of the Attorney General, 200 St. Paul Street, Baltimore,
•

Maryland 21202.

Dennis M. Henderson

cc: Stanley Kosmas
#213-469 M.C.T.C.
18800 Roxbury Road
Hagerstown, MD 21746

*
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STATE OF MARYLAND

91 M. 10 PH ktSTEjHENE. HARRIS
PUBLIC DEFENDCR

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER ; L j £ T C | FRON^D A. KARASIC
APPELLATE DIVISION --ua^rP^CDEFENDEH

201 SAINT PAUL PLACE
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 D E N N ' C S H . E ' F 1 A " I R ^ R S O N

APPELLATE DIVISION

WILLIAM DONALD SCHAEFER 33MS61
aovBwoii

July 9, 1991

Leslie D. Gradet
Court of Special Appeals
361 Rowe Boulevard
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Stanley Kosmas
IND. NO.: 86-1648
Circuit Court for
Baltimore County

Dear Ms. Gradet:

Supplementing the Motion for Extension of Time to transmit the record enclosed please
find correspondence received from Linda Lindsey, court reporter, as to the reasons for the delay
and time needed for completing the record.

Very truly yours,

Dennis M. Henderson
Chief Attorney
Appellate Division
333-4837

DMH/ms
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July 2, 1991

Office of the Public Defender
Appellate Division
201 St. Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
Attention: Dennis M. Henderson, Esquire

RE: State v Stanley M. Kosmas

Indictment No. (s): 86-CR-1648

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Due to a very heavy workload, I am
filing this extension letter requesting 60 days in
the above referenced case.

Sincerely yours

Linda Lindsey
401 Bosley Avenue
Room M-0 8
Towson, Maryland 21204
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STANLEY KOSMAS

APPELLANT

V.

STATE OF MARYLAND

APPELLEE

*

*

*

*
*

IN THE

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND

CIRCUIT COURT FOR
BALTIMORE COUNTY
CRIMINAL DIVISION
IND. NO. 86-1648

ORDER

Upon the foregoing motion, it is by the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland this

/^L, day of AUy ,1991,

ORDERED that the court stenographer shall deliver tne transcript of testimony in the

above case to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County on or before the 4th day of

September, 1991; and it is further,

ORDERED that the Clerk of said Court transmit the record on appeal to this Court

within eight days thereafter.
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Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

(Emtrf of j?»pmal
Courts of JVppeal |
(ArautpoltS, ffib, 21401-1699

(301) 974-3646
WASHINGTON AREA (301) 261-2920

September 9, 1991

Susan L„ Rosenblum
Chief Deputy

Dennis Mo Henderson, Esquire
201 Saint Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re: Stanley Kosmas v. State of Maryland
Circuit Court for Baltimore County
IND. NO. 86^1648

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Your Petition for Extension of Time to Transmit the Record
the above-captioned case has been:

r—

xx
0£? - m

: o o_

GRANTED (SEE ATTACHED ORDER)

GRANTED but modified as follows:

DENIED

Very truly yours,

Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

LDG: dp

cc: Attorney General

MR. CLERK: Please place attached original Petition and Order in
Record at time of transmittal.

TTY FOR DEAF:
BALTO.-ANNAPOLIS AREA (301) 974-3646
WASHINGTON AREA (301) 565-0450



STANLEY KOSMAS

APPELLANT

V.

STATE OF MARYLAND
APPELLEE

91 SEP-6 PH2M1

* IN THE COUR-T-OF' -U

* COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

* OF MARYLAND

* CIRCUIT COURT FOR
* BALTIMORE COUNTY

CRIMINAL DIVISION
* IND. NO. 86-1648

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO TRANSMIT THE RECORD

Stanley Kosmas, by Dennis M. Henderson, Assistant Public Defender, moves that

further extension of time to transmit the record in the above case be granted for the following

reasons:

1. By Order dated July 12, 1991, this Court extended the time to transmit the record

to September 12, 1991, for reasons stated in petition dated July 9, 1991. The facts stated in

said petition are incorporated in this motion.

2. Additional time is needed by the Court Reporter to file the transcript, and by the

Clerk's Office, after receipt of said transcript , to prepare the record.

WHEREFORE, Pursuant to Maryland Rule 8-412, an extension of time is requested to

permit the court reporter to deliver the transcript to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore

County on or before November 11, 1991, and the Clerk of said Court to transmit the record

on appeal within eight days thereafter.

lo f[\~ /
Dennis M. Henderson
Assistant Public Defender
201 St. Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
301-333-4837
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 6th day of September, mailed a copy of the

aforegoing motion to the Office of the Attorney General, 200 St. Paul Street, Baltimore,

Maryland 21202.

cc: Stanley Kosmas
#213469 M.C.T.C.
18800 Roxbury Road
Hagerstown, MD 21746

Dennis M. Henderson
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L.O.

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER
APPELLATE DIVISION

201 SAINT PAUL PLACE
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202

yiirtUL If ;LERK

WILLIAM DONALD SCHAEFER
GOVERNOR

8TEPHEN E. HARRIS
PUBLIC DEFENDER

ALFRED J. O'FERRALL. Ill
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER

333-4832

DENNIS M. HENDERSON
CHIEF ATTORNEY

APPELLATE DIVISION
333-4861

Leslie D. Gradet
Court of Special Appeals
361 Rowe Boulevard
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Dear Ms. Gradet:

September 5, 1991

RE: Stanley Kosmas
IND. NO.: 96-1648
CIRCUIT COURT FOR
Baltimore County

Supplementing the Motion for Extension of time to trasmit the record enclosed please
find correspondence received from Susan Felkoski, court reporter, as to the reasons for the
delay and time needed for completing the record.

Very truly yours,

DMH/ms

very truly yc

Dennis M. Henderson
Chief Attorney
Appellate Division
333-4837
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Room M-08
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

September 4, 1991

Dennis M. Henderson, Esquire
Office of the Public Defender
Appellate Division _. .
201 Saint Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Dear Mr. Henderson:

I am writing to request a sixty-day extension of
time in order to complete the appeal transcript in
the matter of State vs. Stanley M. Kosmas, 86-CR-1648.

My request is necessitated due to a backlog of
criminal appeal transcripts.

Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

Susan Felkoski
Official Court Reporter
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STANLEY KOSMAS

APPELLANT

V.

STATE OF MARYLAND
APPELLEE

* IN THE

* COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

* OF MARYLAND

* CIRCUIT COURT FOR
* BALTIMORE COUNTY

CRIMINAL DIVISION
* IND. NO. 86-1648

ORDER

Upon the foregoing motion, it is by the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland this

G ***> day of September, 1991,

ORDERED that the court stenographer shall deliver the transcript of testimony in the

above case the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore on or before the 1 lth day of November,

1991;

And it is further ORDERED that the Clerk of said Court transmit the record on appeal

to this Court within eight days thereafter.
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Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

. 21401-1699

(301) 974-3646

WASHINGTON AREA (301) 261-2920

Susan L, Rosenblum
Chief Deputy

November 21,1991

Dennis M. Henderson, Esquire
201 Saint Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re: Stanley M. Kosmas v. State of Maryland
Circuit Court for Baltimore County
IND. NO. 8 6CR164 8

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Your Petition for Extension of Time to Transmit the Record
in the above-captioned case has been:

XX GRANTED (SEE ATTACHED ORDER)

GRANTED but modified as follows:

co

DENIED

r •

rn

- 1

• •

i

"<°LE

• -

:

1 • i

o
an
r ri
o

cc : Attorney General

Very t r u l y yours ,

L e s l i e D. Gradet
Clerk

MR. CLERK: Please place attached original Petition and Order in
Record at time of transmittal.

TTY FOR DEAF:
BALTO.-ANNAPOLIS AREA (301) 974-3646
WASHINGTON AREA (301) 565-0450



STANLEY M. KOSMAS * IN THE

APPELLANT * COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

V. * OF MARYLAND

STATE OF MARYLAND * CIRCUIT COURT FOR
* BALTIMORE COUNTY

APPELLEE CRIMINAL DIVISION
* DSfD. NO. 86-CR-1648

* * * * * * * * *

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO TRANSMIT THE RECORD

STANLEY KOSMAS, by Dennis M. Henderson, Assistant Public Defender, moves that

further extension of time to transmit the record in the above case be granted for the following

reasons:

1. By Order dated September 6, 1991, this Court extended the time to transmit the

record to November 19, 1991, for reasons stated in petition dated September 6, 1991. The

facts stated in said petition are incorporated in this motion.

2. Additional time is needed by the court reporter to file the transcript, and by the

Circuit Court Clerk's Office, after receipt of said transcript, to prepare the record.

WHEREFORE, pursuant to Maryland Rule 8-412, an extension of time is requested to

permit the court reporter to deliver the transcript to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore

County on or before November 21, 1991, and the Clerk of said court to transmit the record on

appeal within eight days thereafter.

Dennis M. Henderson
Assistant Public Defender
201 St. Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
301-333-4837

7</C
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 19th day of November, 1991, mailed a copy of

the aforegoing motion to the Office of the Attorney General, 200 St. Paul Street, Baltimore,

Maryland 21202.

Dennis M. Henderson

cc: Stanley Kosmas
#213-469 M.C.T.C.
18800 Roxbury Road
Hagerstown, MD 21746
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R£CEWEO_ M - ,

STATE OF MARYLAND I 0

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER
APPELLATE DIVISION

201 SAINT PAUL PLACE
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202

STEPHEN E. HARRIS
PUBLIC DEFENDER

333-4830

RONALD A. KARASIC
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER

333-4832

DENNIS M. HENDERSON
CHIEF ATTORNEY

APPELLATE DIVISION

WILLIAM DONALD SCHAEFER
GOVERNOR

November 19, 1991

Leslie D. Gradet
Court of Special Appeals
361 Rowe Boulevard
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Stanley M. Kosmas
IND. NO.: 86-CR-1648
Circuit Court for
Baltimore County

Dear Ms. Gradet:

Supplementing the Motion for Extension of Time to transmit the record enclosed please
find correspondence received from Linda Lindsey, court reporter, as to the reasons for the delay
and time needed for completing the record.

Very truly yours,

Dennis M. Henderson
Chief Attorney
Appellate Division
333-4837

DMH/ms

f/f
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1
November 18, 1991

Office of the Public Defender
Appellate Division
201 St. Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
Attention: Dennis M. Henderson, Esquire

RE: State v Stanley M. Kosmas

Indictment No. (s): 86-CR-1648

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Due to a very heavy workload, I am
filing this extension letter requesting 10 days in
the above referenced case.

Sincerely yours,

Linda Lindsey
401 Bosley Avenue
Room H-0 8
Towson, Maryland 21204

fyf
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STANLEY M. KOSMAS

APPELLANT

V.

STATE OF MARYLAND

APPELLEE

*

*

*

*
*

IN THE

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND

CIRCUIT COURT FOR
BALTIMORE COUNTY
CRIMINAL DIVISION
IND. NO. 86CR1648

ORDER

Upon the foregoing motion, it is by the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland this

Q \ ^ day of f\J O V t ^ W , 1991,

ORDERED that the court stenographer shall deliver the transcript of testimony in the

above case to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County on or before the 21st day

of November, 1991; and it is further,

ORDERED that the Clerk of said Court transmit the record on appeal to this Court

within eight days thereafter.
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LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI
*•

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
THOMAS P. BERNIER
L MICHAEL SCHAECH

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

(410)583-1325
FAX (410) 296-3443

November 21, 1991

The Honorable Judge J. Norris Byrnes
Circuit Court for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 1648

Dear Judge Byrnes:

Enclosed please find a proposed Order To Correct Sentence for
your consideration regarding the above-captioned matter.

Respe

Richa . Karceski

RMK/amk
Enclosure
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

ORDER TO CORRECT SENTENCE

Defendant's Motion To Correct Sentence having been read and

considered, it is thereupon this /'V^V day of

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Case No: 86 CR 1648

* * *

. 1991, by the Circuit Court for Baltimore

County,

ORDERED, that the commitment record of the above-named

Defendant be corrected to read: "Twenty (20) years Division of

Correction dating from March 6, 1991 with credit for 935 days

previously served.

f/faORRIS BYRNES/ Judge



LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE

SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

(301) 583-1325

FAX (301) 296-3443

RUSSELL J. WHITE ELLICOTT CITY (301) 750-7080
RICHARD M. KARCESKI F A X ( 3 0 1 ) 7 5 0 . 7 0 9 8

THOMAS P. BERNIER
L MICHAEL SCHAECH

November 11, 1991

The Honorable Judge J. Norris Byrnes
Circuit Court for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 1648

Dear Judge Byrnes:

Enclosed is a Motion To Correct Sentence the original of which
I have filed with the Clerk of Court. I believe that my client is
correct in his calculations. If so, he should be given an
additional credit for 48 days served in his case.

Kindly have your law clerk contact me to advise what the Court
will do in this matter.

Respectfully,

Richard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
Enclosure
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' LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE

SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

~

(301) 583-1325

FAX (301) 296-3443

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
THOMAS P. BERNIER
L MICHAEL SCHAECH

ELLICOTT CITY (301) 750-7080
FAX (301) 750-7098

November 11, 1991

Clerk, Circuit Court for
Baltimore County

County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 1648

Dear Mr. Clerk:

Enclosed please find a Motion To Correct Sentence which I
would appreciate you filing in the above-captioned matter.

Thank you for your cooperatio

Very truly/yours,

Richard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
Enclosure
cc: State's Attorney's Office for

Baltimore County

Mr. Stanley M. Kosmas

EILi
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v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Case No: 86 CR 1648

* * * * *

MOTION TO CORRECT SENTENCE

Stanley M. Kosmas, by undersigned counsel, respectfully

requests that this Honorable Court change the sentence of the

above-named Defendant for reason that he has erroneously not been

given credit for a total of 48 days previously served at either the

Baltimore County Detention Center or the Division of Correction.

The Defendant, for his reasons, states:

1. That his initial period of incarceration was February 9,

1987 through and including August 26, 1989 at which time he was

released by the Circuit Court for Somerset County on bond pending

the re-trial of his case.

2. When convicted by this Court, the credit for time served

was calculated by the Clerk at 887 days. Mr. Kosmas contends the

correct calculation is 930 days and therefore, he is owed 43 days

for that period of time served.

3. That when first arrested for the charges which were the

subject of his most recent trial, the Defendant was incarcerated at

the Baltimore County Detention Center from March 28 through and

including April 1, 1986. Defendant contends that he has not been

given credit for that period of time. The total period of

incarceration prior to his most recent sentencing is 935 not 887

ft



~

days.

WHEREFORE, the Defendant requests that this Honorable Court

correct the record of commitment in his case to reflect the correct

period of credit for time served in hiifcaste.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
WHITE & KARCESKI
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583/-1325

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this fs-h day of November, 1991, a

copy of the aforegoing Motion To Correct Sentence was mailed to the

State's Attorney's Office for Baltimore County, County Courts

Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204.

RICHARD M"T KARCESKI



COURT CLERK'S WORK SHEET

TRIAL DATE L.tzil-ll-i.±}

STATE'S ATTORNEY

COURT REPORTER

CASE #

CHARGE

DEFENDANTS ATTORNEY

TRIAL PLEA
COURT JURY

MOTIONS:

GUILTY NOT

1. END of STATE'S CASE defs, Motton tor Judgment of

"OVERRULEDGRANTED

2. END of ENTIRE CASE defs. Motion For Judgment of ACQlUITTAL

GRANTED

VERDICT: GUILTY ON COUNTS

OVERRULED

NOT GUILTY ON COUNTS

SENTENCE TERM OF SUSPENDED PROB. FINE & COSTS

Department
of

Correction

Batto. Co.
Detention

Center

REMARKS

u

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

:imore County

Conntv Courts Bldg. 401 Koslev Ave. Tnwsnti. MD
/ ip Cock

21204
Telephone

887-3413

State of Maryland

vs.

Case No(s). 86CR1648

Stanley Michail Kosmas
D O B

08/13/33

n / aTracking No.

Date Sentence Imposed March ft, 1991

TO:

213469 mctc at h

Commissioner of Correction

COMMITMENT RECORD

Warden/Sheriff of Jail/Detention Center
YOU ARE DIRECTED to receive the above named Defendant who has been sentenced and is hereby committed

to your custody by JUDGE I J- Norr is Byrnes 1 The Defendant has been found guilty as to:

Case/Count/
Offense No.

Sentence

Count One
Charge

Murder 2nd Degree
Art. Sec.

Fwenty Years Concurrent with Consecutive to Case/Count/Offense No.

Case/Count/
Offense No

Charge Art Sec.

Sentence
Concurrent with Conseculive to Case/Count/Offense No

Case / Count /
Offense No

Charge Art Sec.

Sentence
Concurrent with Consecutive to Case/Count/Offense No.

SPLIT
SENTENCE

All but is/are suspended and the Defendant is placed on probation for a period

commencing upon release of Defendant from incarceration, either by means ofof
mandatory release or parole, whichever occurs first. A copy of the Order for Probation is attached.

The total time to be served is and shall (complete either A or B):

A. begin on August 14,1988 including 935 days credit for time served before sentencing (Art. 27. §638C)

and is to run concurrently with the sentence imposed in Case No.

unserved sentence.

n / a and any other outstanding or

B. run consecutively to the sentence imposed in Case No.

unserved sentence and Defendant is to be given

and to any other outstanding or

days credit for time served before sentencing.

ADDITIONAL SKNTKNCING INFORMATION:

lliUUL

•• r - \ n <

n
Commitment is for execution of previously suspended sentence after Defendant was found in violation of probation.

t - r Sentencing modification. This commitment supersedes commitment issued on: March 7 r 1991 at 8 :20 am

ATTACHMENTS HERETO INCLUDE: EH Additional Sentence(s); ED Order for Probation; EH Conditions of Parole
I I Order for Reimbursement of Public Defender; EH Other: I Cop ie s of C o r r e s p o n d a n c e

TRULY taken from the record of this Court.
WITNESS my Hand and the Seal of said Court this date:

] Appeal Bond set at $

December 11, 1991 at 4:00 pm per jib

Form No 4 1501a Disinbuinui White fusiinliitii • C,nui\ Court Me • Pink



STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE

COURT OF SPECIAL

APPEALS OF

MARYLAND

Circuit Court for Baltimore
County Case No: 86 CR 1648

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE

MR. CLERK:

Please enter the appearance of Richard M. Karceski as attorney

for Stanley M. Kosmas.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
WHITE & KARCESKI
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325K day of December, 1991, a

copy of the aforegoing Entry Of Appearance was mailed to the Office

of the Attorney General, 200 St. Paul Place, Baltimore, Maryland

21202.

CHARD M. KARCESKI



Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

(Emnrt of $yttvxi
(Emtria ai (Appeal ^u

21401-1699

(301) 974-3646

WASHINGTON AREA (301) 261-2920

Susan L, Rosenblum
Chief Deputy

December 5, 1991

Dennis M, Henderson, Esquire
201 Saint Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

Re: Stanley Kosmas v. State of Marylanct~N
Circuit Court for Baltimore County
IND. No. 86-1648

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Your Petition for Extension of Time to Transmit the Record
in the above-captioned case has been:

£2

:
O

XX GRANTED (SEE ATTACHED ORDER)

GRANTED but modified as follows

• i

.
I . I

J

o
c:
; i
- i

CD

( r
y

: •

2}

DENIED

LDG: dp

c c : Attorney General

Very t r u l y you r s ,

L e s l i e D. Gradet
Clerk

MR. CLERK: Please place attached original Petition and Order in
Record at time of transmittal.

TTY FOR DEAF:
BALTO.-ANNAPOLIS AREA (301) 974-3646
WASHINGTON AREA (301) 565-0450
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STANLEY KOSMAS * IN THE

APPELLANT * COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

V. * OF MARYLAND

STATE OF MARYLAND * CIRCUIT COURT FOR
* BALTIMORE COUNTY

APPELLEE CRIMINAL DIVISION
* IND. NO. 86-CR-1648

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO TRANSMIT THE RECORD

STANLEY KOSMAS, by Dennis M. Henderson, Assistant Public Defender, moves that

further extension of time to transmit the record in the above case be granted for the following

reasons:

1. By Order dated November 21, 1991, this Court extended the time to transmit the

record to November 29, 1991, for reasons stated in petition dated November 19, 1991. The

facts stated in said petition are incorporated in this motion.

2. Additional time is needed by the court reporter to file the transcript, and by the

Circuit Court Clerk's Office, after receipt of said transcript, to prepare the record.

WHEREFORE, pursuant to Maryland Rule 8-412, an extension of time is requested to

permit the court reporter to deliver the transcript to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore

County on or before December 11, 1991, and the Clerk of said court to transmit the record on

appeal within eight days thereafter.

Dennis M. Henderson J~2
Assistant Publ ic Defender ' «.,j
201 St. Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
301-333-4837

1

''. • • • ' '
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 27th day of November, 1991, mailed a copy of

the aforegoing motion to the Office of the Attorney General, 200 St. Paul Street, Baltimore,

Maryland 21202.

_ u^ /VC
Dennis M. Henderson

cc: Stanley Kosmas
#213-469 M.C.T.C.
18800 Roxbury Road
Hagerstown, MD 21746



~ -

STATE OF MARYLAND

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER
APPELLATE DIVISION

201 SAINT PAUL PLACE
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202

WILLIAM DONALD SCHAEFER
GOVERNOR

STEPHEN E. HARRIS
PUBLIC DEFENDER

333 <r»

RONALD A. KARASIC
DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER

333 4831
DENNIS M. HENDERSON

CHIEF ATTORNEY
APPELLATE DIVISION

• 1

November 27, 1991

Leslie D. Gradet
Court of Special Appeals
361 Rowe Boulevard
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

RE: Stanley Kosmas
IND. NO.: 86-1648
Circuit Court for
Baltimore County

Dear Ms. Gradet:

Supplementing the Motion for Extension of Time to transmit the record enclosed please
find correspondence received from Linda Lindsey, court reporter, as to the reasons for the delay
and time needed for completing the record.

Very truly yours,

Dennis M. Henderson
Chief Attorney
Appellate Division
333-4837

DMH/ms
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November 26, 1991

Office of the Public Defender
Appellate Division
201 St. Paul Place
Baltimore, Maryland 21202
Attention: Dennis M. Henderson, Esquire

RE: State v Stanley H. Kosmas

Indictment No. (s): 86-CR-1648

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Due to a heavy workload and my
vacation, I am filing this extension letter
requesting 20 days in the above referenced case

Sincerely yours,

401 Bosley Avenue
Room M-0 8
Towson, Maryland 21204



STANLEY KOSMAS

APPELLANT

V.

STATE OF MARYLAND

APPELLEE

*

*

*

*
*

IN THE

COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND

CIRCUIT COURT FOR
BALTIMORE COUNTY
CRIMINAL DIVISION
IND. NO. 86-1648

ORDER

Upon the foregoing motion, it is by the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland this

ORDERED that the court stenographer shall deliver the transcript of testimony in the

above case to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for Baltimore County on or before the 1 lth day

of December, 1991; and it is further,

ORDERED that the Clerk of said Court transmit the record on appeal to this Court

within eight days thereafter.



({Jxrart xrf imperial
of Ml

Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

2I4OI-I698

(301)974-3646 (DIRECT LINE)
(301) 261-292O (WASHINGTON AREAI

TTY FOR DEAF
(301)974-2609 (DIRECT LINE)

(3O1) 565-O45O (WASHINGTON AREA)

December 23, 1991

i

Susan L. Rosenblum
Chief Deputy-

Richard M. Karceski, Esquire
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Stanley Kosmas v. State of Maryland
Circuit Court for Baltimore County

• IND. No. 861648

I i

Dear Mr. Karceski:

Your Petition for extension of time to transmit the
record in the above-captioned case has been:

V VA A

i "
:

i

GRANTED ( SEE ATTACHED ORDER

GRANTED but modified as follows:

DENIED

LDG: dp

CC: Office of the Attorney General

Very truly yours,

Leslie D. Gradet
Clerk

Mr. Clerk: Please place attached original petition and Order in
record at time of transmittal.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

COURT OF

APPEALS

MARYLAND

SPECIAL

OF

•

,, I

I '• \

- • )
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•

Circuit Court for Baltimore
County Case No: 86 CR 1648

MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR
TRANSMISSION OF RECORD

Now comes the Appellant, Stanley M. Kosmas, by undersigned

counsel, and hereby moves this Honorable Court to extend time for

transmission of record and for cause states:

1. That on March 6, 1991, the Appellant was sentenced to

twenty (20) years incarceration by the Circuit Court for Baltimore

County.

2. That on March 7, 1991, the Appellant noted his appeal to

this Court.

3. That the transcript(s) of the proceedings of this case

were ordered in a timely fashion.

4. That the record is due in this Court on December 19, 1991.

5. That on December 18, 1991, counsel for the Appellant

received a letter from Linda Lindsey, Court Reporter, indicating

that she needs an additional thirty (30) days for preparation of

the transcript due to a computer failure. (See Exhibit #1).

WHEREFORE, the Appellant respectfully requests this Court to

pass an Order extending the time for transmission of the record for



^

thirty (30) days from December 19, 1991.

RiCHARD M. KARCESKI
WHITE & KARCESKI
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _ Z 2 _ _ day of December, 1991, a

copy of the aforegoing Motion To Extend Time For Transmission Of

Record was mailed to the Office of the Attorney General, 200 St.

Paul Place, Baltimore, Maryland 21202.

_ n
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
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"

December 18, 1991

Richard Karceski, Esquire
Suite 1110
Hampton Plaza
300 E. Joppa Road,
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: State v Stanley Kosmas
Indictment No. 86-CR-1648

Dear Mr. Karceski,

Due to the breakdown of my harddrive on my computer I am
filing this extension letter requesting 30 days in the above
referenced case.

" Sincerely yours,

Linda Lindsey
401 Bosley Avenue
Room M-08
Towson, Maryland 21204

"

EXHIBIT #1



~ LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

~

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

(410)583-1325
FAX (410) 296-3443

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
THOMAS P. BERNIER
L MICHAEL SCHAECH

December 18, 1991

HAND DELIVERED

Clerk, Court of Special Appeals of
Maryland

Courts of Appeal Building
Rowe Boulevard and Taylor Avenue
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Circuit Court for Baltimore County Case No:

Dear Mr. Clerk:

f"

;.;".;

86 CR 1648

Enclosed please find a Motion To Extend Time For Transmission
Of Record and proposed Order thereon which I would appreciate you
filing in the above-referenced matter.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Vepy truly yours,

Richard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
Enclosures
cc: Office of the Attorney General
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

IN THE

COURT OF SPECIAL

APPEALS OF

MARYLAND

Circuit Court for Baltimore
County Case No: 86 CR 1648

ORDER TO EXTEND TIME FOR
TRANSMISSION OF RECORD

Upon consideration of Appellant's Motion, it is this

day of (WMJswfalU-^ 1991, by the Court of Special Appeals of

Maryland,

ORDERED that the deadline of December 19, 1991 for

transmitting the record to the Court of Special Appeals from the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County be extended for preparation of

the Circuit Court transcript by the court reporters until the 18th

day of January, 1992.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 86 CR 1648

* * * * *

SUBPOENA PUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: David Butanis, Clerk
District Court of Maryland

for Baltimore County
111 Allegheny Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

The witness is to bring with him the complete court file for

the case of the State of Maryland v. Christine Mattson, Case No:

009954C0 (1985).

y * • •

. • ' LA
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Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1991.

Signature

Title
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*-..

*

*

*

*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 86 CR 1648

* *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Christine Mattson
28 Allegheny Avenue
Suite 2400
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.
:



I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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STATE

V.

OF

STANLEY M

STATE OF

MARYLAND

. KOSMAS

MARYLAND,

*

*

*

*

*

* * *

SUBPOENA

BALTIMORE COUNTY

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 86 CR 1648

* *

•

TO: Ms. Christine Mattson
28 Allegheny Avenue
Suite 2400
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

£14.-ED FEB2131



I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Defendant

* * * *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No. 86 CR 1648

* * * *

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

1. I, CARLOS CHERRY, am at least 18 years of age,
competent to testify, and not a party to this action.

2. On ///"y/y/ , I personally served
DETECTIVE KAREN 'FORD'GENTRY by delivering a Subpoena into the
hands of Detective Gus Johnson, of the Baltimore County
Police Department, 400 Kenilworth Drive, Towson, Maryland
21204, who was authorized to accept the Subpoena on Detective
Gentry's behalf.

I SOLEMNLY AFFIRM under the penalties of perjury that the
contents of the foregoing affidavit are true to the best of
my knowledge, information and belief.

CARLOS CHERRY
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CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

SUZANNE MENSH, CLERK
COUNTY COURTS BUILDING

401 BOSLEY AVENUE
P.O. BOX 6754

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21285-6754

STATE OF MARYLAND C a s e M,.mhor 86 CR 1648

( ) Civil (x ) Criminal

Vs.

STANI FY M. KOSMAS

SUBPOENA
STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY TO WIT:

TO: (Name, Address, County)
Detective Karen Ford Gentry
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO: (X) Personally appear; ( ) Produce documents and or objects only
( ) Personally appear and produce documents or objects;

a t C i r c u i t C o u r t f o r B a l t i m o r e C o u n t y , 401 B o s l e y A v e n u e , T o w s o n . M d . 2 1 2 0 4
(Place where attendance is required)

Monday th*» 2 5 t h nay nt F e b r u a r y IQ 91 , at g - n n

YOU ARE COMMANDED TO produce the following documents or objects:

Subpoena requested by ( ) Plaintiff; (X ) Defendant; and any questions should be referred to:

R i c h a r d M . K a r c e s k i , 305 W . C h e s a p e a k e A v e n u e , S u i t e 1 0 0 , T o w s o r ^ g t j ^ M D 21204

(Name of Party or Attorney, Address and Phone Number)

NOTICE:
(1) YOU ARE LIABLE TO BODY ATTACHMENT AND FINE FOR FAILURE TO OBEY THIS SUBPOENA.
(2) This subpoena shall remain in effect until you are granted leave to depart by the Court or by an officer acting on behalf

of the Court.
(3) If this subpoena is for attendance at a deposition and the party served is an organization, notice is hereby given that

the organization must designate a person to testify pursuant to Rule 2-412(d).

SHERIFFS RETURN
( )—Served and copy delivered on date indicated below.
( )—Unserved, by reason of

Date: Fee: $
SHERIFF

Original and one copy needed for each witness
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*
*
*
*
*
*

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 86 CR 1648

* *

i

P

SUBPOENA PUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Custodian of Medical Records
Greater Baltimore Medical Center
6701 North Charles Street
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

The witness is to bring with them the complete medical

records, to include doctor's notes, x-rays, nurse's notes,

treatment prescribed, etc. for emergency room treatment on May 20,

1985 at 8:40 a.m. and all follow-up care for one Marialane A.
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Kosmas, 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21237, SSN: 220-42-

9560, DOB: 6/6/45, History No. 65 85 94 C3.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1991.

Signature

Title

EILED



RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS
THOMAS P. BERNIER

LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

February 8, 1991

REPLY TO:
• TOWSON /(301) 583-1325
D ELLICOTT CITY/(301) 750-7080

Clerk, Circuit Court for
Baltimore County

County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 1648

Dear Mr. Clerk:

Enclosed please find a Subpoena Duces Tecum which I would
appreciate you filing in the above-referenced matter.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Very/truly yours,

M. Karceski

RMK/amk
Enclosure



LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS
THOMAS P. BERNIER

REPLY TO:
D TOWSON / (301) 583-1325
D ELLICOTT CITY/ (301) 750-7080

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

February 8, 1991

Clerk, Circuit Court for
Baltimore County

County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 1648

Dear Mr. Clerk:

Enclosed please find a Subpoena Duces Tecum which I would
appreciate you filing in the above-referenced matter.

Thank you for your cooperatio

ry truly yours,

Richard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
Enclosure
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Case No: 86 CR 1648

* * * * *

SUBPOENA PUCES TECUM

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Det. W. Wamsley, Jr.
Baltimore County Police Department
400 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

The witness is to bring with him all files and informant

information pertaining to Edward Christian Mattison, Jr. or Edward

Christian Mattson, Jr. regarding Mattson's alleged involvement with

controlled substances including but not limbed €:\ a report filed

.
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over your signature dated January 20, 1984 (VND Contact 200C-1521)

as well as all informant information regarding confidential

informant RI #27-0002.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1991.

Signature

Title

COST $ O .00

SUMMONE

S ERIFF
OF BALTiMORE COUNTY
NORMAN M. PEPERSACK
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WYUE U KITCHEY. JR.

• M M

SHIRLEY A. ERNSTBERGER

• M M

WILLIAM E. ALLEN

•MM

JAMES W. FORRESTER
AuCVOw

mtm

ntVTNa KROIX

• M M

JOSEPH G.SDISD.

•MM

RICHARD a ARNOLD, JR.
C**fJ*~mk Oqxmrnnu

•MM

BARBARA H. RAINE
Encwfw Srcmvy

•MM

OFFICES OF THE CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

County Courts Building
401 Boslcy Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk of Court

(301) 887-2601

February 12, 1991

CU>«U J. BUTTA

•MIM

RICHARD X NOPTENBERGER

W7-MI4

rATRJCIA L FISHER
ClmjCnmmltOfmmm

•MM

EDNA GOLOMBOWSKI

MARIE t. SMITH

B7-3090

DtENESUMMSBS

K7-MC0

JOAN MATHER

M7-2694

TO: HONORABLE ROBERT E. CAHILL, SR.

RE: 86CR-1648 STATE V, STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

TRIAL DATE: MONDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1991, EST. TIME-10 DAYS

THE ABOVE CASE IS BEING SPECIALLY ASSIGNED TO YOU,

THE PURPOSE OF THIS MEMO IS TO INFORM ALL DEPART-
MENTS THAT ANY FUTURE FILINGS SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO YOUR
ATTENTION.

THANK YOU,

JOYCB G, GRIMM
DIRECTOR, CENTRAL ASSIGNMENT

CC: CRIMINAL DESK
JOAN MATHER, CRIMINAL ASSIGNMENT
RICHARD KARCESKI, ESQUIRE
SCOTT SHELLENBERGER, ESQUIRE

TTY for Deaf
Bahiroorc Area 383-7553 • DC Metro 565-O4S1
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

SUBPOENA

*

*

*

*

*

*

DUCES

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE

Case Not

* *

TECUM

COUNTY

86 CR 1648

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Edward Mattson
302 E. Joppa Road
Apt. 810
Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before tjfe

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Covtfts Buildifcg, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. «n

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day tintil

completed, to testify ofrbehalf of the Defendant in the above-

captiorted matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski/ attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 3 05 W. Chesapeake/ivenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with <*gntempt of court and being tak»n int*# custody under a w

or body attachment.

The witness is to bring wi^h him all records of payment

by Stanley M. Kosmas to him for investigations done ovfer the ti;rfe

period January, 1985 through and including December -31, 1985

relating to the matter of Maria Kosmas.

.A:> C ' ~ : > '" ' • : "•



The witness shall also bring with him all records of payment

made by Irene Thanos and/or Alex Thanos for investigations done

over the time period January, 1985 through and inpluding

31, 1985 relating to the matter of Maria Kosmas.

Date

I HEREBY ̂ ERTJJ1/ thaj:
oena. to fo{ n

Clerk

delivered the original of this
on this ' ** day of

., 1991.

Signature

Title

2



WITNESS

CIFi r COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTS

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

T0: DOUGLAS READ
HOWARD CO. POLICE DEFT
3410 COURT HOUSE DRIVE
ELLICOTT CITY, ND 21043

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR

RECEIVED

12 FEB B\ 10 0 3

Case No. 86CR1648

-C

v
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland,

0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR THE STATE.

before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
FEBRUARY 25i 1991 AT

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 1 , 1.991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED: ^Jl.

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANW MENSH
/Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

ESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

1

SHERIFF

f
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STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. * FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY KOSMAS * CASE NO. 86-CR-1648

* * * * *

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

Now comes the State of Maryland, by and through Sandra A.

O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County, and Scott D.

Shellenberger, and Mark H. Tilkin, Assistant Sta/te's Attorneys

for Baltimore County, and in Answer to Defendant's Motion for

Discovery and Inspection, says: \

1. Additional witnesses that the State intends

prove its case in chief or to rebut alibi testimony

follows:

Joan Murley DiMartino
Crime Lab
Baltimore County Police Department

Michael Pulver
c/o Sandbower, Gabler and 0'Shaughnessy
22 East Fayette Street
5th & 6th Floors
Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1706

Robert Phillips
7020 Sollers Point Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

Detective Edward Naylor
Homicide Squad
Baltimore County Police Department

Detective T. Murnane
Precinct 8
Baltimore County Police Department

Joe Garrissi
c/o Howard County Sheriff's Department

IPff • I
Is t ' - J
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rf--
SANDRA A. O'CONNOR
State's Attorney for
Baltimore County

Sfe'OTT D. SHELLENBE^GER
Assistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County

$ rg /
MARK H. TILKIN
Assistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that a copy of the aforegoing State's
Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and Inspection was
mailed this /'§ day of February, 1991, to Richard
Karceski, Esquire, 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite 100, Towson,
Maryland 212 04.

SCOTT D. ,SHELLENBEj«lER
'Assistant State's Attorney

for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

SDS:MHT:dmf



V
STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

SUBPOENA

*

*

*

*

*

*

DUCES

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE

Case No:--.*

* *

TECUM

COUNTY

86 CR 1648

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Custodian of Records A*
c/o Congresswoman Helen Delich Bent^Ley >
200 E. Joppa Road d fctrTtll P+tf>rS*»JJr
She 11 Bui 1 ding y^,-, ?»//* ' fl>*-*y-' -

Towson, Maryland 21204 J/*. Ar$**qwm™t

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

The witness is to bring with them all payroll records

concerning Michael S. Kosmas, SSN: 217-60-3364, including, but not

limited t:o date of hire, salary, records of earnings, and

.••'



T? D i . ICT COURT AND OCD/DCA WORK,

/^Witnesses to be Summoned

Additional. Witnesses

Change of Address

\s Nine Day Waiver

S t a t e v .

s .o.c .#

o, U. cc#
DCA/OCD#

T r i a l Da te : \ T r i a l D a t e :

D a t e of O f f e n s e / C h a r g e s :

ADDRESSES PHONE

SdCLfV

A r P

h :

w:

C- > <̂f >O h :

w:

h :

f /9 ^ w:

. /g f4»«s«*J C

si star/f State's/Attorney
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C
T COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNVi

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSHAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: C IV JOAN A DIMARKING

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. EA72095
CITATION NO.

CLAB

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEAR J before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 25* 1 9 9 1 AT
09:1.5 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THEXsfiHH. • • • • •

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 15.. 1991

F'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANIS^E MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

TNESS INFORMATION AND

Deputy

iNESS IN
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE- $



WITNC

C. T COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTS

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: PO CHARLES E NAYLOR
1542
HOM ^ * - » ^

Case No. BACR1A48

C.C. NO. EA72095
CITATION NO.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPE1JK« before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, UN FEBRUARY 25» 1 9 9 1 AT
09 :15 A.M. TO TESTIFY FOR THPCsSHH. * * * * *

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 1 5 . 1 9 9 1

SHERIFF'S RETURN

HATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE:



C, T COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNT\

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL. KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: po THOMAS F MURNANE
1206
CIDI ^«rrsj^

Case No. 86CR1648

C.C. NO. E472095
CITATION NQ.

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEIJK41 before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 , 1991 AT
09:.1.5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR T H E X H S B H . * * > • * |

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 151 1993

SHERIFF 'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

Per

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

Deputy

SHERIFF-



Cl,. T COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State Of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS Case No. 86CR1648

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: MICHAEL PULVER
SANBBOWER, GABLER & O'SHAUGHN.
22 E. FAYETTE ST, FLOORS S^WfrSS^
BALTIMORE, MD 21202- IIQ^C^^C ̂ v _ _

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEARJ before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEEiRUARY 2 5 . 1991 A"
0 9 : 1 5 A . M . TO TESTIFY FOR TH^NSffiSBE: * ( • * • • * \

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 15 , 1991

RIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE:

REASON:

SUZANINft MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Deputy

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

SHERIFF FEE



WITNEi

Cli.. f COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

State of Maryland vs. STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

State of Maryland, Baltimore County to wit:

TO: JOE GARRISSI
C/O HOWARD CO'SHERIFF'S DEPT
3410 COURTHOUSE DRIVE >^o?rS>w
ELLICOTT CITY, MD 210 A3jC^ig * & L

Case No. 86CR1448

You are hereby SUMMONED TO APPEOT<a§!J before the Judges of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland, ON FEBRUARY 2 5 . 1991 AT

TO TESTIFY FOR THENWSHE.J*-****

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

Issued: FEBRUARY 15 . 1991

SHERIFF'S RETURN

DATE SERVED:

DATE SERVICE NOT MADE.:

REASON:

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk, Circuit Court for Baltimore County

Per

WITNESS INFORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE
STATE'S ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
887-6650

Deputy

SHERIFF-
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STATE OF

V.

STANLEY

MARYLAND

M. KOSMAS

*

, , , — - , . — — " •

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 86 CR 1648

*

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Officer W. T. Crawford
Baltimore County Police Department
I.D. 2745
308 Washington Avenue

Towson, Maryland 21204

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

'f SHERIFF OF BALI . -
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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STATE OF MARYLAND

VS.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* * *

* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

* CASE NO.: 86 CR 1648

* * \ *

STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO MODIFY SENTENCE

Now comes the State of Maryland, by and

O'Connor, State's Attorney for Baltimore County and Scott D.

Shellenberger and Mark H. Tilkin, Assistant State's Attorneys

for Baltimore County and in Answer to Defendant's Motion to

Modify Sentence, says the following:

1. That on March 6, 1991, the Defendant was convicted of

the Second Degree Murder of his wife and was sentenced to twenty

years incarceration.

2. That in this case, the evidence showed a history of

violence perpetrated by the Defendant upon the victim and a long

standing desire to see her dead.

3. That the Defendant carried out his desires by

strangling his wife with a strap and leaving her body in a car

in a sexually explicit position.

4. That the sentence imposed by the Court in this case

already took into account the Defendant's background and

standing in the community.

5. That the sentence imposed was within the Maryland

Sentencing Guidelines.
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6. That the withdraw of the pending appeal or the promise

to not file future post convictions is not a proper

consideration in reducing the Defendant's sentence.

7. That in light of the facts and circumstance of the

case, the sentence imposed was fair and reasonable.

WHEREFORE, having fully answered the Defendant's Motion to

Modify Sentence the State prays that it be dismissed without a

hearing.

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

y
SCOTT D. SHELLENBERGER
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

MARK H. TILKIN
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Maryland Rule 4-345
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing State's

Answer to Defendant's Motion to Modify Sentence was mailed on

this J? • • v day of /i-U-u, , 1991, to: Richard

Karceski, White & Karceski, 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204.

SCOTT D. SHELLENBERG^R
Assistant State's Attorney
for Baltimore County

SDS/mas



TO CRIMINAL DEPARTMENT

Date - Jan 17' 1992

STATE OF MARYLAND

VS

Stanley Michael Kosmas

CASE NO. 86 CR 1648

Original papers sent to the Court
Special Appeals of Maryland.

Please make entry on computer to read as noted above. We do not
need docket entries. Thank you.

Appeals Desk
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LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

(410) 583-1325

FAX (410) 296-3443

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
THOMAS P. BERNIER
L MICHAEL SCHAECH

January 20, 1992

Circuit Court for Baltimore County
Att: Ms. Fritter
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Ms. Fritter:

Enclosed please find this firm's check in the amount of $15.00
to cover the cost of postage in connection with our client, Mr.
Stanley Kosmas7 case.

Should you have any questions concerning this matter, please
feel free to call me at any time.

Very truly yours
CRIM ff

POST
CKCHECK TL

861648
15.00
15.00

L. MICHAEL SCHAECH
§94866 C003 R02 T15:26

01/24/92

LMS/gmb
Enc.

\ • " . • ' • ' ' ; • ' l i . . • ' . ; • • " • ; *

ffl: tr':.:-.iUT'V£lli^AiU'" .. ;:•-••;.;,•:::;;:;;: :::.:i:;':':^-W':v::-:;';;::-:';:'i --•''•:'•:•}• i";;:;:.-;::;";';;'-,;;^^-^;::.̂ ;'::; •"=w^"j?S:-^-::"">::;;; •;::ih::^--"-!.rr=^-i:r---;"=""[-- ^iyi-v-v1^'1:':/-'.:--5:-'-". r i! [••'":-.:;i-::;;;";"J-:u;!
•



In The Circuit Court fox
Baltimoxe County

Dodtrt
EHK, JR.

Cue No 86 CR 1648

STATE OF MARYLAND
ORIGINAL RECORD AND PROCEEDINGS

SENT TO THE COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND MAILED CERTIFIED.
STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

I Horobj CtrUfy, TUt I ton this <t*j rKtfcre4 under cottf from tb« O«r\ oC fct ClrcuH

Court tor BiHimore County, proctss a tbove.

IN TESTIMONY WHEHBOF, t berelo subscribe my name and am* the
Court of Special Appeals of Md

ot the Court for County—

Ctty, oa the 4»J «*

bundrtd iod

Cert.



Court of Special Appeals

No. 1723, September Term, 1991

Stanley Michael Kosmas
vs.

State of Maryland

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL IN COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS
August 3, 1992: Per Curiam filed.
Judgment affirmed; appellant to pay
the costs.

September 2, 1992: Mandate issued.

RECORD RETURNED TO CLERK OF CIRCUIT COURT FOR:
BALTIMORE COUNTY
TOWSON, MD 21285-6754 DATE: 9/02/92

BY: HAND DELIVERED

REMARKS:



MANDATE
Court of Special Appeals

No. 1723, September Term, 1991

Stanley Michael Kosmas
vs.

State of Maryland

JUDGMENT: August 3, 19 92: Per Curiam filed.
Judgment affirmed; appellant to pay
the costs.

September 2, 1992: Mandate issued.

STATEMENT OF COSTS:

In Circuit Court: for BALTIMORE COUNTY
861648

Stenographer Costs 4045.00
* Total * 4045.00 *

In Court of Special Appeals:

Filing Record on Appeal 50.00
Printing Brief for Appellant 147.60
Portion of Record Extract—Appellant.... 75.60

* Total * 273.20 *
Printing Brief for Appellee 144.00

* Total * 144.00 *

STATE OF MARYLAND, Set:

I do hereby certify that the foregoing is truly taken from the records and proceedings of the said Court of Special Appeals. In testimony
whereof, I have hereunto set my hand as Clerk and affixed the seal of the Court of Spe/Sal Appeals^ f / ^ F j ^ 1 " day
of September A.D. 79 92 \J/ y , J]

of the Court of Special Appeals

COSTS SHOWN ON THIS MANDATE ARE TO BE SETTLED BETWEEN COUNSEL AND NOT THROUGH THIS OFFICE.



UNREPORTED

IN THE COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS

OF MARYLAND

NO. 1723

September Term, 1991

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

v.

STATE OF MARYLAND

Alpert,
Bloom,
Bell,

JJ.

PER CURIAM

Filed: August 3, 1992
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In this case we are asked to decide whether (1) the state

violated a defendant's right to a speedy trial, (2) the trial

court erroneously instructed the jury in matters that were not

supported by the evidence presented in the case, (3) the trial

court erred in denying the defendant's motion to suppress certain

physical evidence, and (4) other evidentiary errors deprived the

defendant of a fair trial.

FACTS

Marialane Kosmas (Maria) was murdered by ligature

strangulation in December 1985. Two or three days after her

death, Maria's frozen body was discovered in the back seat of her

car, less than a mile from her home. The strap used to strangle

Maria was with her body. Maria's shirt was pushed up and her

pants were pulled down, exposing her back and her buttocks.

Grass clippings stuck to the soles of her bare feet, and the

autopsy revealed that she had eaten noodles one to three hours

before she died.

Stanley Kosmas, the defendant, was charged with, and twice

convicted of, murdering his wife, Maria. The Court of Appeals

reversed Stanley's initial second degree murder conviction, and

remanded the case for retrial. See Kosmas v. State. 316 Md. 587

(1989). Stanley's second trial was scheduled in Somerset County1

before Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, the judge who presided over the

original trial. Stanley asked that Judge Simpkins not rehear the

1 The trials were set in Somerset County because of a 1986
defense counsel request for a change in venue.
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2

case, and in May, 1990, Judge Simpkins postponed the trial date

until June 11, 1990, by which time he would have retired and

another judge would hear the case.

On June 5, 1990, the court conducted a motions hearing,

Judge Robert D. Horsey presiding. The court denied Stanley's

motions to suppress evidence in the form of grass clippings taken

from the Kosmases' house, and the strap found with Maria's body.

The court also denied Stanley's motion to dismiss based on his

argument that the state had violated his right to a speedy trial,

and it denied his motion to exclude testimony of the state's

expert witness.

Because the state had decided to introduce in its case

against him evidence concerning the strap purportedly used as the

murder weapon, Stanley asked for a continuance to prepare his

defense against this evidence. The court granted the motion.

The case was transferred to the Circuit Court for Baltimore

County on October 19, 1991. Both parties consented to the

transfer.

Stanley's jury trial began on February 25, 1991, Byrnes, J.,

presiding. Stanley again questioned the admissibility of the

grass clippings and the strap, and also raised the speedy trial

issue, but the judge denied the motion to suppress and reserved

ruling on the speedy trial issue. The judge later denied

Stanley's motion to dismiss.

Michael Kosmas, older son of Maria and Stanley, was

seventeen years old when his mother was murdered. He testified
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that his father physically abused his mother, and she wanted to

divorce him. He told of specific instances in which Stanley

threatened Maria, including an occasion when he threatened her

life if she should leave him. Michael also testified that

Stanley told him that he had hired someone to kill Maria, and in

case he could not make the pay-off, Michael was to take a key to

a safe deposit box with $10,000 in it, and use the money to pay

his mother's killer. In August, 1985, Michael and his mother

reported Stanley's threats to the police.

Michael testified that on December 17, 1985, between 1:30

and 2:00 a.m., he and two friends arrived at the Kosmas house and

found Stanley awake. Michael told his father that Helen

Prodomou, one of the friends, intended to sleep on the basement

couch. Initially Stanley refused to allow her to do this, but

eventually acquiesced, telling the teenagers that he would tidy

the basement before Helen went down for the night. Michael later

went to the basement, which had not been straightened, and

encountered Stanley coming out of the laundry room. Michael also

identified the strap found with his mother's body as a strap that

had been in the family's basement junk room. He also indicated

that the family's lawn mower was stored in the laundry room.

Ed Mattson was a retired policeman who later became a

private investigator. Mattson testified that Stanley hired him

to discover whether Maria was having an affair.2 Mattson also

2 Mattson found Maria in a motel room with a man other than
her husband on February 4, 1985.
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testified that Stanley asked him to make Maria "disappear," and

told Mattson that he would pay $10,000 to "have her not come

back" from a trip to Florida. Stanley gave Mattson a photograph

of Maria, and told him to make the murder look like a sex crime.

Mattson was the person who discovered Maria's body. Maria's

family retained Mattson to look for Maria after she disappeared

in December. They chose Mattson because he was familiar with

Maria's habits. Mattson left the Kosmas house on the morning of

December 20, and began looking for Maria within a six block

radius of the house. He found her and returned to the house

within five minutes. Mattson also testified that after Maria's

body had been discovered, but before Stanley was arrested for her

murder, Mattson volunteered to the police to wear a body wire

during conversations with Stanley.

Edna Carrick was Stanley's and Maria's co-worker at a

restaurant that the Kosmases co-owned. Carrick gave Maria a ride

home from the restaurant, dropping her off at approximately 12:45

a.m. on December 17, 1985. Maria was wearing a coat and tennis

shoes. Maria told Carrick that she would be doing laundry after

she got home.

Doctor John Smialek, forensic pathologist with the office of

the Chief Medical Examiner, gave testimony concerning Maria's

body, the cause and manner of her death, and the likelihood that

the strap found with her body was the murder weapon.

Laura Clary was among the defense witnesses. Clary lived in

a building adjacent to the parking lot in which Maria's car was
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found. She testified that on Sunday, December 15, she saw two

men and a woman near Maria's car. The next day, she noticed

Maria's car parked in the same place.

Stanley's defense attorney read a transcript of Francis

Crawford's testimony. Crawford saw a man get out of a black car

and inspect Maria's car. He was not certain that Mattson was the

man, but testified that the man looked like Mattson.

Gregory Kosmas, Stanley and Maria's younger son, testified

on his father's behalf. He was twelve years old when his mother

was murdered. He testified that he had never seen a strap in the

junk room, and that although he had seen them argue, there was no

physical violence between his parents.

Two days after Maria's body was discovered, police executed

a search and seizure warrant at the Kosmases' house. They found

grass clippings in the laundry room. They also found Maria's

purse in the kitchen, and the shoes and coat she was wearing when

Carrick dropped her off were in a closet.

On March 6, 1991, the jury convicted Stanley of second

degree murder, and the court sentenced him to twenty years'

incarceration. Stanley now appeals, asking this court the

following:

I. Did the trial court err in denying the
defendant's motion to dismiss based on the
length of delay in bringing the defendant to
trial (speedy trial)?

II. Did the trial court err in giving the
state's requested jury instruction on aiding
and abetting?

III. Did the trial court err in denying the
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defendant's motion to suppress grass
clippings?

IV. Due to a series of evidentiary errors,
was the defendant deprived of a fair trial?

I. Speedy Trial

Stanley argues that the delay in bringing him to trial

violated his Sixth Amendment3 constitutional right to a speedy

trial. We disagree.

A reviewing court applies an ad hoc four factor balancing

test to determine whether a defendant's right to a speedy trial

has been violated. See Barker v. Winaof 407 U.S. 514, 530

(1972). The factors are: (1) length of delay, (2) the reason for

the delay, (3) the defendant's assertion of the right, and (4)

prejudice to the defendant. Id. The factors are related to one

another, and must be considered together with other relevant

circumstances in evaluating whether a defendant was wrongfully

deprived of his or her right to a speedy trial.

Our review of the evidence in light of these factors compels

the conclusion that the delay in bringing Stanley to trial did

not wrongfully deprive Stanley of his Sixth Amendment right. We

shall explain.

a. The Length of the Delay

The relevant period is the delay between the Court of

Appeals' mandate for retrial and the date of Stanley's new trial.

3 "In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the
right to a speedy and public trial . . . ." U.S. Const, amend. VI.
The Sixth Amendment applies to the states through the Fourteenth
Amendment. See Klopfler v. North Carolina. 386 U.S. 213, 223
(1967).
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This period was one and one half years.4 In light of Coleman v.

State, 49 Md. App. 210, 221 (1981), in which we indicated that a

nearly eight month pre-trial delay necessitated application of

the Barker test, we find that the delay in the case sub iudice is

sufficient to trigger an examination of the other factors. See

Barker, 407 U.S. at 530 (there is no need to inquire into the

other factors until there has been a presumptively prejudicial

delay).

b. Reasons for the Delay

We turn to consider the reasons justifying the delay, which

for the sake of convenience, we have broken into four periods.

These are (1) the period between the Court of Appeals' mandate

for new trial and the initial trial date, (2) the period between

the initial trial date and Stanley's demand for speedy trial, (3)

the period between Stanley's demand for speedy trial and the

case's transfer to Baltimore City, and (4) the period between the

transfer and the actual trial.

The nine month delay between the September 6, 1989 order for

new trial, and the initial trial date, which was set for June 11,

1990, does not weigh heavily against the state. Indeed, the

first six months of that period was attributable to court

scheduling, and not assignable to any willful attempt on the

state's part to thwart initiation of a new trial. See Coleman v.

State. 49 Md. App. 210, 222 (1981) (in light of the delay

4 The Court of Appeals filed its mandate reversing Kosmas's
conviction and ordering a new trial on September 6, 1989. The case
came for new trial on February 25, 1991.
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inherent in scheduling procedures, "a delay of less than eight

months, though clearly sufficient to cross the constitutional

threshold, is not grossly inordinate" considering that the reason

for the delay did not involve the state's willfulness, and some

of the delay was attributable to the defense). We add that

Stanley consented without qualification to a trial date in June,

1990, by letter dated November 14, 1989.

The second delay period, from the June 11, 1990 initial

trial date to Stanley's September 18, 1990 speedy trial demand is

chargeable to Stanley, who requested a continuance so that he

could develop rebuttal testimony from an expert witness.5 We are

not persuaded by Stanley's argument that we should attribute this

delay to the state because the state's decision to introduce

testimony identifying the murder weapon precipitated his request

for a continuance. Stanley cannot elect to postpone trial and

then charge the state with the delay. Moreover, nothing suggests

that the state deliberately attempted to delay the proceedings at

this juncture, nor does Stanley allege that the state violated

discovery rules.

The third period, from Stanley's September demand for speedy

trial until the October 15, 1990 transfer of the case to

Baltimore City, does not weigh against the state. This very

brief period is attributable to common scheduling procedures.

Finally, the delay between the case's transfer and

5 The court granted Kosmas's motion for continuance on June
5, 1990.
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commencement of trial likewise cannot be charged against the

state. Each party elected to effect this transfer, and the delay

therefore is neutral.

c. Stanley's Assertion of His Rights

Stanley argues that his August 23, 1989 motion for bail

constituted a request for speedy trial. Nevertheless, Stanley

did not explicitly demand a speedy trial until September 18,

1990, and it is this date that we look to in making the speedy

trial appraisal. See Coleman. 49 Md. App. at 220 (period of

concern is time elapsed between mandate remanding case to trial

court and the trial's beginning). Stanley's assertion of his

speedy trial right one year after the mandate for retrial weighs

heavily against him. See Lewis v. State. 71 Md. App. 402, 419

(1987) (defendant's assertion of right one year after he was

charged must be weighed heavily against him).

d. Prejudice

As the final factor in our speedy trial analysis, we

consider actual prejudice to Stanley. As the Court of Appeals

indicated in State v. Bailev. 319 Md. 392, 412-13 (1990), we

assess this factor in light of the need to protect the defendant

against oppressive pretrial incarceration, minimizing the

accused's anxiety and concern, and minimizing impairment of the

defense.

We note that on August 23, 1989, Stanley was released on

bail, and thus has not been incarcerated in the interval

following the Court of Appeals' issuance of its mandate.
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Additionally, Stanley's defense and the availability of witnesses

do not appear to have been impaired as a result of the delay.

Stanley's assertion that he suffered economically, socially, and

domestically seems to us of little legal import. Finally, we

point out that on several occasions outlined supra. Stanley

contributed to the delay of which he now complains, and this

suggests that Stanley himself concluded that any prejudice

stemming from delay was outweighed by the benefits obtained.

II. The Jury Instructions

The state asked the trial court to instruct the jury on the

law of aiding and abetting, and the court complied. Stanley

challenges the instruction, arguing that the evidence did not

support it. We nevertheless conclude that the evidence amply

supported the trial court's decision to issue the instruction.

See Dykes v. State. 319 Md. 206, 225 (1990) (an instruction is

necessary if the evidence was sufficient to create a jury issue);

Tripp v. State. 36 Md. App. 459, 464 (1977) (quantum of evidence

necessary is that which if deemed weighty and credible would

support a verdict of guilt).

An "aider" is someone who assists, supports, or supplements

someone else's criminal efforts, whereas an "abettor" is a person

who instigates, advises, or encourages a crime's commission.

Coleman v. State. 209 Md. 379, 384 (1956).

Our review of the evidence persuades us that the jury had

before it sufficient credible evidence to raise the question of

whether Stanley aided or abetted someone else in murdering Maria.
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Briefly, Stanley approached Mattson to kill Maria, and her murder

was executed in a fashion that suggested that the killer did as

Stanley suggested in making it look like a sex crime. Moreover,

one witness testified that someone who looked like Mattson

inspected Maria's car before her body was discovered, and another

testified that a woman and two men inspected her car during the

period when Maria was missing. This evidence raised a jury issue

that required the instruction of which Stanley now complains.

III. The Motion to Suppress

Stanley contends that the grass clippings seized by police

when they searched the Kosmas house were outside the warrant's

scope, that their seizure was unreasonable and must be

suppressed. His argument is twofold: because the search warrant

did not specify "grass," and because the clippings did not fall

within the reach of the plain view doctrine, the seizure of the

clippings violated his fourth amendment right to protection from

unreasonable searches and seizures.

A search warrant must state with particularity the items to

be seized, and the seizing officers must seize only that which

the warrant sets forth. See Smith v. State. 33 Md. App. 407, 409

(1976). The warrant should be sufficiently specific to remove

from the officers' discretion any decision as to what may be

seized. Id.

The state argues that the search and seizure warrant in the

case sub iudice covers the grass clippings recovered from the

laundry room. The warrant specified, inter alia. "[b]lood, hair



" •

12

and fibers from any location in the house which indicates a

struggle took place[,]" and the state contends that the word

"fiber" includes grass clippings. Without addressing this

argument, we conclude that the officers permissibly seized the

clippings under the plain view doctrine exception to the warrant

requirement.

In Sanford v. State. 87 Md. App. 23, 27 (1991), we

described a three part test for determining whether a seizure was

reasonable under the aegis of the plain view doctrine. More

specifically, the police must have had prior justification to

intrude, the police must have found in plain view the evidence

seized, and they must have had probable cause to believe that the

thing seized was evidence of a crime. Police officers may move

items as they look for items specified in the warrant.

The officers were in the Kosmas house pursuant to a valid

search warrant, thus satisfying the test's first prong. They

discovered and seized the grass clippings as they sought those

items particularly described in the warrant. Detective Duckworth

testified that there were grass clippings on the laundry room

floor, and that these were visible upon entry. This testimony

met the plain view requirement. Finally, the police had probable

cause to believe that the clippings evidenced the crime being

investigated: Duckworth knew that Maria told Carrick that she was

going in to do laundry, and that there were grass clippings on

her bare feet when her body was found. Indeed, Duckworth

testified that he perceived the significance of what he was
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seeing: "Well, when I saw the importance of them on her feet at

the scene it struck me as they may be connected to the murder so

I had the crime lab collect them." We conclude Stanley's

argument is meritless: the grass clippings were seized pursuant

to the plain view exception to the warrant requirement.

IV. The Scope of the Testimony

Stanley argues the trial court made a series of evidentiary

errors that cumulatively deprived him of a fair trial. We shall

address each of these in turn.

a. Exculpatory Statements

Stanley argues that the trial court erred in refusing to

allow him to present the exculpatory statements that he made to

Mattson while Mattson was wearing a body wire with the hope of

obtaining admissions from Stanley. He acknowledges that the

evidence was hearsay, but asserts no exception to the rule that

would render the evidence admissible, instead relying upon the

argument that the statements should have been admitted because

they were exculpatory and trustworthy. Without addressing the

questionable merits of Stanley's argument that the statements

were trustworthy, we conclude that the trial court properly

excluded the evidence as hearsay that did not fall under any of

the exceptions that would render it admissible.

b. Doctor Smialek's Testimony

Doctor Smialek testified that the medical examiner who

performed the autopsy upon Maria's body found "fragments of

spaghetti or linguini noodles that have been digested to a
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certain degree." He also testified as to the length of time it

would take to digest such a meal, and that Maria died within a

period of one to three hours after eating the noodles. Smialek's

testimony, taken together with other testimony, created the

inference that Maria died between 12:45 a.m. and 1:00 a.m. on

December 17, 1985.

Stanley argues that, because Smialek did not perform the

autopsy or personally examine Maria's body, he had no facts upon

which to base his opinion and was not competent to testify as to

the type of noodles noted in the autopsy report. Stanley asserts

that Smialek's testimony was prejudicial because it inferentially

narrowed the period during which the murder could have occurred

to the brief span during which Stanley could not present an

alibi.

We are not persuaded. The original autopsy report indicated

the presence in Maria's stomach of tiny round noodles, 1.5

millimeters in diameter and 1.5 centimeters long. Smialek used

this information to testify that the noodles were partially

digested spaghetti or linguini noodles. His opinion that Maria

died at a particular time was based upon his knowledge of gastro-

intestinal and digestive systems, the average length of time for

a meal to empty from the stomach, and the stage of the noodles'

digestion when death occurred.

These facts amply support Smialek's testimony, and the trial

court did not abuse its discretion by admitting the testimony.

See Winkles v. State. 40 Md. App. 616, 622 (1978) (trial court's
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action will be reversed if found to be an error of law, or if

court clearly abused its discretion).

c. The Demonstrative Evidence

Stanley asked the trial court to permit him to introduce

into evidence a "sand dummy" weighing 130 pounds6 in human form.

Stanley hoped to demonstrate how difficult it would have been for

a person of his stature to lift and carry a 'dead weight' [so to

speak] out of the basement, across the lawn, and then place it in

the victim's car. The trial court refused to admit the dummy,

commenting that, "It is impossible for me, difficult for some, I

don't know whether anybody can do it."

A trial court has broad discretion in deciding whether to

allow demonstrations, and we may not disturb its decision, absent

abuse. See Price v. State. 82 Md. App. 210, 224 (1990). We

cannot say that the trial court abused its discretion when it

refused to permit Kosmas to make this demonstration.

JUDGMENT AFFIRMED;
APPELLANT TO PAY THE
COSTS.

Maria weighed 147 pounds.
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SURETY BOND NO:
BAIL PARTY: STANLEY KOSMAS
BAIL ADDRESS: 6702 GARVEY ROAD BALTIMORE MD 212,5?

STATUS TYPE

PROSECUTOR:

ATTORNEY:
PETER G ANGELOS
GARY ,1 IGNATUWSKJ
RUSSEI...I J Will IE
RICHARD M KARCESIO
DENNIS HENDERSON

DATE

APRIL 22, 1986

SEPTEMBER B, 1986

PROCEEDING

ARRAIGNMENT

TRIAL

SEPTEMBER 25, 1986 MISC HEARING

NOVEMBER 26, 1990 MISC HEARING

FEBRUARY 22, 1991

FEBRUARY 25, 1991

JULY 16, 1991

MISC HEARING

TRIAL

RECONSIDER

APPEARANCE ENTERED:
APRIL 22, 1986
MAY 7, 1986
AUGUST 18, 1986
OCTOBER 31 , 1990
MARCH 22, 1991

JUDGE

JUDGE PRANK CICONE

JUDGE PRANK 0ICONE

JUDGE JAMES SMI 11!

JUDGE ROBERT E CAM I LI... SR

JUDGE J NORRIS BYRNES

JODGE J NORRIS BYRNES

CASE TYPE: INDICTMEN!PILING DATE: MARCH 27, 1986

01. MAR. 2?, 1987 BENCH WARRANT ISSUED.

02. APRIL 1, 1986 BENCH MARRAM SERVED.

03. APRIL 28, 1986 DEPENDANT'S REQUEST EOR INSPECTION
AND DISCOVERY.

04. MAY 7, 1986 DEPENDANT'S PLEA OF NUT GUILTY.

0b. MAY 7, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION POR BILL OP
PARTICULARS.

06. MAY 14, 1986 STAIE'S ANSWER 10 DEFENDANT'S
MOTION POR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION.

ACTION

APEARNCE ENTRED

POSTPONED

BY: COURT

TRANSFERRED

COMPLETED

COMPLETED

TRIAL SENTENCE

COnPLE TED



~ DATE PRINTED: D! EMBER 11, 1991

CASE NO. 86CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

07. MAY 14, 1986 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR BILL OF PARTICULARS.

08,. MAY 26, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION 10 SUPPRESS
UNLAWFULLY OBTAINED STATEMENT.

09. MAY 26, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION (0 COMPEL
DISCOVERY.

10, AUGUST 21, 1986 DEFENDANT WAIVES RIGHTS 10 SPEEDY
TRIAL AND MARYLAND RULE 4-271. CASE TO BE RESET.

11. Sfc.PT. B, 1906 DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR REMOVAL WITH
APPROVAL FROM CHE STATE.

12, SEPT. 17, 1986 STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO
DISCOVERY.

1 3 ,. SLPT. 19, 1986 NOT 1CE 0F HEAKING DAI E .
(SEPT. 25, 1986)

14,. SEPT. 25, 1986 HEARING HAD, DEFENDANT'S MOTION
FOR CHANGE OF VENUE HEARING GRANTED. CASE 10
BE REMOVED TO THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET
COUNTY. ORDER 10 BE FILED,

15. OCT. 1, 1986 ORDER Ol COURT THAI THE CASE BE
REMOVED TO SOMERSET COUNTY. (FEC)

16. OCT. 6, 1986 ORIGINAL PAPERS SENT TO THE
CIRCUIT COURT OF SOMERSET COUNTY PER ORDER OF
COURT. (FEC)

1Y. NOV. 14, 1986 STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER 10
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FUR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION

18. DEC. 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER 10
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

19. DEC, 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

20 . DEC. 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

2 1 . DEC. 8, 1986 STATE 'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

22. JAN. 2, 1987 STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECT ION,

23. JAN. !:>, 1987 STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION,



r DA'iE P R I N T E D : Dl KMBER 1 1 , 1991

CASE NO. 86CR1648 STATE 0 F MARY I... AND V. K OSM AS , S C A N I... E Y MI C H A E I...

24, APRIL 9, 1987 CERTIFIED COPY OF DOCKET ENTRIES
RECEIVED FROM THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET
COUNTY,.

2!:>, FEBRUARY !::> , 198V JURY FINDS THE DEFENDANT
NUT GUILTY OF MURDER (FIRST DEGREE.)
FEBRUARY 5, 1987 JURY FINDS THE DEFENDANT
G U11... r Y 0 F M U R D E R < S E CON D D E G R E E . )

26,. MARCH 20, 1987 COURf SENTENCES THE DEFENDANT TO
THE CUSTODY OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTION TO
A TERM OF 26 YEARS. DEFENDANT TO BE GIVEN CREDIT
FOR TIME SERVED. (2-09-87) COMMITMENT PENDING

27. FURTHER ACTION DELIVERED TO THE SHERIFF" OF
SOMERSET COUNTY AS PER COPY FILED,
APRIL. 3, 1987 NOTICE OF APPEAL AND CERT IFICAT ION
OF SERVICE.

28, OCT. 19, 1990 CASE RECEIVED FROM THE CIRCUIT
COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY ON MOTION FOR
REM0 V A!.. AN D 0R DER , " DEI'I;.:N D ANT 0 N B A11..." .

29. OCT. 19, 1990 STAVE EXHIBITS RECEIVED FROM
ClRCUl'l COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY'EXHIBITS
IN VAULT".

30. NOV. 26, 1990 HEARING HAD IN RE: BAIL. CONDITION
MODIFICATION REQUEST ••• DENIED. CONDITIONS OF BAII
10 REMAIN •(HE SAME,.

31. N0 V 20, 1990 D E FEND A N T'S P E TI X10 N F 0 R
M0D IF 1C AT 10N 01" C0NDI T 10NS 01 REI...E ASE ,

3 2 . JAN 7, 1991 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS.

33,. FEB. 1!:>, 1991 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION
F0 R D18 C 0 V ERY AND INS P EC T10 N.

34. FEB. 22, 1991 HEARING HAD: DEFENDANT'S
ORAL. MOTION FOR THE HON. ROBERT E. C A HILL , SR.
TO RECUSL. HIMSELF FROM THE HEARING AND TRIAL
01 • T i i IS M A T T E R - G R A N V E D .

3!:>. F E B . 2I:> , 1991 H E A R I N G H A D IN R E : D E F E N D A N T ' S
MOTION TO INTRODICE EVIDENCE AS TO EXTRA
MA RITAL 0 F FENS E-D ENIED. J URY IM PA NELED BUT
NOT SWORN. HEARING NOT CONCLUDED TO RESUME

36. ON 2/26/91 .

37. FEB 26, 1991 HEARING RESUMED AN)) TESTIMONY
TAKEN. DEFENDANT'S MOTION 10 DISMISS FIELD FOR
FUTURE DETERMINATION. JURY SWORN. JURY I RIAL



- D A V E P R I N T E D : I) EMBER 1 1 , 1991

CASE NO. 86CK1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V, KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

38.

39.

41 .

NUT CONCLUDED TO RESUME ON 2/2 7/91 AT

10:00 A.M.

FEB 27, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED. PRIOR TO TAKING
OF TESTIMONY, STATES MOTION IN I ..I MINE GRANTED.
TRIAL NOT CONCLUDED, TO BE RESUMED ON 2/28/91.

EEB 20, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED. TRIAL NOT
CONCLUDED, 10 BE RESUMED ON 3/1/91,

MARCH 1, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED
TO RESUME 3/4/91.

TRIAL NOT CONCLUDED

43

44.

45,

MARCH 4, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED. AT THE END OF
S T A T I;;:' S C ASI:.., DEI: E ND AN ( ' S MOT 10N I" 0R JUDUME N T
OF ACQUITTAL OVERRULED. TRIAL NOT CONCLUDED,
TO BE RESUMED ON 3/5/91 .

MARCH 5, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED. TRIAL NOT CONCLUDED,
TO BE RESUMED ON 3/6/91 AT 9:30 A.M.

MARCH 6, 1991 TRIAL RESUMED. AFTER JURY VERDICT,
D E T E N D ANT ' S MOT ION ( 0 D1S MIS S T 0 R I... A C l< 01" A
SPEEDY TRIAL -DENIED.

MARCH 8, 1991 DE!: LNDANf ' S NOTICE OF APPEAL.
(FOLIO 5, DOCKET 158).

MARCH 13, 1991 COPY OF REO.ULSf FOR TRANSCRIPT
FILED.

MAY 6.. 1991 PETITION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION
OF TIME 10 TRANSMIT RECORDS TO THE COURT OF
SPECIAL APPEALS.

48. MAY 2G , 1991 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO MODIFY
SENTENCE.

4 9 . MAY 2 9 , 1991 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO MODIFY SENTENCE.

50. JUNE 17, 1991 STATE'S ANSWER '(0 DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO MODIFY SENTENCE.

51. JULY 16, 1991 HEARING HAD IN RE: RECONSIDERATION-
DENIED . DEFI::ND AN T NOT PRESEN V . 0RIGIN AL
SENTENCE STANDS.

52. JULY 18, 1991 PETITION AND ORDER FROM THE
COURT 0!: SPECIAL APPEALS GRAN! ING EXTENSION
OF TIME TO TRANSMIT RECORDS.

53. SEPT. 10, 1991 PETITION FOR EXTENSION 0! TIME
TO TRANSMIT THE RECORD IS GRANTED.



DAM:- PRINTED: Dl [MBER 11, 1991

CAGE NO. 86CR1648 STAVE OF MARYLAND V, KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

54. NOV. 18, 1991 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TU CORRECT
SENTENCE.

55. NOV. 22, 1991 PETITION I-UK E XI ENS I ON OF TIME
TO TRANSMIT IIIE RECORD IS GRANTED.

56. DEC. 9, 1991 PETITION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION
OF TIME TO TRANSMIT RECORDS TO V!IE COURT OF
SPECIAL APPEALS.

5?. DEC. 11, 1991 0RDER T 0 C0RREC V SEN V ENCE
I 0 R E AD: » T U) E N T Y (20) Y E A R S DIVISI 0N 01"
CORRECTION DATING FROM MARCH 6, 1991 WITH
CREDIT FOR 935 DAYS PREVIOUSLY SERVED.

58. DEC. 11, 1991 AMENDED COMMIT REFLECTING
ACCOUNTING DATE OF AUGUST 14, 1988 WITH
CREDIT OF 935 DAYS TIME SERVED.

DISPOSITIONS: MARCH 6, 1991

COUNT 01 2ND DEGREE MURDER
PLEA: NOI GUILTY FINDING: GUILTY
SENT DATE: 03/06/91 SENT TYPE: PRISON
LENGTH: 20Y SUSP LENGTH:
CC/CS: CREDIT 1/S: 88 ?D EX PI... CODE: MD DOC
I.. ITI •: R A I.. : C 0 S I S WAV 11::! D . C 0 M MIT S E NT . N 01 E S :
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CUtrcutt (Eourt for ^Baltimore

THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND

J. NORRIS BYRNES

JUDGE

COUNTY COURTS BUILDING

TOWSON, MARYLAND 212O4

(301) 887-2668

December 5, 1994

RE: State v. Kosraas
Case 86CR1648

Mr. Stanley Michael Kosmas
#213-469
Roxbury Correctional Institution
18701 Roxbury Road
Hagerstown, Maryland 21746

Dear Mr. Kosmas:

I have your letter with regard to credit for time served
between your trials. I do not believe I have any authority in
which to give you credit for time served when in fact you were
not incarcerated.

very truly,

JNB:esb

Norris/Byrnes



/ * •
Stanley Michael Kosnas
213-469 RCI
18701 Roxbury Road
Ha^rstown, Maryland 21746

Circuit Court of Baltimore County
Honorable Judge Norris J. Byrnes
Attn: Clerk of the Court
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Dear Honorable Judge Byrnes:

I would like to take this opportunity to share some thoughts with you
regarding my children and then respectfully present an urgent request for your
consideration regarding this matter.

You may recall in March 1991 you were the presiding judge at my second trial.
My first trial ended in February 1987 and my incarceration began at that time.
Michael, my oldest son, graduated from Calvert Hall that year. Alexis was in the
tenth grade at Notre Dame Prep and Gregory, my youngest son, was in the seventh
grade at St. Clements. In time, Gregory also attended and graduated from Calvert Hall.

You may also recall that I retired After teaching in the Baltimore County
school system for twenty-six years, so I'm somewhat knowledgeable in the field
of education. My children have been blessed and are in the I.Q. range of 150 to 145•
Until my incarceration, my children were at the head of their classes. Since my
incarceration, Alexis and Gregory floundered in their high school endeavors.
Their accomplishments were quite mediocre and I can certainly understand why.

Education has a high priority in my value system. On a teacher's salary and
working summers and weekends, I was able to enroll the children in fine schools.
During the last two years while I was teaching, the cost of the children's
tuition was approximately $8,000 a year. Even during my incarceration, I continued
to pay their school tuitions and support them to the best of my ability.

Alexis and Gregory have sporadically attended Towson State since graduating
from high school. Alexis will be twenty-<-Tive years old in June and only now is
close to having junior status. Gregory will be twenty-two in July and he just
received sophomore status earlier this year. He is not even attending college this
semester. What a terrible waste of the mind!

Michael is now an attorney and has a bright future, But I can't say the same
about Alexis and Gregory. Of my three children, Gregory has the most potential and
he is floundering badly. You may remember him during the trial when he testified
for me. It's possible that Alexis may still graduate, But I think Gregory has given
up the quest for a college degree.

Alexis, Gregory, and I have always been very close. There is no doubt that
they need stability and guidance in their lives. My children know how much I love
and care for them and also the dreams I have had about their future. If I were
present in their lives, they would be flourishing and excelling in their endeavors.
After all the pain and suffering they have endured, they truly need their father
who can provide them with stability, guidance, and the emotional support they
desperately need. Since my absence, it is quite evident that nobody has been able
to provide them with those essential qualities.



- "• 2 —

Judge Byrnes, if you are a father, then you surely understand my pain and
agony regarding Alexis and Gregory. They have so much potential and it is being
wasted and as a result they face an uncertain future in today's highly competitive
society. They have brought so much joy and happiness to my lifs and it's
agonizing as their father to see them in this light. I will be sixty-two years old
in August and if there is one thing I would truly love to see before my life is over,
it would be to see Alexis and Gregory with College degrees. Then, I would know
their future would be enhanced.

Due to an excellent incarceration record, I was recommended for lesser security
by the parole commissioner, Mr. Williams; my counselor, Ms. Mowen; the psychologist,
Ms. Cook; and the housing unit commander, Lt. Cooper. The security reclassification
instrument also recommended lesser security because I have earned 27 points.
Recommendation for lesser security falls between 24 and 29 points. My counselor
prepared a progress schedule which was approved by the above, and I was to be transferred
to the Baltimore Pre-release Unit in January 1995* However, Ms. Karen Elliott, a
classification supervisor denied the transfer and over-rode all of the above,
including the parole commissioners. Needless to say, this is my dilemma.

Now I arrive to the request which I mentioned in the beginning of this letter.
I respectfully would like to ask you to consider giving me credit for the time
following my release from prison until the beginning of the second trial in late
February 199** • The time involved, as Mr. Karceski stated to the Court, was 557 days.
In your discussion with Mr. Karceski in Court regarding this matter, you may recall
that you agreed with him that the state was responsible for the vast majority of
the delay.

Your Honor, if you were to give me credit for those days, or even partial
credit, it would enable me to be transferred to the Baltimore Pre-release Unit
sooner, and then to the Work Release Unit and ultimately progress through the system.
My children and I would be reunited sooner and I could provide a father's guidance
and stabilityto their lives, which are truly needed. As their father, whom they
love and respect, I can help Alexis and Gregory acquire the structure and discipline
needed so they can enjoy success in their educational endeavors and prepare
themselves adequately for the future.

Judge Byrnes, I would be most grateful for your empathy and consideration,
and hope that you look upon this request, both as a judge and a father.

Sincerely yours,

DbC 1 1994



Stanley
2 I 3 H
18761

CIVCM i t Ccurt o^ Bartwore CounW
Tu<Ue |̂ o<\rvs X Byrnes

: Clertf o f +he. C t
MOi Bosle,v Avenue



Is your RETURN ADDRESS
completed on the reverse side?



UZANNE MENSH, CLERK

~>«M«4|

G-244-A

401 BOSLEY AVENUE
p« O. BOX 6754

TOWSON. MARYLAND
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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

NAME: //I
- 1 9 6 2NUMBER:

DATE: MAY 3 1 1990
PHOTOGRAPHY BY: Ricky E. Jacobson
DR . JOHN L SMIALEK. M.D.

J
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I. THEODORE PHOEBUS

CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
PRINCESS ANNE, MD. 21853

)

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS, CLERK
CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

COURT HOUSE
PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853

CRIMINAL CASE NO. 86-CR-00423
DEFENDANT: STANLEY MICHAEL K0SMA5
STATE'S EXHIBIT #1
DEFENDANT" EXHIBITS #1 and #2

HEARING ON MOTIONS HELD ON JUNE 5, 1990
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Maria Kosmas
DOD: 12/20/8

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER - STATE OF MARYLAND
111 Perm Street

.BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

"Certified a true copy of the original record
of case number . nol_assigned. on file at the
Office of

Signed

"STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE CITY, to wit;

I HEREBY CERTIFY that, on this IQthday of
January , 19 86, before me, the subscriber, a

Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for
Baltimore City aforesaid, personally appeared

Thomas D. Smith, M.D. Acting Chief
Medical Examiner for the State of Maryland, and made
oath in due form of law that the attached report of
case number not assigned consisting of four
pages and exhibits consisting of eight
photographs are a true copy of the Original Records
on file at the Office of the Chief Medical Examiner
for the State of Maryland located at 111 Perm Street,
Baltimore, Maryland 21201, and that he is duly
authorized to make this affidavit under the provisions
of §5-311, Annotated Code of Maryland (Health-General),

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seal the day and
year last above written.

Notary Public"
•

Iff %oramissian expires
July 1, 1986
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STATE OF MARYLAND

DEPARTMENT OF POST MORTEM EXAMINERS
111 PENN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

EXAMINATION RECORD - COUNTY CASE

Page 1 of 4

NAME OF DECEASED. Maria Kosmas AUTOPSY Nn 85-1962

6702 Garve Road
RESIDENCE OF DFCFASFD Bal t imore , Md. Baltimore

(COUNTY WHERE DEATH OCCURRED)
.COUNTY

AfiF 40 SEX Female COI OR White WEIGHT 1 4 7 HFIflHT 5 ' 6 '

REFERRED BY DEPUTY MEDICAL EXAMINER. Dr. Paul Guerin .OF

Baltimore .COUNTY.

INJURY

PRONOUNCED

•'"~ v DEAD

ESTIMATED

DEAD

EXAMINED

DATE

12/17/85

12/20/85

12/17/85

12/21/85

TIME

11:10AM

11:30AM

PLACE

Dutrow Court ( i n car)

Dutrow Court ( i n car)

Dutrow Court ( i n car)

Medical Examiner's O f f i ce
111 Penn S t ree t

MANNER

Stranqulation
• NATURAL CAUSE • SUICIDE

C ACCIDENT Lj£ HOMICIDE

D OTHER _i UNDETERMINED

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

BODY REMOVED FROM scene BY Cvach Funeral Home

REC'DOCME 2:58 P.M. December 20, 1985
(HOUR) (MONTH) (DAYI

NOTE: THE ORIGINAL OF THIS RECORD WITH THE FINDINGS ON FORM PM 9, SHALL BE FILED IN THE OFFICE
OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER, 111 PENN STREET, BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

A COPY HAS BEEN SENT TO: DEPUTY MEDICAL EXAMINER FOR B a l t i m o r e .COUNTY.
YES

_NO

STATE'S ATTORNEY FOR Baltimore .COUNTY.
YES

_NO

DATE (SIGNED) Thomas D. Smith,
(APPROVED PATHOLOGIST!

M.D.

PM 8
DHMH 891

Acting Chief Medical Examiner



Page 2 of 4
STATE OF MARYLAND

DEPARTMENT OF POST MORTEM EXAMINERS
111 PENN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

EXAMINATION RECORD - COUNTY CASE

AUTOPSY # 85-1962
NAME OF DECEASED Maria Kosmas CASE NO.

~

DATE OF DEATH December 20, 19 85 Bal t imore COUNTY
(MONTH! IDAYI (COUNTY WHERE DEATH OCCURRED)

EXTERNAL EXAMINATION:

The body is that of a normally developed White female, measuring 5'6", weighing
147 lbs. and appearing the reported age of 40 years. The body is very cold. The fat
is stiff from cold. The hair is about 15" long and brown. It is tied with small
elastic band into a ponytail in the rear. Anterior surface of the abdomen and trunk
show a grid-like pattern of squares measuring about 3h" each. In these areas the
lines separating the squares are red and the squares themselves are pale. The body
is partially clothed. Striped denims and underpants are pulled down to mid thigh
level, a white sweatshirt with an oriental character over a t-shirt with some Greek
dancers and a brassiere are pulled up above the breasts. There is marbling of the
skin of the thighs and legs. Nailpolish is present on the toenails only. A new
appearing brass (door) key is present with a metal loop for holding in a key purse
is received with the body. There are two small abrasions on the lateral aspect of
the right ankle. Lividity is generally anterior with pale areas being prominent
on the pressure points including the grid pattern described above. Some vomitus
is present on the left side of the face involving the nose, mouth and some of the
hair on the left side of the head. There is a small darkened h" area on the bridge
of the nose but the skeleton remains intact. There is no evidence of recent medical
therapy.

EVIDENCE OF INJURY:

There are prominent 2-4 mm. hemorrhage on the conjunctivae of each eye. There are
tiny petechial hemorrhages in the larynx. A firm darkened somewhat depressed abraded
area surrounds the neck. It almost completely encircles the neck, posteriorly on
the left it runs nearly horizontally. There is a small area of interuption right
at the midline of the posterior neck. On the right of the posterior neck it somewhat
lower towards the lateral aspect. A faint similar image is on the right side of
the posterior neck is visible above the obvious lesion. These lesions are about
h" wide and do not present distinct pattern. The right side of the neck shows a
prominent slightly oblique continuation of this pattern at the midlevel of the sterno-
mastoid. Anteriorly a prominent band runs across the level of the thyroid cartilage
with faint images nearly parallel being present above and below this level. The
left side of the neck shows a prominent nearly horizontal complete abrasion which
is crossed at the stemo-mastoid by a fainter similar abrasion. Dissection of the
neck shows some areas of hemorrhage, both Of the greater cornus of the thyroid
cartilage are fractured near their tips with small amounts of hemorrhage. The hyoid
is fractured bilaterally about 1 cm. from the posterior edge. Hemorrhage is not
prominent on these lesions. There are some distinct hemorrhages in the strap muscles
of the neck.

DATE 19 . SIGNED M.D.
(APPROVED PATHOLOGIST!

PM9
DHMH892



~

Maria Kosmas
December 20, 1985

INTERNAL EXAMINATION:

Page 3 of 4
Aut. # 85-1962
Baltimore County

HEAD:
The brain weighs 1400 grams. The scalp, skull and meninges are grossly unremarkable.
There are no hemorrhages and no fractures. The petrous portions of the temporal
bones are markedly congested bilaterally.

NECK:
The vertebral column is intact.
foreign material in the airway.

Injuries have been described above. There is no

BODY CAVITIES:
The body is opened in the usual y-shaped incision. The pleural, pericardial and
peritoneal cavities have no significant fluid accumulations. The surfaces are smooth
and the mediastinal and abdominal organs have the normal relations. The body is
cold interiorly. The extreme of this is the finding of ice within the renal pelves.

CARDIOVASCULAR SYSTEM:
The heart weighs 300 grams. The epicardial surface is smooth. The chambers and
valves have a normal configuration. The coronary arteries are free of atherosclerosis
as is the aorta. The great vessels are unremarkable.

LIVER:
The liver weighs 1250 grams. The capsule is intact. The parenchyma has the usual
architecture. It is slightly pale. The biliary tree is unremarkable.

f*> SPLEEN & PANCREAS:
The spleen weighs 140 grams and is anatomically normal,
size and gross configuration.

The pancreas is of normal

RESPIRATORY SYSTEM:
The right lung weighs 660 grams; the left 600 grams. The lungs are of similar
description. The lungs are edematous and moderately well distended. There are no
significant pre-existing lesions.

GENITO URINARY SYSTEM:
The kdineys weigh 280 grams together. The architecture is normal. The kidneys appear
somewhat pale. Ice is present within the pelves. The ureters and bladder are unremarkable.
The uterus are non-gravid. The tubes and ovaries are unremarkable.

GASTRO INTESTINAL TRACT:
The esphagus is intact. The lumen of the stomach contains a mixture of food including
tiny round noodles measuring about 1% mm in diameter and 1.5 cm. in length. The
remainder of the GI tract is unremarkable.

ENDOCRINE SYSTEM:
The adrenals and thyroid are anatomically normal.

MUSCULOSKELETAL SYSTEM:
See "Evidence of Injury".

MICROSCOPIC EXAMINATION:
Oral, Rectal & Vaginal Smears - Spermatozoan not identified



Maria Kosmas
December 20, 1985

Page 4 of 4
Aut. # 85-1962
Baltimore County

~
DIAGNOSES:

OPINION:

Strangulation

a. Ligature mark surrounding neck
b. Bulbar and laryngeal petechial hemorrhages
c. Strap muscle hemorrhages of neck
d. Injury to thyroid cartilage and hyoid bone

Maria Kosmas, a 40 year old White female, died as a result of STRANGULATION,
manner of death is HOMICIDE.

The

~

BLOOD: Alcohol negative
BILE: Drug screen negative
ACID PHOSPHATASE: Oral swab - 3.3 U/L

Rectal swab - 3.3 U/L
Vaginal swab - 6.2 U/L

Thomas D. Smith, M.D.
Acting Chief Medical Examiner

A,
Date signed

ss





OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

NAME: /Jl/\MA kbSfoAS
NUMBER: 85 - 1 9 fi 2
DATE: DEC 2 1 1985
PHOTOGRAPHY BY: BRIAN K. SLAfiK
0R.: THOMAS n SMITH.
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PHOTOGRAPHY BY: BRIAN K. SLACK
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DATE: DEC 2 1 1985
PHOTOGRAPHY BY: BRIAN K. SLACK

0 R . THOMAS P. SMITH, M.D.
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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201
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NUMBER:
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DOMESTIC - INDUSTRIAL - BODYGUARD SERVICE

E. C. MATTSON
PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR

28 Allegheny Avenue
Suite 2400

Towson - Maryland
301-825-8967

CONFIDENTIAL - DISCREET - REASONABLE



E. & C. MATTSON
APT. 810

302 E. JOPPA RD.
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204
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INVESTIGATIVE INFORMATION

\ 00 ̂- Attorney:
Address:

Phone:

Client:

Address: Q
Home Phone: O \ ') u > \ 1

Business Address:

Business Phone: 1 1? * 1 ( S f

Subject of Investigation:

Address :

• i f ^ O'y/TV

Home Phone:

Business Address: ' \j\jx sT"l K

Business Phone:

Age: 3 } Height: Weight: ' | l-'~? Hair:

Eyes;\br^-H ̂  Special Features:

Picture: Yes No " "

Make of 'Auto:

Tag Number:

^ Q \ • ̂ Year:: ^ Color:

fe ' o

Suspected Paramour: r"\fP"S " \ Ŵ g.'v.

Home Address:

Home Phone:

Business Address:

Age:

Business Phone:

0 Height: [? Weight: Hair:

Eyes: Special Features:

Picture: Yes No

Make of Auto: C (\Q

Tag. Number:

Year: ->Color:
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Aerospace Division
Westinghouse Defense and
Electronic Systems Center

Aris Melissaratos
Operations Manager

P.O. Box 746
Baltimore, Md. 21203
Phone: (301) 765-4568
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Maryland Public Television

Dear Friend:

Thank you for accepting our invitation to become a member of
Maryland Public Television.

Your year-long subscription to our Program Guide will begin
just as soon as your membership contribution is received. Every
month the guide will help you get the most out of your public
television viewing.

As a member, you'll be supporting some of the finest programs
on television shows like "National Geographic," "Masterpiece Theatre,"
"Sesame Street," and "Wall Street Week." And you can take pride
in knowing that you've done your part by sponsoring these shows and
so many more.

So please, while you're thinking about it, mail your contribution
today. An envelope is enclosed.

We look forward to hearing from you, and welcoming you as an
active member of Maryland Public Television.

Sincerely,

fraig A. Brush
Director
Division of Development

CAB:ams
Enclosure

Maryland Centerfor Public Broadcasting Owings Mills. Maryland 21117 301-356-5600 22Annapolis 28Salisbury 31 Hagerstown 36Oakland 62Frederick 67Baltimore
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Express One
HourPhoto
Money

Saving Same Day
Color Prints!

In by 9 am, out the
same afternoon
on 110,126, 35mm
and disc color prints!
• Slide and Movie Processing by

Kodak
|| • Enlargements
ft • Reprints
Is • Prints from Slides
'V • Black and White
r • Instant Passport Pictures

• Frames & Albums
• And everything to make

your pictures perfect.

Main Lab and Store:!
308 N. Charles Street
539-5639
Consult your Yellow Pages for the location nearest you!



USE FOR ONLY
ONE TYPE OF FILM

Read This Notice: The return of any film or
print to us for processing or any other pur-
pose, constitutes an agreement by you that if
any such film or print is damaged or lost by us
K will be replaced with an equivalent amount of
unexposed film and processing. Except for
such replacement, the handling of such film or
prints by us is without warranty or liability
even though damage or loss is caused by
negligence or other fault.

M

NAME.

PHONE.

30546

7

Roll Size

110

126

<&

DISC

Number

20

24

36

Notes
K

S\ DO

19699

Film Size

110

126

35

DISC

SLIDES

3S/3R

5x7

8x10

PRINTS
MADE

9
PRICE

Deposits:

room
Where great
pictures develop ...in a FLASH

13 Allegheny Avenue
Towson, MD 21204

823-1710
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j r f lCE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET
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NUMBER:

DATE: _ DEC 2 1 1985
PHOTOGRAPHY BY:
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BRIAN K. SLACK
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I. THEODORE PHOEBUS

CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
P R I N C E S S A N N E , M D . 2 1 8 5 3

I. THEODORE PHOEBUS, CLERK
CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

COURT HOUSE
PRINCESS ANNE, MARYLAND 21853

86-CR-00423 State vs. Kosmas
JOINT EXHIBITS #1, #2 and #3
STATE'S EXHIBITS #3,#4,#6-#9,#14A-14D,

and #17
DEFENDANT'S EXHIBITS //1A-1D, //4A-4E,

#5A-5D and #7
FOLLOWING EXHIBITS RETAINED 3Y THE CLERK:

#1-Diamond Ring, #2-Purse, #5-Pistol,
#10-Grass from Victim's Foot, #11-Debris
from Car, #12-Grass from Laundry Room and
#13-Debris from Laundry Room

I



Provident Retirement Account

The signature below is
the authorized signature
for this account.

FORM 2030 8 83



** P f O V I Q C f l l BANK OF MARYLAND
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

INDIVIDUAL RETIREMENT CUSTODIAL ACCOUNT
CERTIFICATE OF DEPOSIT

ACCOUNT NUMBER DATE

lx/9/8582 38 0136

-/DEFENDANT'S

Marialane A. Kosmas

An Individual Retirement Custodial Account in the above title is held with the
Provident Bank of Maryland, Baltimore, Maryland. This document is subject to
the Provident Individual Retirement Custodial Account Agreement, Form 5305-A.
and the Deposit Agreement and Regulations and to verification with Provident's
records.

This document is non-negotiable and non-transferable.
Valid only/wh^n signed by authorized representatives of Provident Bank of

Maryland.

Authorized Signature

MEMBER FDIC



Provident
BANK OF MARYLAND

INDIVIDUAL RETIREMENT CUSTODIAL ACCOUNT
DEPOSIT AGREEMENT AND REGULATIONS

NAME OF DEPOSITOR
.arialane A. Kosmas

DATE PLAN NO.

70 0532
ACCOUNT NO.

82 38 0136
AMOUNT OF DEPOSIT

$ -00
TERM

MONTHS

RATE

11.1+0 % APR

FIXED
RATE

VARIABLE
RATE

•
ares LL/9/90

By opening an Individual Retirement Custodial Account with Provident Bank of Maryland (Provident) you, the Depositor,
agree to be bound by the following terms and conditions and by any others set out in the By-Laws and regulations of Provident.

1 Type ol Deposit
The account shall be Held as a Provident Bank of Maryland time deposit for the term indicated.

2 Minimum Deposit and Balance
Provident reserves the right to establish minimum amounts of deposit into your account and minimum balances tor the

purpose of opening and maintaining accounts.

3. Periodic Statements
You will be mailed at your address shown on Provident's records a periodic statement of your account.

4 Interest Rates
If your account balance is less than $500. your account shell earn interest at a rate not less than that paid by Provident for

statement savings accounts If your account balance is $500 or more, your account shall earn interest at the annual rate set by
Provident on the dale the account balance becomes $500 This rate may be obtained by contacting Provident.

5. Time Deposit - Automatic Renewal
Your tipie deposit account balance, including any interest which has not been withdrawn, shall be automatically renewed

'or an additional term equal to the original term unless:
(1) the entire balance is withdrawn within ten days after maturity, or
(2! Provident notifies you that the account must be withdrawn.
D,11 ing any renewal term, the yield shall be the same as that offered by Provident on an account with the same maturity

opened on the date of maturity of the prior term or at such other rate as Provident may then provide. If an account is not
automatically renewed, the account balance shall earn interest at the then applicable rate for Provident statement savings
accounts until withdrawn.

G Time Deposits - Restrictions on Withdrawal and Penalty Required by Federal Law
In the case of your death or mental incapacity. Provident is required to honor a request for withdrawal from your time

deposit account prior to maturity without penalty. In all other cases, you may not withdraw all or any part of the deposit prior to
maturity of the term, except with the consent of Provident.

If Provident consents to your request for early withdrawal from your time deposit account, a penalty shall be imposed on the
amount withdrawn The amount and the conditions under which this penalty is assessed are set out in a separate statement
which has been given to you.

7. Amendments
Provident may at any time change its rules and regulations applicable to your Individual Retirement Custodial Deposit

Account without prior notice
8 Service Charges

A service charge of $20.00 will be imposed to close an account in the first year after it is opened and a charge of $2.00 will be
imposed for each withdrawal from your account if the account balance is less than $500.00. These charges are subject to
change at any time without notice and are not applicable to a revocation if made within seven days of the establishment of the
Individual Retirement Custodial Account.

9. Termination of Account
Provident may refuse to accept additional deposits to your account, or may require you to close your account if Provident's

Individual Retirement Custodial Account program is terminated for any reason.

Signature of Depositor

FORM 2026 (9/83) MEMBER FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION



Provident
BANK OF MARYLAND

IRA DEPOSIT
TICKET

D NEW
ACCOUNT

I 1981;
ADDITIONAL
DEPOSIT

IRA PLAN NUMBER

70 36 0r.
ACCOUNT NUMBER

82 38 0136
AMOUNT

s
NAME:

I

J CURRENT YEAR CONTRIBUTION

•
Marialane Kosmas

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER:

220 k2 9560
PRIOR YEAR CONTRIBUTION

*K**2,000.00 *#**2,000.00
ROLLOVER CONTRIBUTION

INTERNAL 000-607606
TRANSFER FROM

CASH

ACCOUNT NO

INDIVIDUAL RETIREMENT
ACCOUNT PLAN

FORM 2021 (8/83)

•
•

CHECK
W/HOLD

CHECK
NO HOLD

IAPR
313

Qoldtn Ring

1985

6924
, Maryland



Provident
BANK OF MARYLAND

INDIVIDUAL RETIREMENT ACCOUNT
DESIGNATION OF BENEFICIARY

DEPOSITOR
NAME AND
ADDRESS

DATE

U/9/85
IRA PLAN NUMBER

70 38 0532

Marialane A. Kosmas >y
6702 Garvey Rd.
Baltimore, Md. 21237

PHONE

391-5111
SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER

20 1+2 99

PRIMARY
BENEFICIARIES

NAME AND
ADDRESS

CONTINGENT
BENEFICIARIES

NAME AND
ADDRESS

tanley M. Kosmas
ime

RELATIONSHIP

TO husband
DEPOSITOR:

RELATIONSHIP
TO

DEPOSITOR:

RELATIONSHIP
TO

DEPOSITOR:

RELATIONSHIP
TO

DEPOSITOR:

CONDITIONS
OF

BENEFICIARY
DESIGNATION

1. This designation shall be effective with respect to the Depositor's entire interest, if any, under the Individual Retirement Custodial Account remaining
unpaid at the death of Depositor, or upon death of last to die of Depositor and Depositor's spouse if Depositor is to receive benefits in a form payable tc
depositor and depositor's spouse.

2. Unless otherwise provided on the face of this designation, each payment is to be made pursuant to this designation (a) shall be paid in equal shares to
such of the primary beneficiaries who are living at the time such payment becomes due or (b) if no primary beneficiary shall be living at the time such
payment becomes due, such payment shall be made in equal shares to such of the contingent beneficiaries who are then living.

3. If no beneficiary designation is made, or if no beneficiary is living at the time that distribution is to be made, the balance remaining shall be paid to
Depositor's estate.

1 DESIGNATE THE ABOVE as beneficiaries under the Provident Ind
ment Account, and revoke any previous Beneficiary Designation.

vidualRetire-
DEPOSITOfl'S /
SIGNATURE

•
DATE

FORM 2024 (6/63)
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CIRCUIT COURT OF MARYLAND

STATE OF MARYLAND
Plaintiff

VS,
Defendant

PART 1

ITEMS:

PROPERTY RECEIVED AS EVIDENCE BY THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

DATE: /9J7 CASE MO. O"

Placed in custody of Clerk or designee:

By &B/fHKt'• O£ 1^ 1^//5 -ĝ - Police Dept.

i.i fJi'dfj A - —Jd t///-Sr)

b.

PROPERTY NO.

of Uicjria/s /?UT6r??d •#',£. Si (V)

2.

3. f /r 6 ~T6 A

.-iij

Kfh 0!< rt
4 . A7 T / .f,'? b.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

Q*

5 - fi TMi] fz

r-, ,z# en £ 'LJJcsJr,/-/ c/ir/cA o-

Officer Date Clerk or Designee Date

PART 11

Evidence Returned To:

lie turned By:

Officer

Clerk of Court or Designee

Police Department

Date:
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CIRCUIT COURT OF MARYLAND

STATE OF MARYLAND
Plaintiff

VS.
Defendant

FART 1

ITEMS:

3.
4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

-15-.

DATE:

PROPERTY RECEIVED AS EVIDENCE BY THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR SOMERSET COUNTY

CASE NO. - 00

Placed in custody of Clerk or designee:
!

Police Dept._

PROPERTY NO.

V a T d gtffif H- - ^^/ a )

J~ J

—( ^-p

f
.-—J

n J

— C
X

or-

Ln-j) •/ /// Laudb

,-/.oog of L&UrfbZv tfoo.ro

rl ( h

17.

18.

19.

20.

- „ • • . -

Afti - of •oh P. )

tdf4'/TF

EflTl i'/c

r/r-d / 6 S

'/?:77o Aj C)M t~Y

Officer Date Clerk or Designee Date

PART 11

Evidence Returned To:

Returned By:

Officer

Clerk of Court or Designee

Police Department

Date:

• .
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DAiE PRINTED: FEBRUARY 22, 1991

CASE NO. 86CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

CHARGES: COUNT 01 MURDER

STATUS DATE:
BAIL AMOUNT^$75,280

ACT DATE: 03/31/86
BAIL TYPE: PROPERTY
SURETY BOND NO:
BAIL PARTY: STANLEY KOSMAS
BAIL ADDRESS: 6702 GARVEY ROAD BALTIMORE MD 21237

TUS TYPE:

PROSECUTOR:
SCOTT BHELLENEERGER

ATTORNEY:
PETER G ANGELOS
GARY J IGNATOWSKI
RUSSELL J WHITE
RICHARD M KARCESKI

APPEARANCE ENTERED:
APRIL 22, 198A
MAY 7, 1986
AUGUST 18, 1986
OCTOBER 31, 1990

DATE

APRIL 22, 1986

SEPTEMBER 8, 1986

PROCEEDING

ARRAIGNMENT

TRIAL

JUDGE

JUDGE FRANK CICONE

JUDGE FRANK CICONE

JUDGE JAMES SMITH

CASE TYPE: INDICTMENT

SEPTEM B ER 25, 1986 M18 C HEA RIN G

NOVEMBER 26, 1990 MISC HEARING

FEBRUARY 25, 1991 TRIAL

FILING DATE: MARCH 27, 1986

01,. MAR. 27,1987 BENCH WARRANT ISSUED.

02. APRIL 1. 1986 BENCH WARRANT SERVED,

03. AP RI i... 2 8 , 19 8 6 D E F E N D A N T ' S R E Q U E S T F 0 R IN S P E C I 10 N

AND DISCOVERY.

04. MAY 7, 1986 DEFENDANT'S PLEA OF NOT GUILTY.

05. MAY 7, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR BILL OF
PARTICULARS.

06. MAY 14, 1986 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
M0T10N F0R DISC0VERY AND INSPECT10N .

07. MAY 14, 1986 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR BILL OF PARTICULARS.

08. MAY 26, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS
UNLAWFULLY OBTAINED STATEMENT.

ACTION

APEARNCE ENTRED

POSTPONED
BY: COURT

CASE FINDING

COMPLETED



I) A I E P RIN T E D : F E B R U A R Y 22, 1991

CASE NO,. 86CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

Q9. MAY 26, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO COMPEL
DISCOVERY.

10. AUGUS1 21, 1986 DEFENDANT WAIVES RIGHTS TO SPEEDY
TRIAL AND MARYLAND RULE 4-271. CASE TO BE RESET.

11. SEPT. 8, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR REMOVAL WITH
APPROVAL FROM THE STATE.

12,. SEPT, 17, 1986 STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO
DISCOVERY,

13- SEPT, 19, 1986 N0TICE 0F HEARING DATE.
(SEPT. 25, 1986)

14. SEPT. 25, 1986 HEA RING HAD. DEFENDANT'S MO110N
FOR CHANGE OF VENUE HEARING-GRANTED. CASE TO
BE REMOVED TO THE CIRCUI1 COURT FOR SOMERSET
C 0 U N T Y . 0 R D E R T 0 B E F11... E. D .

1!:>. O C T . 1 , 1986 ORDER OF COURT THAI THE CASE BE
REMOVED TO SOMERSET COUNTY. (EEC)

16. OCT. 6, 1986 ORIGINAL PAPERS SEN! TO THE
CIRCUIT COURT OF SOMERSET COUNTY PER ORDER OF
COURT. (EEC)

17. NOV. 14, 1986 ST A1 E ' S S U P P I... E M E N T A I... A N S W E R I 0
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION.

18. DEC. 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

19. DEC. 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

20. DEC. 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

21. DEC. 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

22. JAN. 2 , 1987 S T A I E ' S S U P P!... E M E N T A I... A N S W E R T 0
D E F E N D A N T ' S M 0 T10 N F 0 R DIS C 0 V E R Y AND IN S P E C H O N .

23. JAN. ':> , 1987 S T A T E ' S S U!::' P L E M E NT A L ANSW E R T 0
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION.

24. APRIL 9, 1987 CERTIFIED COPY OF DOCKET ENTRIES
RECEIVED FROM THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET
COUNTY.

25. FEBRUARY !:> , 1987 JURY FINDS THE DEFENDANT
N 0 T G UIL T Y 0 F M URDER (FIR S T D E G R EE.)



DATE PRINTED: FEBRUARY 22, 1991

CASE NO. 36CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KOSMAS , STANLEY MICHAEL

F E B R U A R Y 5 , 19 8 7 J U R Y F IN D S TIIE D E F E N D A N T
G U11... T Y 0 F M U R D E R (S E C 0 N D D E G R E E . )

26. MARCH 20, 1987 C0UR1 SENTENCES THE DEFENDANI TO
THE CUSTODY OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTION TO
A TERM OF 26 YEARS, DEFENDANI TO BE GIVEN CREDIT
FOR TIME SERVED. (2 -09 -87) COMMITMENT FENDING

27. FURTHER ACTION DELIVERED TO THE SHERIFF OF
SOMERSET COUNTY AS PER COPY FILED.
A P R11... 3 , 1937 N 0 F IC E 0 F A P P E. A L AND C E R TIFIC A T10 N
OF SERVICE.

28. OCT. 19, 1990 CASE RECEIVED FROM THE CIRCUIT
COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY ON MOTION FOR
R E M 0 V A I... AN D 0 R D E R . " D E F E N D A N T ON B A11.. " .

29. OCT. 19, 1990 S T A T E E X HIBITS R E C EIV E D FR0 M
CIRCUIT COURf FOR SOMERSET COUNTY"EXHIBITS
IN VAULT".

30. NOV. 26, 1990 HEARING HAD IN RE: BAIL CONDITION
MODIFICATION REQUEST •••• DENIED. CONDITIONS OF BAIL
TO REMAIN THE SAME.

31. NOV 28, 1990 DEFENDANT'S PETITION FOR

MODIFICATION OF CONDITIONS OF RELEASE,

32. JAN 7, 1991 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS,

33. FEB. 1 !:>, 1991 S I A1E ' S ANSWER TO DEi:- ENDANT ' S M0T10N
FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION.

DIS P 0 SIT10 N S: S EPT EM B E R 25, 19 8 6

COUNT 01 MURDER
PLEA: FINDING: REMOVAL
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Not <35 protty as Horn,
bud still a terrific parevdl

Happy Motor '



125F 21 31

74720"00426

\Z DEFENDANT'S
EXHIBIT ,j

5F235M 00522-002
E-62

125F02935

DAD



ad, we hope your Father's Day

Will be a hajDpy.day,

We hope you'll have a sunimer

You'll ejTJjoyjn everyway...

And on this special day,

We want to tell you, too,

It means very much, to us

To have a dad like you!
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DANIEL M. LONG
ASSOCIATE JUDGE

(Etrcittt (Qouvi for js>nlitersct (Enmity

FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF MARYLAND

P.O. BOX 279

PRINCESS ANNE. MARYLAND 21853-0279

S e p t e m b e r 2 0 , 1990

TELEPHONE
(3O1) 651-1 630

Scott Shellenberger, Esquire
Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Richard M. Karceski, Esquire
305 W. Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204

Gen 11emen:

I am in receipt of a
from Richard M. Karceski,

letter dated September 18, 1990
copy of which was to have been

sent to Scott Shellenberger.

In response thereto and for the record, there has nev-
er been a "firm" date of October 15, 1990 established for
retrial of the Kosmas case in Somerset County. Early on
this Court advised the Baltimore County State's Attorney's
office that our Court had previously set Somerset County
cases for that week in October. While this Court has done
its best in the past to accommodate the State and defense
in setting and hearing cases from Baltimore County, I know
of no rule that provides that either the State or defense
will schedule cases in this jurisdiction.

My advice is that counsel meet and confer, and inform
this Court of your intentions regarding retrial of this
case. We would prefer that the case be retried in the ori-
ginal jurisdiction because of our backlog of cases, however,
if that is not possible we will work with all parties to
arrange a convenient time to rehear the case.

DML/lf
cc : file

rrriel M. Lo o



LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARO M. KARCESKI
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS
THOMAS K. SWISHER

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

309 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

REPLY TO:
D ELLICOTT CITY/(301) 750-7080
• TOWSON / (301) 583-1325

November 14, 1989

The Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins
Judge of the Circuit Court
Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Dear Judge Simpkins:

Pursuant to our recent telephone conversation, I am enclosing
my client's Waiver of Speedy Trial and trial pursuant to Maryland
Rule 4-271. It is my understanding that the Court will allow this
case to be set for June, 1990. Furthermore, it is agreed that your
replacement or some other judge will preside over the retrial of
this case.

Messrs. Pulver and Shellenberger are aware of and agree to
this procedure.

Russ and I wish you well in your retirement.

fully,

d M. Karceski

RMK:clt

cc: Michael Pulver, Esquire
Scott Shellenberger, Esquire



.

STATE OF MARYLAND

Plaintiff

vs.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

Defendant

* * * *

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

SOMERSET COUNTY

Case NO.86CR00423

* * *

WAIVER OF SPEEDY TRIAL

Stanley M. Kosmas, by undersigned counsel, having been

advised of his constitutional and procedural rights to a
II

speedy trial agrees to waive or give up such right with the
fj

understanding that a trial date for the retrial of his case

be set for June, 1990, before a Judge other than the

Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins.

H s r T KARCESKI
3454 Ellicott Center Drive
Suite 204
Ellicott City, Maryland 21043
(301)750-7080

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this '1 day of November,
1989, a copy of the foregoing Waiver 'of Speedy Trial, was
mailed, postage prepaid, to the Office of the State's
Attorney for Somerset County, Court House, Princess Anne,
Maryland 21853, and to Michael Pulver and Scott
Shellenberger, Office of the State's Attorney for Baltimore
County, County Courts Building, 5th/FTbpr, Towson, Maryland
21204.

RICHA-RDM. KARCESKI

X . • . • . • . - * • - ; • . ; . - . - - - . - - . . . . . . . , . J , . ' ^ . - , . - . . . . . . . , . . . . - , . > . • . • - : - _ , , _ . . , ...... . . , . . , , •;:••--•••••• • •



STATE OF MARYLAND

vs.

STEVE KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

* *

MOTION TO

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE: 86 CR 00423

* * * * *

DISMISS

Steve Kosmas, by undersigned counsel requests that this Court

dismiss the above numbered indictment for reason that he has been

denied his constitutional right to a speedy trial as guaranteed by

the Sixth Amendment to the United States Constitution.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
White & Karceski
305 West Chesapeake Avenue
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 583-1325
Attorney for Defendant

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this s) day ofQffrrM iQi-r M

1991 a copy of the aforegoing Motion To Dismiss was mailed, postage

prepaid, to Scott Shellenberger, Assistant State's Attorney for

Baltimore County, County Courts Building, 401 Bosley Avenue,

Towson, Maryland 21204.

RICHARD M. KARCESKI





LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS
THOMAS P, BERNIER

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

REPLY TO:
• TOWSON / (301) 583-1325
• ELLICOTT CITY / (301) 750-7080

HAND DELIVERED

February 20, 1991

The Honorable Robert E. Cahill, Sr.
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

RE: State vs. Kosmas
Case No.: 86 CR 1648

Dear Judge Cahill:

FEB 20 |99t

HGH ROBERT £CAHiU,SR

Enclosed is a Memorandum of Law in Support of Defendant's
Motion to Dismiss which Motion I have previously filed with the
Clerk. It is my understanding that this Motion will be argued on
February 25, 1991, just prior to the__commencement of Mr. Kosinas's
trial.

Karceski

RMK/gak
Enclosure

cc: Scott Shellenberger, State's Attorney



LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELUCOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELUCOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
E L U C 0 T T C r T Y ' MARYLAND 21043

RICHARO M. KARCESKI Q TOWSON/(301) 583-1325
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS • EUICOTT CITY / (301) 750-7080
THOMAS P. 8ERNIER

September 18, 1990

The Honorable Daniel Long
Circuit Court for Somerset County
Court House
Princess Anne, Maryland 21853

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 00423

Dear Judge Long:

Recently I have been informed that you have requested
Assistant State's Attorney, Scott Shellenberger, to research the
issue of whether the Kosmas trial can be returned to Baltimore
County for re-trial. After speaking with Mr. Kosmas concerning
this matter, it is his election not to oppose the Court's
initiative to send this case back to its original jurisdiction.

A few weeks ago, I forwarded a number of Subpoenas to the
Clerk of your Court for service in preparation of Mr. Kosmas'
trial. I received word from the Clerk that the October 15th trial
date was indeed not a date assigned to Mr. Kosmas for his trial.
It had always been our understanding that a firm date had been
established for trial on that day. In that the case is not to be
tried on October 15, 1990, I would appreciate that this matter be
resolved as expeditiously as possible and that this letter be
considered as Mr. Kosmas' request for a speedy trial in this
matter.

Respectfully,

Richard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
cc: Scott Shellenberger, Esquire

Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County



DATE PRINTED: OCTOBER 24, 1990

CASE NO. 36CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

CHARGES: COUNT 01 MURDER

ACT DATE: 03/31/86 STATUS DATE:
B AIL T Y P E : PR 0 P E R T Y B AIL A M 0 U N T : f 7 5 ,2 8 0
SURETY BOND NO:
BAIL PARTY: STANLEY KOSMAS
BAIL ADDRESS: 6702 GARVEY ROAD BALTIMORE MD 21237

STATUS TYPE:

PROSECUTOR:
MICHAEL PULVER

ATTORNEY:
PETER G ANGELOS
GARY J IGNATOWSKI
RUSSELL J WHITE

DATE PROCEEDING

APRIL 22, 1986 ARRAIGNMENT

SEPTEMBER 8, 1986 TRIAL

8EPTEMBER 25, 1936 MISC HEA RING

FILING DATE: MARCH 27, 1986

APPEARANCE ENTERED:
APRIL 22, 1986
MAY 7, 1986
AUGUST 18, 1936

.JUDGE

JUDGE FRANK CICONE

JUDGE FRANK CICONE

CASE TYPE: INDICTMENT

01 .

02.

©3.

©4.

©5.

06,

07.

03 .

©9.

MAR. 27,1987 BENCH WARRANT ISSUED.

APRIL 1, 1936 BENCH WARRANT SERVED.

APRIL 23, 1936 DEFENDANT'S REQUEST FOR INSPECTION
AND DISCOVERY.

MAY 7, 1986 DEFENDANT'S PLEA OF NOT GUILTY,

MAY 7 , 1 9 8 6 D E F E N I) A N T ' S M 0 T10 N F 0 R B11... I... 0 F
PARTICULARS.

MAY 14, 1936 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
M0T10N F0R I)ISC0VERY AND INSPECT10N.

MAY 14, 1986 STATE'S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION FOR BILL OF PARTICULARS.

MAY 26, 19 8 6 D EFEN D A N T 'S M 0 T10 N T0 S UPPR E S S
U N I... A W F U I... I... Y 0 B T A I N E D S T A T E M E N T .

MAY 26, 1986 DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO COMPEL
DISCOVERY.

ACTION

APEARNCE ENTRED

POSTPONED

BY: COURT-

CASE FINDING

10. AUGUST 2i , 1986 DEFENDANT WAIVES RIGHTS 10 SPEEDY



DATE PRINTED: OCTOBER 24, 1990

CASE NO. 86CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

TRIAL AND MARYLAND RULE 4-271. CASE TO BE RESET.

11. S E P T . 8 , 1 9 8 6 D E F E N DAN T ' S M 0 T10 N F 0 R R E M 0 V A I... W11H
APPROVAL FROM THE STATE.

12,. SEPT. 17, 1986 STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO
DISCOVERY.

13. SEPT. 19, 1986 NOTICE OF HEARING DATE.
(SEPT; 25, 1986)

14. SEPT. 25, 1986 HEARING HAD. DEFENDANT'S MOTION
FOR CHANGE OF VENUE HEARING-GRANTED. CASE TO
BE REMOVED TO THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET
COUNTY. ORDER TO BE FILED.

15. OCT. 1, 1986 ORDER OF COURT THAT THE CASE BE
REMOVED TO SOMERSET COUNTY. (FEC)

16. OCT. 6, 1986 ORIGINAL PAPERS SENT TO THE
CIRCUIT COURT OF SOMERSET COUNTY PER ORDER OF
COURT. (FEC)

17. NOV. 14, 1986 S T A T E ' S SI) P P L E M E N T A I... A N S W E R T 0
DEFEN D A N T ' S MOT10N F0R DISC0VERY AND INSPECT10N.

1 8 . D E C . 8 , 1 9 8 6 S T A T E ' S M 0 T10 N A N D 0 R D E R T 0
S U M M 0 N 8 T A N GIB I... E. E VID E N C E . S U M M 0 N S IS S U E D .

19. D E C . 8 , 19 8 6 S T A T E ' S M 0 T10 N A N D 0 R D E R T 0
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

20. DEC, 8, 1986 STATE'S MOTION AND ORDER TO
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE, SUMMONS ISSUED.

21. DEC. 8, 1986 8TATE'6 M0TION AND 0RDER T0
SUMMONS TANGIBLE EVIDENCE. SUMMONS ISSUED.

22. JAN. 2, 1987 STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND INSPECTION.

23. JAN. 5, 1987 STATE'S SUPPLEMENTAL ANSWER TO
D E F E N D A N T'S M 0 T10N F0R DISC 0 V ER Y AND IN SPE CTION.

24. APRIL 9, 1987 CERTIFIED COPY OF DOCKET ENTRIES
RECEIVED FROM THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET
COUNTY.

2 5 . F E B R U A R Y 5 , 19 8 7 J U R Y FIN D S TI-I E D E F E N D A N T
N 0 T G U11... T Y 0 F M U R D E R ( FIR S T D E G R E E . )
FEBRUARY 5, 1987 JURY FINDS THE DEFENDANT
GU11... T Y OF MURDER < 8EC0ND DEG REE . )

26. MARCH 20, 1987 COURT SENTENCES THE DEFENDANT TO
THE CUSTODY OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CORRECTION TO



I) A IE P RIN T E D : OCTOBER 24, 1990

CASE NO. 86CR1648 STATE OF MARYLAND V. KOSMAS, STANLEY MICHAEL

A TERM OF 26 YEARS, DEFENDANT TO BE GIVEN CREDIT
FOR TIME SERVED. <2-09-87) COMMITMENT PENDING

27. FURTHER ACTION DELIVERED TO THE SHERIFF OF
SOMERSET COUNTY AS PER COPY FILED.
A P R11... 3 , 19 8 7 N 0 TIC E 0 F A P P E A L. AND C E R TIFIC A T10 N
OF SERVICE.

28. OCT. 19, 1990 CASE RECEIVED FROM THE CIRCUIT
COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY ON MOTION FOR
R EM 0 V A I... AND 0 R D E R, " D E F E N D A N T ON BAIL".

2 9 . 0 C T. 19, 1 9 9 0 S T A T E E X HIBIT S R E C EIV E D F R 0 M
CIR C UIT C 0 U R T F 0 R S 0 M E R S E T C 0 U N T Y" E X HIBIT S
IN VAULT".

D i s P o s i T :i: o N S : s E P T E M B E R 25, 19 8 6

COUNT 01 MURDER
PLEA: FINDING: REMOVAL



~ LAW OFFICES

WHITE & KARCESKI

RUSSELL J. WHITE
RICHARD M. KARCESKI
SUSAN MCMILLAN DAVIS
THOMAS P. BERNIER

REPLY TO:
• TOWSON / (301) 583-1325
• ELLICOTT CITY/ (301) 750-7080

305 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
SUITE 100

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

ELLICOTT RIDGE PROFESSIONAL CENTER
3454 ELLICOTT CENTER DRIVE

SUITE 204
ELLICOTT CITY, MARYLAND 21043

February 4, 1991

Clerk, Circuit Court for
Baltimore County

County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: State of Maryland v. Stanley M. Kosmas
Case No: 86 CR 1648

Dear Mr. Clerk:

Enclosed please find a Subpoena Duces Tecum which I would
appreciate you filing in the above-referenced matter.

Thank you for your coopera

Ve

li chard M. Karceski

RMK/amk
Enclosure

FILED
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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
1 11 P£NN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

NAME:

NUMBER:

DATE: PFC
5 - 1
? 1 198*

PHOTOGRAPHY BY:

DR.:

96
Brian

2

K. SH«k



STATE'S
E X H I B I T , ^

HI h



DATE TAKEN

T i «t£

PHOTO 3Y

OFFENSE 9

LOCATION

REMARKS





OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
11 1 PENN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

NA.VE:

NUMBER:

DATE: .11
8
JM

XA£-

5-
1

PHOTOGRAPHY BY:

DR.: JOHN E. SMIAl

19 fi
198S

Rickv E.

EK. M n.

2

2 DEFENDANT'S
E X H I B I T ^



EXHIBIT SHEET



i \tmmntw.r.- m ,,.

vs.

MHIBIT8 /OH

KO.

2O

PATS

3 A A/

ID/EVIDENCE D5SCJUPTI0JI

6. 6

/* t-^y fa.—



EXHIBIT SHEET

cast t



II V \l MJSVf AS
M XKI v I. A SI- A. KO8MA8



u V



III M. ^i

Page_

STATEMENT

S4*TV/LJ~' ^LI* id- ^i*

JLJh & /h^ />uJ2j-

WITNESS:

WITNESS:

Statement Concluded: Date/7-?/-P^ Time

Signaturê Q Wtfslydl

Form #14-A



Page_

STATEMENT

Statement Concluded: Date Time
WITNESS;

WITNESS-
Signature_

Form #14-A



Page_

STATEMENT

r^/ ~JT s1}Q£f(j OJX JL.

WITNESS:
Statement Concluded: Date

— A^
Signature ^

Time

WITNESS:

Form #14-A



Page_

STATEMENT

w /**-*«.*ip**t ^^t ••*#** ,a*

WITNESS:

WITNESS:

Statement Concluded: Date

Signature_

Time

Form #14-A



Page

STATEMENT

Statement Concluded: Date Time
WITNESS:

Signature_
WITNESS:

Form #14-A



Page

STATEMENT

,K i /vJ., / <T\ __ A ' / V/T
J t l & f ("* J*L/*-rs.*l-f -

J / y

/ / , f wtJ-C-t J/ £< /.// &?

(J.

fr
3/L*y

( v^' . ^Srv ̂ //i fA J. /"VC« A-<-<Tf

^ 1A/^TY ^

<>Jr ~^7tr? /LS ^

^y . - / ^

G -
0 /

/,»r^///Tm ^v , z/,x .^ '-3*^1 ^ fy

ti' *
yJvV/^

s? 'JLIZZ ?/ <2*
1 • * * < •

^ /9X sf\'~f /-T. ^^7-T^ jl ^1 D

WITNESS:

WITNESS:

Statement Concluded: Date Time

Signature_

Form #14-A



STATEMENT

Page s
A

a 0
Cu ^HO -14-r/ .? r ^-^J-.-M < n \

f)
77

/ I
(7

At, S.SX KffJ' S-CCS

f\J, 1A fjftur fi \Y^^-( •

^O

>Co

fjr-ri nt.P

6?

/—j

/

sSsyvt^J; >€s{. s*-f sC/sn*

JlL

t\

^c

-77 JT ' CfiA,-* ~S

Statement Concluded: Date Time
WITNESSj

WITNESS:
Signature

Form #14-A



M .

Page

STATEMENT

fl,

/-/

V

/ /

T

A / .

/>

>/
jr J -r

A

( / .i it /»

•/? *f ^

/

/

"7

<-*^( r$ clcz

P C '

ry

( /

_ , __•

2-
_K_2_

^ _ _ _ , ; j

/ # . ;>

^ / /

/

J

/

y
ri

• «J. „„

rt' Li r / r t •-/'f / /

a

b
! ->

" * - f-i

CcJ~

1

h
f

i

&.

•jrC

K
.. J • /

/

T ^
/

7

WITNESS^
Statement Concluded: Date

Signature

Time

WITNESS:

Form #14-A



page

STATEMENT

A*AJC ? </

,r.~?,a(~?^J_ ,:!.. / rrz<
jff s J Art ̂ / .r.r .^>

&£a
V !/

1—2

,V.1A S>1 M P,,J,:± o, 0
•S*.,a
Q A > /&r ^^1

v

irz^fL. *-& ̂
LjJT . ^/Vi-vi-r-5« .

(7

WITNESS:

WITNESS:

Form #14-A

Statement Concluded: Date

Signature

Time



I
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So

u

Z.



CASX §

YS.

HXMIBIT8 FOB.

wo. PATX .ID/EVIDENCE PSSCBIPTIOJf

3



Page

STATEMENT

^ut,

Jt/fir Jj&- u. Ay 77^ 6/Jce /7~

•s-r SiiuJ f

AM. /'77 7W

0- A//)

^:%m^
A- JZS.

7 5

WITNESS-

WITNESS: //. / /

Statement Concluded:

Signatu

Time /9 V<3

Form #14-A
7

^
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Page_

STATEMENT

A'

<3

S

Ac
A.

/r

WITNESS:

WITNESS:

Statement Concluded: Date

Signatur

/<?</"?

Form #14-A



Page 3

STATEMENT

- (2A*)
7 S

A'

Amy

Jr

a- 4s A
u

VJOS A/,.

<<d> /& 77/AT-

Statement Concluded:

WITNESS:

Form #14-A



Page y
<

<L/<?

WITNESS:

WITNESS:

Statement Concluded:

Signature

Form #14-A



Page_

4-
STATEMENT

/)//) Vo/v <rV^

- /~7-

A-

JL
7

W-

~ J)/A
y

A-

Az.

y///r?

WITNESS-

WITNESS;

Form #14-A

Statement Concluded:

Signature



Page Ga

STATEMENT

K/ots J^C^A{S y ^ /7t^r ^^>ee
<3yJ *£r /&£

tUJs&s-* tfsts /)/za/)peQjf

WITNESS-

WITNESS

Form #14-A

Statement Concluded: Date /Z-Zo

Signature_ CJX\AJCJJIP

y /ess-



• .



Page /_

"T^AT M f t t ^ jNtŜ  klcST £r*A^rAcJT ~X^

WITNESS-
ent Concluded: Date Time

WITNESS;

Form #14-A



STATEMENT

Page_

J*I^ .QL L>( X
£.)) ) l W J \ o

Jfin ^ .

Art

Q I v

A

to \.(.

<-Q(TH
U

tM
fck Ttk

- 0,0 Vnu
TH AT /*

ft - AT At L

Statement Concluded: Date

WITNESS1

Form #14-A



Page

i
STATEMENT

- QiD WAE(A you

T>I<\T co<rH A

THAT UJ>AS

MhbC Ttit (JiJ-

I I^1^^"** ^ ***~ * y

o/J

So
AT

CLOU.UL

WITNESS

WITNESS-

dfl±i€
tement Concluded: Date

c
Signal

Form #14-A



Page
. •

STATEMENT

A - d> J- TVtiuk
IT To

ujf\<> MZTy

\t>

1 A A

A- f\Ub
-L- LU>f\<> #£/*-><£ \

fllO Pl&OVCT

\K! (A

WITNESS-

WITNESS:

tement Concluded: Date lfl-77-flATime

Form #14-A



Page O

STATEMENT

A- BuT TM fjp-r S<.igp AP/A
TVlftT

( T

til&CCl Ap-/flT

A -

X

X
X

X

X
X

WITNESS:

WITNESS-

Form #14-A

Statement Concluded: Date /Q-ZZ-g6Time {Q\Q>
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EXHIBIT SHEET
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N.C.I.C. YES NO
BALTIMORE COUNTY POLICE DEPARTMENT

PROPERTY INVENTORY
CC NUMBER E 672 O$;

CRIME LAB RESULTS:

Positive Negative

DATE OF CC NO.
12-18-'85

STATION
PRECINCT 9

( This section for the use of the Property Room only )

DATE AND

RECEIVED BY

RECEIVED FROM

WHERE STORED

PROPERTY RECEIVED OR RECOVERED: DATE

PRISONER

12-20- 19. TIME 1320 HOURS ( s t a r t )

( Name )

TAKEN OR OBTAINED FROM

( Address)

( Name ) ( Addres

OWNER OR CLAIMANT
( Name) ( Address ) ( Telephone )

FOUND OR RECOVERED AT FROM VICTIM AND INSIDE '73 CADILLAC, MD.REG. " BXC 630 "
( Number And Street )

REMARKS: EVIDENCE COLLECTED AT CRIME SCENE AND/OR BODY INVESTIGATION

CHECK ONE OF THE FOLLOWING:

PHOTOGRAPHED YES XX NO

TYPE OF INCIDENT J HOMICIDE

(Lost & Found)
ABANDONED •

(Prisoner's or Victim's only)

SAFEKEEPING •
(All confiscated property)

EVIDENCE find

I N V E S T I G A T I N G OFFICER O f f o C h a r l e s JACKSON ?64_5

T

-«-v

T*

•r*

- * •

>

• t

NOTE-: Item numbers must run consecutively

DIST.
CODE

^28

' 28

' 28

1 28

* 28

* 28

28

* 28

S 28

ITEM
NO.

2-

3

%

5

6

7

8

(v
10

QUAN.

— —

1

1

1

1

1

1

-

_

ARTICLE

HAIRS

MEDALLION

CLASP

STRAP

HOOK

STRAP

BAG

GRASS

PAPERS :

The above named property has been marked f

DIST./DIV. CODE:
02- Investigative 10-Dundalk
03'Towson 11 • Essex
04- Cockcysville 72- Fullertan
05- Garrison 13-Edgemere
07-Woodlawn 14- Parkville
08- Wilkens 15-Eastern Traffic

APPRDVFn RY •

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
(Including identification marks)

BOX OF HAIRS FROM V I C T I M ' S BACK INSIDE AUTO

GOLD COLORED NECKLACE MEDALLION FROM BACK SEAT

GOLD COLORED CLASP FROM NECKLACE ,FR0M BACK SEAT

GREEN ELASTIC CORD WITH HOOK,FROM R T . F R T . FLOOR

GREEN METAL HOOK (FROM ITEM 5)FROM LFT.FRT.FLOOR

1" LEATHER/CLOTH STRAP FOR LEATHER BAG,LFT.REAR FLOO#

LEATHER CARRYING BAG,ZIPPER TYPE, CONTAINING A B L A C K / ;

YELLOW BASEBALL HAT & A VISOR, FROM LFT.REAR FLOOR

GREEN VEGITATION,STUCK TO BACK OF RT.FRT.SEAT

IUMEROUS PAPER ITEMS FROM GLOVE BOX, FROM RT.FRT.FLOOR '

PROPERTY
ROOM USE

-

(

i

IT iHentifirntinn hy thp I rnrlpr*; ignorl in thf> following mnnnpr TAGGED/ INITIALED

16- Central Traffic 22- Central Records 28 - Crime Lab
17 - Western Traffic 23-Data Processing 29 - Crime Reduc.
18- K-9 24- Communications 30-Narcotics
19-P.R.I. 25-Jail 31- Vice
20- Training 26 - Intelligence
21 - Administrative 27- Tactical

n r r | r F R DET. D. READ # 1208

n
n

W z

o *
vO
VJl



DISPOSITION OF PROPERTY " • -

TAKEN

&P

(LlL/<
MI

S/Aac
K/A^A

OUT BY

/ JL /

I.D. #

^ /

/

f'

ITEM
NUMBER

f
\

j

23-Z-/O

Jti - 7
%?-<?

DATE

fit?

r /

3~Z7-%

C / (/C

TIME

of3 $

//Vj "

/#£&

RETURNED BY

• A ••,;', .- / , //

I.D. #

g

/ -

/

/ /

DATE

/

/ V

TIME

/ ^ - ^

/z?o

CLAIMANT'S RECEIPT

RECEIVED FROM. PROPERTY A<;

NAME H A T F 19

ADDRESS.

RECEIVED FROM. IN THIS INVENTORY AS ITEM.

. DATE 19.

ADDRESS.

IN THIS INVENTORY AS ITEM.

NAME . DATE- 19

FORM * 15R REV. 4' 2 1 / 7 5



-

N.C.I.C. YES NO
BALTIMORE COUNTY POLICE DEPARTMENT

PROPERTY INVENTORY

•

CRIME LAB RESULTS:

Positive Negative

CC NUMBER

DATE OF CC NO.

STATION

( This section for the use of the Property Room only )

DATE AND TIME RECEIVED

RECEIVED BY

RECEIVED FROM

WHERE STORED _

PROPERTY RECEIVED OR RECOVERED: DATE

PRISONER

19.

C Name)

TAKEN OR OBTAINED FROM

C Address)

TIME

AGE

OWNER OR CLAIMANT

FOUND OR RECOVERED AT

REMARKS:

( Address )

( Address } ( Telephone )

( Number And Street }

CHECK ONE OF THE FOLLOWING:

PHOTOGRAPHED YES NO

(Lost & Found)
ABANDONED f~

(Prisoner's or Victim's only)
SAFEKEEPING | |

(All confiscated property)
EVIDENCE •

TYPE OF INCIDENT

NOTE: Item numbers must run consecutively.

INVESTIGATINGrOFF-KlERFfe
DIST.
CODE

ITEM
NO.

QUAN. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION pFf ROPERTY
( Including idekti fi cation marks )

PROPERTY
ROOM USE

\

The obove named property has been marked for identification by the undersigned in the following manner:.

DIST./DIV. CODE:
02^ Investigative
03•Towson
04- Cockeysville
05- Garrison
07 - Woodlawn
OS-Wakens

10. Dundalk
11-Essex
12- Fullertan
73- Edgemere
14- Parkville
15- Eastern Traffic

16-Central Traffic
17-Western Tmffic
18- K-9
19-P.R.I.
20 - Training
21 •Administrative

22- Central Records
23* Data Processing
24- Communications
25-Jail
26-Intelligence
27-Tactical

28 • Crime Lab
29 • Crime Reduc.
30-Narcotics
31- Vice

APPROVED BY:

FORM » 15 REV. M 21 /75

OFFICER:

n
z

i
03
m
XI



r
•

DISPOSITION OF PROPERTY

• • • »

TAKEN OUT BY I.D. #
ITEM

NUMBER DATE

2-21'-?,

TIME RETURNED BY I.D. P DATE TIME

CLAIMANT'S RECEIPT

RECEIVED FROM. PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS INVENTORY AS ITEM.

NAME . DATE J9_

ADDRESS.

RECEIVED FROM. PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS INVENTORY AS ITEM.

NAME . DATE- .19.

ADDRESS.

RECEIVED FROM. .PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS INVENTORY AS ITEM.

NAME . DATE- 19

ADDRESS.

F O R M » 1 5 R R E V . 4 / 2 1 / 7 5
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF MARYLAND

NO. 8

September Term, 1988

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS V

STATE OF MARYLAND

Murphy, C.J.
Eldridge
Cole
Rodowsky
McAuliffe
Adkins
Blackwell,

JJ.

Opinion by McAuliffe, J.

Filed: July 25, 1989
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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

NAME: ' ' i n n n / vt^/zr^y

NUMBER: S 5 - 1 Q f i 2
DATE: DEC 21 1985
PHOTOGRAPHY BY: BRIAN K. SUCK

0 R . THOMAS D. SMITH,





OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STRZET

BALTIMORE, IV.ARYLAi-D 21201

4NAME:

NUMBER: 8 5 "5 1
DATE: j l l f j 1 1Q89
PHOTOGRAPHY BY: Ricky E. Jacobson

DR.: JOHN F. SM'fl' Fi-: i» n.





OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

NAIVE:

NUMEER: ft F^ - 1 Q fi 9.
DATE:

85-19
JUM 1 1989

PHOTOGRAPHY BY: Ricky E.

DR.: 10HN E. SMIAI FK >•' n-



I



I

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

NAr."E:

NU.VBER: 8 .5 " 1 9 8 2
DATE: .HIM 1 1Q89
PHOTOGRAPHY BY: Ricky E. Jacobson

DR.: )OHN E. SMIALEK. M.D.



DEFENDANT'S
EXHIBIT * A



OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201

NAME: /MAMA

NUMBER: 8t) -1962
:

DATE: OEC 2 1 1985
PHOTOGRAPHY BY: BRIAN K. SLACK
0 R . THOMAS D. SMITH, C





OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER
111 PENN STREET

BALTIIViORE, MARYLAND 21201

NUMBER: R f j " 1 9 6 2
DATE: HIM 1
PHOTOGRAPHY BY: Ricky E. Jacobson

DR.: JOHN E. SMIALEK. M.D.



2AL1NM0RE COUNTY
POLICE DEPARTMENT SUPPLEMENT •s DIV I 2s. =C. 3s CC NUMBER

is OFFeNSEilNCIDENT 5s VICTIM/FIRM NAME LAST FIRST MIDDLE 6s DATE-ORIGINAL flt

7s SUPPLEMENT STATUS: CON'T. FOLLOW-UP
8s. IF MULTIPLE CLEARANCE. LIST C C. NUMBERS

DO NOT REPEAT RESULTS OF PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION. CLARIFY DATA. SCHEENING FACTORS. PROBABLE CAUSE. ETC. ENTER ANY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
N A R R A T I V E : DO NOT SUMMARIZE UNLESS NECESSARY

PAGE
NO.

10s NAME (LAST. FIRST. MIDDLEI DOB.

ARREST
DATA BCI NUMBER, ARREST NUMBER. MISC. INFO.

11s BLOCK
NO '2s

ftr x^M-M- Tivg

U^o>^J ir-i fr

D.

3".

'SO TV^S

hSCREENING
'ACTORS

HVISED
-TOTAL

13s

INITIAL
REVISED

17s. DisUiOulion:

Cent. Rec

Older _

8s. INVESTIGATING OFFICER

21S. REPOBT REVIEW 22s. REPORTING AREA

1 is CASE CONTINUANCE

16s
TOTAL

FACTORS
1 ̂ APPROVAL

D - CENT. REC. 24s. TELETYPE NUMBER

20S. DATE

S\

15s. CASE
STATUS

OPEN

EX.
CLEAR

SUSP.

CLOSED

^ <

I—I

••

m
$
r>
JP

o
p
7

•r

CD
m
33



3ALTIM0RE COUNTY
POLICE DEPARTMENT " •"

/^4s OFFcNSE/INCIDENT .

7s SUPPLEMENT STATUS:

•ORM11

CON'T.
_ . _ . , . _ DO NOT REPEAT RESULTS OF PRELIMINARY

• N A R R A T I V E : DO NOT SUMMARIZE UNLESS NECESSARY

SUPPLEMENT
5S. VIQTIM/FIRM NAME

FOLLOW-UP ^ ]

LAST

/•A
8s. IF

FIRST MIDDLE

MULTIPLE CLEAR*

2s PC 3s CC N U ' / K H v

6S OATE^IG.NAL PgOHT

NCE. LIST CC. NUMBERS

INVESTIGATION CLARIFY DATA. SCREENING FACTORS. PROBABLE CAUSE. ETC ENTER AW ADDITIONAL ^FORMATION

PAGE
NO.

10S • NAME (LAST. FIRST. MIDDLE) D.OB

ARREST
DATA SCI NUMBER. ARREST NUMBER. MISC. INFO.

S BLOCK
NO 12s

ft- T W N ?

Pr

-fV

ft
"TVHs

A-

j C-r

A-

r 13s

INITIAL
SCREENING

'ACTORS
VISED ' REVISED

OTAL

7s. D>stnDutKW

I Cent. Rec

I Oeteclrve.

i Other ±
-Juv._

- In te l .

18s. INVESTIGATING OFFICER

, QSi.
1.0.

21S. REPORT REVIEW 22s. REPORTING AREA .

14s CASE CONTINUANCE

16s TOTAL
FACTORS

19s. APPROVAL

\<yp • CENT. REC.

23 !9S5

20s. DATE

. TELETYPE NUMBER

15s. CASE

STATUS

OPEN (X

CLEAR LI

SUSP. •

CLOSED [

Vs



BALTIMORE COUNTY
POLICE DEPARTMENT

H CIIDDI C5SCMT11 SUPPLEMENT ilv I 2s °C 3s c

4s OFFENSE/INCIDENT 5s VICTIM/FIRM NAME LAST. FIRST. MiDCLE

t s . IF MULTIPLE CLEARANCE. LIST CC. NUM3EP

6s OATE-CRIGiNAl. RtPO"T

7s SUPPLEMENT STATUS: CONT. • FOLLOW-UP [
DO NOT REPEAT HESULTS OF PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION CLARIFY DATA. SCREENING FACTORS. PROBABLE CAUSE. ETC ENTER ANY ADDITIONAL •NFGRMATiCN

N A R R A T I V E : DO NOT SUMMARIZE UNLESS NECESSARY

IPAGE
NO.

/ u s BLOCK
NO

10s NAME (LAST, FIRST. MIDDLE) O.O.B.

ARREST f
Q A T A ! BCI NUMBER. ARREST NUMBER. MISC. INFO.

VJ\(H. fV

fi OCt^t

vj

SCREENING ' 3 S

ACTORS I INITIAL
VISED

• OTAL
REVISED

17s DislriDutioo

I Cent. Rec

I Detective.
Other £ A4-

-Juv._

-Intel . .

18s. INVESTIGATING OFFICER

21s. REPORT REVIEW

-A-
22s. REPORTING AREA

14s CASE CONTINUANCE

TOTAL
J B S FACTORS

19s. APPROVAL19s. AP

- CENT. REC.
rr m/\

MQ EC.

'--•tC 231985

e 1
24s. TELETYPE NUMBER

20s. DATE

l

15s CASE
STATUS

OPEN

EX. /
CLEAR

SUSP.

CLOSED

D
D
D

m
>
9
a
oN

U
M

a:
rr



- DEFENDANT'S
EXHIBIT



-»

MATTSON:

KOSMAS:

MATTSON:

KOSMAS:

MATTSON:

KOSMAS:

MATTSON:

KOSMAS:

MATTSON:

KOSMAS:

MATTSON:

KOSMAS:

MATTSON:

KOSMAS:

MATTSON:

KOSMAS:

MATTSON:

KOSMAS:

MATTSON:

KOSMAS:

- DEFENDANT'S
EXHIBIT

Can I get something to drink?

This cold, uh, it's terrible.

What are you driving? I didn't see your car, see any
car out there. Somebody drop you off? You want something,
Steve?

•

No.

A small hot chocolate, please. No, no thank you.
Yeah, thank you honey. Uh, man, I'm telling ya.
Well, have you heard from these people. You haven't
heard from them? They haven't called you at all?
Want to get out of here?

My father and mother (inaudible)

Are the kids home?

They're at Mike (inaudible) house.

Up Mike's?

Yeah. Down Mike's. And uh, and uh, (inaudible).
I'm going to answer whatever questions you have.

Were the police in the house?

One time they came to the house to notify me that they're
after (inaudible).

They've been to my house, brother, and they're leaning
on me. Because, remember when she went to the police
and did you tell her what I told you about that? You
know? When she did that, my name's in it, and uh —

(Inaudible)

They did, the police did?

(Inaudible) That I would want my attorney there,
(inaudible), what I'm holding back, my attorney here,
uh, I told my attorney and he told me that (inaudible)
a house full of people in that house, a house full of
people, my daughter —

•

Who was there? Who was home, Alexis?

Alexis, my youngest kid —

Gregory, They were sleeping or awake?

Alexis had just turned her light out in her bedroom.
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What, what, what time Maria get home?

Let's see, I don't know, because the person that
brought her home said that she brought Maria home
and Maria told her, what she usually did, Maria went
to the house and the woman stayed until Maria came
into the house, and that night, uh, Maria told her,
she said, don't wait for me because I'm going to the
house and I'm going to the car, and you just go ahead,
so the delivery woman said okay, then she told me
that she pulled away and Maria was getting into her car
on the driver's side and this was about quarter to one.

At a quarter to one?

Quarter to one. —

Yeah, but you told me that she come into the house
and talked to you.

She did but I don't know what time she came in.

You told, you phrased it, Steve, Christ, here's the
thing, we got to get our stories straight, man, if
they, if they talk to us, if they talk to us, they
are going to want to talk to us separately and maybe
together, I don't know what their gonna do, look, you
told me she got home about quarter to 12. You thought
it was about —

No, no, not true, because we don't close the place
until quarter of 12, 12 o'clock.

And she got home about when?

Well, I would imagine —

Midnight?

No, —

When did she ask you for the money?

I don't know that, because I don't have a clock in my room,

Man, we gotta know something.

The thing is, they, I don't know what they have together,
I don't know what time Maria came into the house because
when the delivery woman, Edna, said she went into her
car, —.. :. <> .

What did Maria do?

I don't know.
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(Inaudible) The first thing you told me, she came
into the house and asked you for the money.

That she did, I don't know what —

And what time was that?

I don't know.

Michael, and then you said later on Michael came home.

Michael came into the house.

What time did Michael get home?

Michael says that he thinks he came home somewhere
around maybe 1:30, quarter to two, somewhere around there.

I don't know what Michael told the police. Has he told
them anything? Have they talked to him?

Yes. Michael said that all they know is that I was in
the house and the kids were in the house (inaudible).

Yeah, he told me that. Did they come home and they
were making a little bit of noise and you came downstairs
and you heard them.

And as I (inaudible) steps of the foyer, the door was
opening, (inaudible)

Do you, let me tell you what the problem is, let me tell
you what the problem is. I found the body. They think
that I found the body so fast, that I have guilty
knowledge of it, and they're, and they're leaning on
me brother. I'm, now I'm not gonna cooperate, I'm not
gonna cooperate with em and you know that, I'm not gonna
give em any information.

Inaudible.

Look, you were, you were looking for somebody, Steve,
to do her in.

I don't know anything about that.

Steve, come on man. You came to me about it.

Inaudible. • • *

Did Michael say that you said it to him.

No, no, Mike, I told Mike right in front of the police.
The only thing I told Mike was, Michael, (inaudible)
statement here, I said, If anything happens to me,
I said; If anything happens to me, Michael, (inaudible).

- • • > • • 7...T • • • " • ' - - . ' • . - • : : \ . ' - • • ' , ^ ; . ':V/:-\-^.^7^'.- : • . • • •
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Uh huh, I remember that. I remember —

That's what I said, Uh, anything happening to me could ,
be a number of things, that's all.

Well, it ain't happening to you brother, it's happening
to me. They're leaning on me, they're not leaning on
you.

(Inaudible) that's all I know about it.

Well, I'm sorry that I found her, I'll tell you that.
I'm sorry I found her. You can believe that.

As far as — j2

Did they tell you how she died? Do you know how she
died?

They haven't said a word to me.

They, they haven't told me either, I don't know.

I have a feeling, I'll tell you what the feeling is,
I have a feeling that Maria has been going, running
out with, (inaudible), yeah, I will tell em, I have
nothing to hide, because you know, Maria was caught.

We caught her right, ."okay, we caught her, we, we did.

I caught Maria in the fea-seme-nt at nine o'clock at night.

I remember that, yeah.

You caught her in a motel after work at 4:30. I caught
her in a car with him at ll_:0Q, so she was caught, at
night (inaudible).

What was that?

(Inaudible) f) . <<-.

Oh, that young man looked like (inaudible), wasn't it.

A little bit.

It did, didn,'t he? Yeah, whew, man it is cold. Brr.

(Inaudible)

Here's the, here's the thing, look, you told me, you
told me that when she came home, she come to the room
and asked you for money, you told her don't, don't
bother you, you'd give her money the next day. Did
she tell you why she wanted that money?

•• •" .a
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NO.

Gosh, and you know, and with, and with all that
contract talk going around, Steve, Jesus Christ,

(Inaudible). I don't know about that, I'm just
telling you what I know. (Inaudible). She was
caught after work, she was caught at lunch time,
(inaudible), I have a feeling that when she (inaudible)
at night, when she comes to the restaurant, and she
tells me she's gonna leave, go ahead, get out, get out,
I mean, (inaudible) kinda joke about it, what the hell,
she doesn't.want you, and then I'd leave, and then I'd
come home (rfrauaitotey^and then at one» two, three or
four, whatever, sometime in the morning, and I think
that's what the hells been going on, because she's been
caught every other time, during the damn day, at-day,
at night, lunch, in the afternoon, and I think that's
what the hells been going on, for her to tell Edna,
don't wait for me, I'm going to the car, I know what
she said.

She told Edna that?

She told Edna that and Edna told the police that and
when Edna took off, Edna said that she saw her getting
into the driver's side. Now, I don't know what time
that, what did she do, did she go to the car, did she
get in the car and go somewhere to meet someone, did
she go away from the house, I don't know any of these
things, I told the police, I told Angelos that and he
told me, Steve, as long as you can substantiate (inaudible

Only, only thing is did she talk to you before Michael
came home or after Michael came home about the money?
That's, that's you know, we've got a time element problem
here, because I can't, I can't substantiate where I was
brother.

She told me that she was, uh, no, no, no, I don't know
what I'm talking about, what am I thinking of, uh, I,
well, all I know is —

She told, well, was Michael home or not, God Damn, Steve.

No, No, I, I don't think Michael was home.

Then it was, was it before one o'clock or 1:30?

It was probably before 1:30, I don't know if she came
home at 1:15, uh, and whatever she did, if she did,
and Michael came home shortly, I don't know.
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Who do you think did this? Do you think Harris did it?

I have, I don1t know. \

Who do you think did this?

I have no idea. I have no idea. All I do know is that
since the restaurant has opened, it's taken all of my
time, I talked to Father (inaudible), he said, Steve,
you better get yourself together because you've got
(inaudible) and that's when I told Maria, Maria was
getting (inaudible) she stayed, she could have left,
nobody was (inaudible).

Did she tell you she was leaving?

No, she said if I decided to leave, you know, just̂ , what
kind of a divorce would we have, would it be a peaceful
one, I said (inaudible), I don't know whether I might
contest it and she said, I wouldn't want (inaudible),
No, I don't want people to know (inaudible) and that was
one thing that (inaudible) she always wanted to know how
I would react as far as (inaudible) quiet thing, would
people know (inaudible), I said do whatever you want,
you have determined that (inaudible) I said do whatever
you want, I said I told you (inaudible) if you don't want
to stay, if you want to leave, leave, but get yourself
an attorney (inaudible).

Well, well, let me tell you something. They were after
me about when she was down in Florida, Miami, when she
went away for two weeks in the summer time. You remember
when she went away? She went for two weeks down her
mother's house, last summer;: You do remember?

Well, I tell you the truth, (inaudible) she said, Steve,
look, leave my office. She said, I don't want you to stay,
(inaudible) at work or home or anything else. She said
the issue is (inaudible) as long as what you're telling
me. She said, just stop at that point and tell anyone
that wants to talk to ^

If any, but anyone, but I'm not anyone, Steve, I've been
with you from the very beginning on this, you know, you
confided in me from the beginning, we, we were, you know,
we were, we, we, we did this together, wei.i.caught her,
we caught her in adultery situations together, you know,
we talked about it, what we were going to do, I advised
you to get a divorce.

(Inaudible) you know that's all I've ever said to be
(inaudible)

Well, —

(Inaudible) uh, her parents, uh, (inaudible) —
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Did you kill her, Steve?

No, I didn't want to have anything to do with her.

Did you?

(Inaudible)

Are you sure, brother?

No.

God Damn.

MATTSON:

(Inaudible), let me tell you something, I'm sure, cuz
I've been in the house, I mean, I was in the house with
my kids. (Inaudible), they're coming hard.

Yeah, —
i

You know?

— yeah, they're coming hard, they're coming after me,
not after you, they're coming after me.

I expect them to come hard and you know what, I've been
home, I, that can be substantiated, they can ask all the
kids and everything else, a house full of people and
Alexis was up until, she didn't turn her light off until
midnight, she didn't turn it off until midnight, and uh,

Remember, remember when I, I talked to you Wednesday,
it was Wednesday, I talked, remember I called you
Wednesday, and after, after I said that, you're men
had called me I said, I called you and asked you when
was the last time you had seen her? You told me Monday
night, you had told me she had asked you for money and
then she went downstairs and then you don't know what
happened to her.

No, I didn't say that she went downstairs, I just said
that she —

She left your room.

She left the room. The light was never turned on.
^(inaudible) ,she said, I need money and I said, Maria,
^i'm ti r e c^ anc^ I'm sleeping right now. I said, I'll
give it to you in the morning, and that was it. I
didn't even see her. Uh, uh, at this point I didn't
even know what time it was, because —

They told me the time the other night, I got them all
written down, Steve.
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Okay, if she would have come directly to the house,
immediately, —

Here's the problem. Let me explain the problem to you.
Look, I, I do everything by a way I have to by law.
I'm required by law to (inaudible) that I'm into, okay,
I've noted everything you've told me that night. Now,
the police want my record. I'm going to make them
subpoena my record. I'll be fuck if I'm giving em
to them. I ain't gonna co, I'm not cooperating with
these people. But I'm going to have to give them these
records, Steve, and what you told me the other night,
God Damn, it's different what you're telling me now man.

(Inaudible), give them the records as I told you the
other night. Give it to them because I told you that,
that's what I told you and that's what I'm saying is
the whole picture changes when a woman comes in, as I
said, no, she didn't go into the house, she went to her
car, and I saw her opening, getting into the driver's
side of the car. Now, what I told you, that has changed
my story too, because what I told the police at the
Essex Police Station is different from what I told the ^
police who came to my house for questioning —

Why three different stories?

The, the whole story is the same (inaudible), everything
else (inaudible).

Edna told the police she got into the car?

Yes. They questioned her for an hour and a half in the
restaurant. And this is what Edna told them —

She went over and got in, Maria went over and got into
Cadillac?

Maria, when, she said, I'm going to the car, and Edna
told uh, what she told me, that she went over and she
saw Maria get into the driver's side1 of the Cadillac.

Um hum.

Now, that's the only part of my story that has changed,
which can alter the time that I gave —

Yeah.

— like I say, you know.

God Damn, I (inaudible)

• • * * * * • • •
•-•**•-•«•-
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That's all that I can tell them.

I know but, but, here's the thing. They know I've
been following her and, and, and uh, they know that
I have it recorded every time I followed her, and
every time you'd call me to follow her, I got it down.
I'm, I'm required by law or lose my license. I can't
afford to lose my license. They're too hard to get
number one and I followed her, and they got all these
times down, and the only time I.caught her was the one
time where I caught her with f̂ j-y'iAg at the motel which
you know all about. I don't have to tell you all that,
you knew all about that.

What, what (inaudible) sort of, you know, when I was
talking to her, I told her that, you know, man, Listen,
I've got all the different times you've been to lunch,
you know, and uh, how many times you (inaudible), I
didn't have all that but I was trying to get her bent
all out of shape, that I had all these times recorded
and dated, and that's when she began to get bent out
of shape.

Well, all of it is recorded that I have. Everything
that I have is except for the papers that I've given
to you and the photographs and all that.

But, that was the (inaudible), she thinks that I had

She thought you had a lot more?

Yeah, that I had a whole damn file —

And then you got Halrxis telling the police that you
knocked the window out of the car.

Well, you know, I'm not denying that, I'm not denying
that, I've never tried to be violent to her, or whatever,
and uh, —

Who was driving that day you knocked the window out?
She —

She was.

She was. And you knocked his side out?

Yeah.

You knocked his side out.

So, you know, like I said, you know —
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Well, that should, man, that's you know, that's, that's
a violent act, to have Harris come forward and say, and
Ha-feis is coming forward even though he, you know, he's
not gonna hide nothing cause he's scared, because he's
such an important man in this company. He's scared, too.

Man, like I said.

And any of them mother fuckers that are coming after me,
you know.

I know, I know, well you can tell them that, that you
followed him a number of times.

I ain't, I ain't telling them nothin.

If they ask you, if they subpoena or they ask you —

They asked me to take a polygraph. I told them I ain't
taking no fucking polygraph. Why am I going to take a
polygraph? I have't done anything wrong. But what did
your lawyer tell you about a polygraph? Don't take it?

He said I don't have to take a damn thing.

Oh, you don't have to take it, but it would clear you.

Well, you know, the thing is, uh, if they have, uh,
if they, if they want to charge me with this, if they
want to, they've got a lot of damn proving to do, uh,

Well, it's a tough situation, brother. It really is.
A tough situation.

As far as them trying to prove that I've been violent
with her, I mean, you know, hell —

Here's the thing, look, I've been, I've been straight
with you with you all along during this whole investigation
I've told you everything I knew, I've done everything I
could for you, and now, and, and I warned you that she
went to the police and not to do any crazy snit.

(Inaudible)

And, and I, I, remember, what I'd call you; what a month
ago, and stay the fuck away from her.

Right, and you know, what, I have stayed away. You can
ask the people at work. I don't even go near her at
work. In fact, I hope they call the people that —

Well, you can bet your ass they're going to.
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And I hope they do, Ed, because you know what?
I stay away from her.. She's the one, it will
come out, you know, when they pursue their investigation.
It'll come out that she is the one who always pushes me
out. Get out, get out, get out. In fact, I'm starting
to believe that what she does —

Well, you know, she's, you know, she's told you to leave
Stefanos, she's down there working. All you got to do
is ask Mike or whoever, whoever else works with her.
I'm sure she doesn't leave down there and go run the
fucking streets.

I know that, but you know when I come (inaudible).

Oh, you mean she isn't coming right home?

(Inaudible).

Oh, that's what she's doing.

What the hell's going on? She wants me out of there.

Did you catch her with somebody lately? Have you caught
her with anyone lately?

You know one thing that people (inaudible), you get
phone calls, I answer the phone —

They hang up? , .. ,

It started going on at the restaurant. (Inaudible) phone,
they hang up.

Yeah, I'll tell you, Steve. Look, I can still investigate.
See, I can still legally come out here and investigate,
even though the police are doing it, I can still do it.
Maybe we can find out who she was running with, and maybe
this is the fucker that did this to her. Maybe, any idea?
Any suggestions? Think, man, think.

(Inaudible) I don't have any damn thing to hide.
(Inaudible).

You got this all written down?

I have a little diary.

Yeah, I know, I know you had told me before you kept,
kept something.
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And uh, you know, she was going to her girlfriends,
(inaudible) she was leaving at 7:30, and at 9:30 I
called and I (inaudible), Is Maria there? She says, Maria,
no, she's not here, she left about 7:30. Maria's not
her, I went down myself, you know, (inaudible) she wasn't
there yet, I said, well, anyway, I thought maybe she
changed her mind, I din't want to embarrass her, then uh,
later on, uh, when she finally did get there, I said,
Where were you? I was worried about you and she said,
Well, I went to Eastpoint first, and uh, then what,
and she said, Then I went to Valeries after Eastpoint.

Uh huh.

So, well, I, I was at that time, (inaudible), so
I'm going to check the damn mileage and Eastpoint
(inaudible) Wilson Point —

Uh huh.

(Inaudible) her speedometer reading showed (inaudible
miles.

That's a long distance, 88 miles. Remember, remember
when Wayne, Wayne talked to both of you, that was after
we caught her in the adultery situation. Did, did
Wayne apparently know that you were, you had said that
you were going to get a contract on, Wayne apparently,
that was brought up in a conversation.

•

No, I, no, I didn't, no I never discussed —

You didn't discuss that in front of Wayne?

No, (inaudible), anything about it, that I, like I said,
I didn't want anything to do with her, I had given up
on her.

You should have just divorced her. That's what the
fuck you should have done.

I, you know, I tried, but I never -

What I tell you. When I told you to get that lawyer
and get a divorce, take half the property and half
of the (inaudible), and get the fuck out of there.
I told you that, didn't I tell you that how many times?

I never, well, I never said anything about it. I should
have just told her Maria, whatever the hell you want,
I said, get yourself a good attorney and do whatever
the hell you want.
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Look, Steve, look, suppose they, (inaudible) suppose they,
they, get a Court Order to get on that polygraph, or to
pull my license, and they asked me, Did Steve ever
threaten Maria's life to you, or ask you to do something
about it, and I say, No, and it comes up a fucking lie,
what am I gonna do? Tell me what I'm gonna do, man?

Sure, (inaudible).

No, no, no, that machine don't make that many mistakes.
That machine don't make that many mistakes.

(Inaudible).

God Damn, I warned you not to do nothing like that —

No.

Fucking what happened, you got to go right out and do it.

I have not done anything to her, I was at home, I haven't
done anything, I —

Oh.

— done whatever she wants, uh, I —

Look, Steve, I want you to know that, look, I'm your
friend, and I'm not gonna hurt you. Take my word on
it. I'm not gonna, look, cause I'm in it just as
deep as you are unfortunately, I got to go out and
find her, right, the great fucking detective, the
Sherlock Holmes of Towson. I've got to go out and
find her. I'm sorry I found her now. I really am,
because now it looks like, looks like I had something
to do with puttin her there, because I found her so
fast, they've been looking for her for three days and
don't find her and then I go find her in five minutes.

Well, I don't know when they started looking for her.

You called to report it what day?

Tuesday or Wednesday.

Tuesday or Wednesday, I find her Friday morning.

So I don't know, all I know is that I'm (inaudible).

Listen, I'm, I'm, I'm, I'm going to start, I'm going to
start digging around and see what I can find out. What
was she wearing that night, do you remember? What were
the clothes she had on. Now think. You saw her.
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I think I told the police that she had on sort of like
a dark blue denim.

Urn hum.

Denim, and uh, uh, I think she had on a, sort of like a
white sweatshirt.

White sweatshirt.

Yeah, and you know.

Well, what kind of jacket was she wearing? Do you
remember that?

No.

What does she wear?

I don't —

I can't remember what she wears, I only saw her in warm
weather, I never saw her in cold weather.

I can't, I don't remember any jacket. But, but, but I
really remember (inaudible) saw her at the restaurant
and I remember her —

What purse did she have with her?

I, you know, I don't even know.

I'm, I'm gonna get out of the damn red, I'm gonna find
out what the fuck happened to her. I'm gonna have to.
I have no alternative.

Well, like I say, I don't remember, uh, any, uh, purse
or anything, you know, the only thing I remember is that
she was, you know, in the carry out and uh, she (inaudible)
and denim and it was like a white top, a white top and
I think something, like uh, I don't know, letters in
the front or something, something that kind of thing —

Uh huh. I know, I'm not, when I saw her she was just,
she was just in the automobile. Did they tell you where
she was in the car? Do you know where she was in the
car? Look, they ain't said nothing to me, if they
ain't said nothing to you, they're only leaning on me,
you know, just, you know.

They haven't said a word to me.
•

You sure you didn't do this to her?

• V-r
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No. I have not done a thing to her. In fact, I told
her mother (inaudible) her mother came (inaudible) to
my house.

Well, when I was there, she came there.

Okay, you were there —

I was there, brother.

(Inaudible)

But, but you know, the threat in front of Michael, man,
you, you threatened her in front of Michael, you.

I never, never —

Why would Michael lie?

I think there was just a misunderstanding of words.
What I told Michael, if anything happens to me, Michael,
that I have some money is a safe deposit box, and uh,
make sure that you get that. That's what I told him.

(Inaudible) that does your mother in.

No, that's not what I told him.

Alright, then what, that's what Michael says you said.
Why would Michael lie on you? Michael's, Michael's a
nice boy, Michael's not a bad kid, Christ.

I don't know, and that's, you know, you're gonna have
to ask Michael about it.

Yeah, I'm gonna have to, I'm, you're right, I'm gonna
have to talk to Michael. God Damn. Were all the kids
home? All three of them home?G ttfajy-y Alexis and Michael?

Right now?

Yeah, they all at the house? They all living at the
house or are they all, all staying up with Mike and
uh, —

(Inaudible) Michael is with a friend. Alexis is
(inaudible)

When, when, when is she, she's being laid out where?

Uh, we're having a showing tomorrow at —

What time?

• • ' , • '
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Two o'clock, two o'clock, first viewing.

Two to five and then —

Two to four.

Two to four, well, I, well I want to come, you know,
I got to come pay my respects, you know, I feel I've
got to do this, she, she was your wife, and I want to
come pay my respects to her. Where you going to
intere her? Where's she gonna be buried?

(Inaudible)

Where's that?

Woodlawn.

Out at Woodlawn.

I think it's Windsor Mill Road.
vS

Do you think that Stcfanos is gonna be there?

At first he didn't want to. He said (inaudible)

(Inaudible) they're coming after me, then I'd have —

— and the funeral director said (inaudible) he called
and pick up the body.

The funeral director tell you the cause of death?

No.

Did you ask him?

Uh, wait a minute, no. I think the funeral director
said something about because she had, to bring a scarf
or something.

Why?

(Inaudible)

How do you think she died?

I don't know.

I don't know either. I wonder. Do you think she
was shot?

(Inaudible)

Stabbed?
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I don't know. The police just told me that she was
(inaudible). That's all I know.

What's your opinion?

I have no idea. I haven't seen her.
even seen the car.

I haven't

Well, I saw her and I saw the car but I couldn't
tell how, how she, was, was deceased. You know,
I could see she was but I don't know how, what
method was used. But this is, uh, man, you, you
know, I'm gettin all of this (inaudible), it's
costing my fuckin'license, I can see it now. Goodbye
P.I. license. And all these years to get em. I'm
gonna lose em over this, God damn.

And that's all he told me.

Ahh.

He told me, the funeral director told me that the body
was discolored, and I said, I said, discolored (inaudible)
I said well, from the neck down (inaudible), I would like
to have a closed casket. He said, I can understand that,
then —

Where, Where's Rucks?
near what?

Is it, it on Harford, Harford

Echodale.

Oh, Harford and Echodale. Okay.

There's going to be a closed casket and then I wanted
a picture of Marie (inaudible).

Well ~

(Inaudible)

Well, Steve, Steve, what bother me is when we caught
her either, you, you, okay, you were an agitated husband
and you made some bad threats, because you were upset.
Okay, I understand that and I, I warned you, don't
hurt her, I said don't hurt the woman, get•a fucking
divorce, get away from her, get, you get the kids
part of the time, you said you didn't want to lose
your family, I understand all of that, I, I, I, I
understand all of that, and now, this comes up, man,
you know, this, this —

• ; . • •
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Well, Ed, like I said, I did nothing to her. I even told
her in front of her parents, Maria,; if you don't want
to be here, then just get yourself a good attorney and
then just, and uh, her parents were there and they heard
it, now what her parents want to tell the police, well,
that's up to them, but I do know (inaudible).

The only problem is, you got a lapse in time, from the
time Michael came home and the time Edna dropped her off.
You got an hour lapse of time in there and, and if they,
they zero in, I, I mean, I just don't know how accurate
these Medical Examiners are but they're pretty accurate,
if they zero in on that hour, brother, you got a problem,
and I can't account for my time for that hour, or that
two hours, I, you know, I can't account for my time
either, they're going to swear to Christ we'er in a
conspiracy together.

The only thing is that, she went to her car, and uh,
I don't know, they, they, had to, you know, shit, where
the hell she is gone. I don't know where the hell she
went.

You're the one, here, here's the thing, Steve, she
couldn't have went far because she had to come back
into the house and ask you for money at some point
in time. Mike, you said, you don't think Michael was
home so, it was between midnight and one o'clock that
she had to ask you for this money.

Okay.

So you know, I mean, you, you ain't, I'll tell you what,
your alibis got a hole in it, man. I'm telling you it
does. You think I'm joking, don't you?

No, I'm not

Your alibis got a hole in it. You better think, think
about it right now, man. Let's talk, look, we, we've
got to be concise and together on this.

Man, I tell you something. (Inaudible), I'm not going
to make stories up about it.

You don't have to make stories up, but lets be concise.

I'm telling you exactly what I knew. (Inaudible).

Well, you got from midnight until 1:00 a.m., then she
talked to you some time in that time period.

No.

.



" F0RM1T CRIMEREPORT

OCCURRED

Spousal Assault

"IT" XL.
Y. _

331

I loin
2. PC.

5. LOCATION

T. _ ,

6702 Garvey Rd.
CITY-STATE-ZIP

21237
a. TIME

REPORTED
M. D. 27 85

3. C.C. NUMBER

E - 579 875
6. TYPE OF PREMISE

residentia

1000 Tue
(%. VCTIM/FIRM NAME (LAST. FIRST. MIDDLE) SEX-RACE-DOB

W/F fi-6-45
10. VICTIM/FIRM ADDRESS CITY-STATE-ZIP

11 VICTIM EMPLOYMENI/SCHOOL

Wp^tinahouse Defense Plant
12. OCCUPATION - HOURS

0900-i
13. sen.

,sbr
14. RESIDENCE PHONE

-q 1 1 1
15. BUSINESS PHONE 16. NO. OF

VICTIMS

17. NATURE OF INJURY(S)

visable
CONDITION 18. FORCE/WEAPON USED

handgun
19. VICTIM HOSPITALIZED • WHERE?

N/A
PHYSICIAN

20. CID INVESTIGATOR

pp+.n.Pfnn+s
21. MEDCAL EXAMINER 22. PROPERTY DISPOSITION 23. BODY DISPOSITION

24. INVESTIGATIVE INTERVIEWS: P • PARENT. G • GUARDIAN. !• INTERVIEWED.

NAME

Michael Kosmas
SEX-

W/M
-RACE-AGE

16
ADDRESS

S.A.#5
RESIDENCE PHONE

S.A.#14
8USINESS PHONE FACTORS) RELATION

SUSPECT(S)

25-1. SUSPECT ONE: ARRESTED
WcArON-OcSCHIPTION

handgun 25-2. SUSPECT TWO: ARRESTED a
WEAK)N^)ESCfilPTION

NAME (LAST. FIRST. MIDDLE)

Kosmas. Stanley Michael
A U A S : <

"Steve"
NAME (LAST, FIRST. MIDDLE)

AOORESS

S/A # 5
PHONE

S/A 14
SEX

M
'RACE'

W
DOB OR AGE

8-13-3
HT.

5-07
WT. BLD.

med
EYES | COMP.

Brn
HAIR & STYLE

JBTD

SEX RACE DOS OR AGE HT. WT. BLD. EYES COMP. HAIR & STYLE

CLOTHING - CHAflACTERisTKS CLOTHING-CHARACTERISTICS

MISCELLANEOUS:

SUSPECT VEHICLE.

26. VEHICLEfSt

-SUSPECT -

-TARGET

-STOLEN

-RECOVERY

• OTHER

•••
D

27. YEAR 28. MAKE 129. MODEL |30. STYLE

MISCELLANEOUS:

. 131. COLOR (TOP/BOTTOM) EQUIPMENT - CHARACTERISTICS

33. VIN: 34. REGISTRATION STATE
INFORMATION

YEAR TAG

36. METHOD OF THEFT/EVIDENCE OF TAMPERING 37.VEH. OWNER

39. LOCATION OF RECOVERY -PC. 4a RECOVERY BY:

42. TOW COJSTORAGE LOCATION- OATE-TIME-ORIVER 43. VEH. PROCESSED 44. VEHICLE HELD

35. T Q LOST
3 O STOLEN

38. LOSS VALUE

41. RECOVERY VALUE

45. TELETYPE NUMBER

46. CRIME SCENE TECHNICAL WORK: NONE CRIME LAB [ I ] FIELD TYPE:

PHYSICAL EVIDENCE
'47. POINT OF ENTRY 48. DIRECTION - MEANS OF TRAVEL 49. PROPERTY DESTROYED 50. LOSS VALUE

- MEANS USED (BE SPECIFIC)

STOLEN PROPERTY

52. SECURITY SURVEY INFORMATION
REQUESTED • COMPLETED O . REFUSED • OTHER

53.
ITEM

PROPERTY TAKEN

-

BRAND-OESCRIPTION-IDENTIFYING MARKS. ETC.

?*• . -V - - j~ ' •

- <• • - .

LOCATION MODEL SERIAL NUMBER VALUE ^

{ 54. ARE SIMILAR CRIME/SUSPECT ACTION(S) KNOWN? ^ § IF YE& "^ c c NUMB6R )(^55. TOTAL LOSS VALUE:

IS ANY FORM OR TYPE OF M.O. PRESENT? IF YES, DESCRIBE

INVESTIGATING OFFICER: CAN CRIME BE SOLVED WITH INVESTIGATION AT FIELD LEVEL?
56. MISCELLANEOUS: (CONTINUATION. CLARIFICATION. AND ANY PERTINENT DATA NOT CONTAINED ABOVE.)

On 8-27-85 I received a telephone call from the victim. Mrs.Kosmas stated she felt her

husband (suspect) was going to kill her. She further stated (

^he had threatened to kill her several times
f 60. DWnOuoon:

57. CASE ASSIGNMENT

C . I . D .
58.

TOTAL SCREENING FACTORS
61. INVESTIGATING OFFICER

let. D.Pf outs

j
12

58. CASE
STATUS

OPEN [

EX
CLEAR

CLOSED
oo



BALTIMORE COUNTY
POLICE DEPARTMENT SUPPLEMENT

Spousal Assault"
L

St. VICTIM/FIRM NAME LAST, FIRST. MIDDLE

' • Kosmas, Maria

2s. PC.

9
3s. C.C. NUMBER

E 579 875
6*. DATE-ORIGINAL REPORT

8-27-85 •
SUPPCEMENTSTATUSi -CONT. FOLLOW-UP-

8s. IF MULTIPLE CLEARANCE. LISTC.C. NUMBERSMULT

n/
_ DO NOT REPEAT RESULTS OF PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION. CLARIFY DATA. SCREENING FACTORS. PROBABLE CAUSE. ETC. ENTER ANY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

N A R R A T I V E ; 00 NOT SUMMARIZE UNLESS NECESSARY: • -

PAGE
10*

ARREST
0ATA,

NAME (LAST. FIRST. MIDDLE) 0.0.8.

BO NUMBER. ARREST NUMBER Misa INFO.

11* BLOCK
NO.

In- the-past- few, months and on: several of those occasions he had pointed a handgun at
h e r w h i l e - m a k i n g t h e s e t h r e a t s ^ . - • ^ • : ' - ^ - ' ' • • - ••• "•:• .''^-*-r ?•:>•• -.'•--?•: • • • - • • : • '•' ;

'-.Mrs>Kbsmas agreed to meet wi th me orr Friday 8-30-85 to- discuss the matter further.
(Even though the* threats, were against her life-Ms.Kosmasr stated she f e l t safe- irr the

present srtuatiorr- ,-fTving' with her husband and Friday- would Lre convienent for her

:-to i*-fttr • ' m e v " ) ' * " ^ ^ ^ ^ y^?-*'?,^
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Michael told- me his father said, "lrrrr going to have your mother k? I led, but if I donrt

make- It PIT time- I. want you? to have, the- key to the safe deposit box so you could make

the"

1' ask MTchael what rris reply? was to-. h is father and he said it was something- to-

• the effect of "come PIT dad you don't reail-ly mean that"> lthen ask Michael if he thought

his father wouId^carry^'out'thrsf j>larr^'Michael said "Ireal Ty think: he would'V •''--.•;

hfs father threaten to k i l I h-is.

mbther.'He^ sa\d h& had^ hearcf fir severa;[-;'times'when- his parents would argue at^

<• .'M' H e s a r d d u r r h g : t h o s e a r g u e m e r r t s h e - would? t r y , t o - g e t b e t w e e n h i s , p a r e n t s t o p r o t e c t h-is
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asked Nrfchael what he thought hfs father ment by h is statement " . . . i f I don't

'maka-lt ra;^rmew>"V MTchaer"sarrf''K?:a-Ya.ther thought Marra(vrctim)- would t r y to ki 11 -"
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at th is time.

She also added that during t h e i r marriage th is was the f i r s t time her husband

began to become physical ly; abusiveto her>(ref to Dec.84)

Mrŝ Ka's'mas.ma inly "wanted '4^'Wb> I fy^the:Vp(?r'rce'"department of these-:events irr case
her husbarrduwere to-1 carry" ou^the- tftreat.:* ^ • I '

for^now l iv ing in t h i s present- s i tuat ion,

and that she wouId dot nothing* over-the weekend but would contact7 me in- the middle of

t h e w e e k o f S e p t 2 - 6 , 8 5 . . v j " ' • - " • " ' . ' • ' • ' • ' • > T ' V : ' ' ; ' - : • ' ' '

InvestTgation wFI-l' be suspended pending contact with the victirru
" " • • ' . - . - ! • : • • ' • ' • :
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5*. VICTIM/FIRM NAME LAST. FIRST, MIDDLE

Maria

( f CID
2». pa

•9
3s. C.C. NUMBER

E 579 875
6s. DATE-ORIGINAL REPORT

8-27-85

7* SUPPLEMENT STATUS! C0NT1 FOLLOW-UP [
8S. IF MULTIPLE CLEARANCE. LIST C.C. NUMBERS

N/A
— - — — - — — DO NOT REPEAT RESULTS OF PREUMINARY INVESTIGATION. CLARIFY DATA. SCREENING FACTORS. PROBABLE CAUSE. ETC. ENTER ANY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.
N A H H A I I V C T DO NOT SUMMARIZE UNLESS NECESSARY:

10S- A NAME (LAST, FIRST. MIDDLE) D.OB.

ARREST f
PATA BQ NUMBER. ARREST NUMBER. MISC. INFO.

/ i 1 » BLOCK
NO.

• Orr 9 - 5 - 8 5 * I c o n t a c t e d Mrs.Kosmas who a d v i s e d a f r i e n d of t h e f a m i l i e s had

come to theTr home-to ta lk with them- This friend (Wayne Marsfnko) is a counselor

and does- have-the conf tdence of both victim and defendants Mr.Kosmas agreed to enter

Thtd-counsel i"ncr with Mr.MarstnkoT^>; " ' "r .' '

Mrs.Kosmas. said tha relationship, was improving at th is point but she id s t i l I

concerned about her~ Husband̂  obtaFnrrigr-an6ther handgun-. Her concern is because Mr.fosmas
•v.-v- V ! WHLI"beyopenfng a- busfness th-Ts week"whera. he- wi Tl. bê  transporting large sums of

moneys and he ptans"'on'applying f o r a handgun- permit. She requested that I contact

the Maryl-and State" Pol.ice anch makff them- aware- of th i s .

P contacted Sgt.Paul. Benson- of the Maryland State Pol fee Handgun Permit Section

who advised me. of the proper pr'ocedure* for informing them of th is precaution.

(WrTtterr- communTcatron^ and aicopy-of- report wi l l ' be forwarded to him).
iSS&,'SS

'Mrs:>l<bEmas .'stated tha-K'sher had%oid her husband of her contact with th i s pol ice

'depa-rtment- but*'sti I f' w-ished na further action" at th is time.
• - . ' • • . - . • . • - - • : - • • » . - . • • . . . „ - . . _ • . . . _ , - , : l r .- * , . . . - f . • - • • . - • , . j A . , ^ . . . . .

^ ^ ^ i ^ . ^ ^ ^ ^ ; ! , * ; ^ * ^ ^
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MARYLAND STATE RETIREMENT AGENCY

MARGARET A. BURY
RETIREMENT ADMINISTRATOR

301 WEST PRESTON STREET
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 -2363

TELEPHONE (301) 225-4030
TOLL FREE IN MARYLAND 1 -800-492-5909

April 6, 1990

Mr. Stanley M. Kosmas
518 South Savage Street
Baltimore, MD 21224

RE: SS# 214-30-5544

Dear Mr. Kosmas:

Thank you for your telephone call of
the cancellation and replacement
retirement benefit check.

April 5,
of your

1990, concerning
March 31, 1987

Our records show that your March 31, 1987 retirement check
#237886, in the amount of $902.36, was cancelled, recredited, and
replaced on April 30, 1987, with check #1629. This cancellation
and replacement was correctly reflected on your 1987 W2P.

Should you need any additional
hesitate to contact this office.

clarification, please do not

Sincerely,

Nadine Miller
Retirement Counselor

Nm/nd

cc: Dolores Dukes

C-7743

998

BOARD OF TRUSTEES
MARYLAND STATE RETIREMENT AND PENSION SYSTEMS

LUCILLE MAURER,
VICE-CHAIRMAN

MALCOLM S. BARLOW

RICHARD J. 8ENIK
CHARLES L. BENTON
ARTHUR N. CAPLE, JR.

LOUIS L. GOLDSTEIN, CHAIRMAN

FRANK P. CASULA
DR. HOMER O. ELSEROAD
GEORGIA H. EMORY

HILDA E. FORD
ALFRED D. JOHNSON, JR.
LT. COL. JAMES A. JONES

CARL D. LANCASTER
DR. JOSEPH L. SHILLING
COL. ELMER H. TIPPETT
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DATE-ORIGINAL REPORT

A
7~Sr SUPPLEMENT STATUS: CONT. • FOLLOW-UP
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NO. 12s
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BALTIMORE COUNTY
POLICE DEPARTMENT SUPPLEMENT r1s. DIV.

/ "4s . OFFENSI DENT.

2s. PC.

9
5S. VICTIM/FIRM NAME LAST. FIRST. MIDDL

7s SUPPLEMENT STATUS: CON'T. FOLLOW-UP

3s. C.C. NUMBER

6s. DATE-ORIGINAL REPORT

8s. IF MULTIPLEi CLEARAI

/A
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N A R R A T I V E ! DO NOT SUMMARIZE UNLESS NECESSARY.

10s
ARREST
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217603364 KL 30 8812 8916 R
890501

0000 33289 05

Department of the Treasury
Internal Revenue Service
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19255

Date of this notice:
Taxpayer Identifying Number:
Form: 104QA Tax Period:

217-6 0-3364
DEC. 3 1 , 1988

~

MICHAEL S KOSMAS
6702 GARVEY RD
ROSEDALE MD 21237-2111

DEFENDANT
EXHIBIT

IMPORTANT NOTICE

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBERS FOR DEPENDENTS

YOUR TAX RETURN DID NOT SHOW THE SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER FOR k DEPENDENT YOU CLAIMED
AS AN EXEMPTION. THE TAX REFORM ACT OF 1986 REQUIRES THAT YOU SHOW ON YOUR TAX RETURN
THE SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER OF EACH DEPENDENT WHO IS AGE 5 OR OLDER.

WE HAVE PROCESSED YOUR TAX RETURN USING THE EXEMPTION CLAIMED, ALTHOUGH YOU DID NOT
.PROVIDE THE SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER. HOWEVER, WHEN YOU FILE YOUR TAX RETURN FOR THE
FOLLOWING TAX YEAR YOU MUST INCLUDE THE NAME AND SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER OF EACH
DEPENDENT YOU CLAIM WHO IS AGE 2 OR OLDER OR IRS MAY NOT ALLOW THE EXEMPTION.

IF YOUR DEPENDENT DOES NOT HAVE A SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER OR YOU DO NO1 HAVE A
RECORD OF THE NUMBER, YOU MAY USE THE ENCLOSED APPLICATION, FORM SS-5, TO APPLY
FOR A NUMBER OR A REPLACEMENT CARD WITH THE NUMBER PREVIOUSLY ASSIGNED.

~
RETURN THE COMPLETED FORM SS-5 TO SOCIAL SECURITY.

ONLY SOCIAL SECURITY CAN ISSUE A SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER.

YOU MAY MAIL OR TAKE THE COMPLETED FORM SS-5 WITH THE NECESSARY DOCUMENTS SHOWN ON
PAGE 1 OF THE FORM TO THE NEAREST SOCIAL SECURITY OFFICE (SEE SOCIAL SECURITY IN
THE TELEPHONE DIRECTORY). SOCIAL SECURITY REQUIRES ORIGINAL DOCUMENTS OR CERTIFIED
COPIES, BUT THEY WILL BE RETURN TO YOU. YOU SHOULD APPLY AS SOON AS POSSIBLE SO
YOU MAY CLAIM THE EXEMPTION ON YOUR NEXT YEAR'S TAX RETURN. IF YOU HAVE ANY
QUESTIONS ABOUT COMPLETING THE FORM OR THE DOCUMENTS REQUIRED, CALL YOUR LOCAL
SOCIAL SECURITY OFFICE, YHl) MAY ALSO CALL YOUP LOCAL SOCIAL SECUP.ITY OFFICE FOR
INFORMATION ON ADDITIONAL FORMS.

THIS IS AN INFORMATION NOTICE.
DO NOT FILE AN AMENDED RETURN TO PROVIDE THE NUMBER FOR YOUR TAX RETURN.

NO RESPONSE TO IRS IS NECESSARY.

^

Overlay 21 (9-87)
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

STATE OF MARYLAND

vs. Case No. 88 CR 1648

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMOS

REPORTER'S OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

Towson, Maryland
September 25, 1986

BEFORE:

THE HONORABLE FRANK E. CICONE, Chief Judge

APPEARANCES:

For the State:

MICHAEL A. PULVER, Esquire

For the Defendant:

PETER G. ANGELOS, Esquire
RUSSELL WHITE, Esquire

~

24

25

Reported by:

June D. Mackubin,
Official Court Reporter
M-ll County Courts Building
Towson, Maryland 21204

June D. Mackubin, Official Court Reporter
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COURT:

Kosmos.

C E

88

Let

Present is Stanley

this case. You

correct

Angelos

Angelos

have?

State.

State's

removal?

sir?

MR.
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MR.
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oOo
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CR 1648, State

the record show

Michael Kosmos

2

of Maryland versus

that we are in

, the defendant in

are the defendant in this case, is that

KOSMOS:

COURT:

KOSMOS:

COURT:

Yes

You

Yes

You

and Russell White?

MR.

THE

KOSMOS:

COURT:

and Russell White

MR.

THE

MR.

PULVER::

COURT:

JOHNSON:

Attorneys' Office

THE

MR.

COURT:

PULVER::

Yes

And

are

, sir.

are Stanley Michael Kosmos?

•

are represented

*

let the record

both present.

Michael Pulver on

Your full name?

Peter Johnson, a

•

This

It

is a motion to

was filed.

by Peter G.

show that Peter G.

From the State we

behalf of the

law clerk for the

be filed for

June D. Mackubin, Official Court Reporter
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1 THE COURT: Filed under personal oath of the

2 Defendant. Mr. White, you make your argument on the record.

3 MR. WHITE: Your Honor, our argument is based on

4 the statute, which is rule 4-254, the Maryland Rules of

5 Procedure, which provide that automatic right of removal is a

6 matter of right in a capital offense, when a person is charged

7 with a capital offense. First degree murder is a capital

8 offense. The fact that the death penalty is possible makes it

9 a capital offense. Whether or not the State has as yet

10 notified the defendant that it will or will not seek the death

11 penalty.

12 If Mr. Pulver represents that he would not seek the

13 death penalty, that would not be binding on the State. If Mr.

14 Pulver should unfortunately decide different tomorrow he would

15 not have bound his office in any way. There is no way that

16 they can bind themselves to that particular agreement.

17 So, as long as the potential exists for the death

18 penalty to be imposed and it is a capital case, then the

19 Defendant is entitled to removal.

20 This case did receive quite a bit of notoriety back in

21 December. This probably would be remembered by most people.

22 Especially from the eastern section of the county. I feel

23 that in all fairness to Mr. Kosmos that he would be, I think,

24 impaired in his request for a fair trial. He has stated under

25 oath that he does not believe he can get a fair trial in

June D. Mackubin, Official Court Reporter
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Baltimore County. We respectfully request the court to

removal the case to another county for trial.

THE COURT: Mr. Pulver.

MR. PULVER:: Your Honor, this is not a capital

case. First of all, the State would be willing to state on

the record that it does not intend to seek the death penalty

in this case. The reason being we can not seek the death

penalty in this case. In order for an offense to become a

capital murder there must be in the evidence the existence of

some aggravating circumstances that the State could argue to a

jury at sentencing. In this case there is no aggravating

circumstances. We are precluded by law from even seeking the

death penalty.

In light of those facts that makes this a non capital

case and the burden is on the defendant to show that there has

been such pretrial publicity that would make his ability to

obtain a fair trial in this county impossible or highly

improbable.

This case has been in the papers. There was a report in

both the Evening and Morning Sun when the victim died and

quite possibly in one of the local newspapers. Since then

there is a lengthy period of time before the defendant was

indicted. When he was indicted the news of his indictment

appeared in the Evening Sun. I don't believe it appeared in

the Morning Sun. I could be wrong but I don't believe it ever

June D. Mackubin, Official Court Reporter
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did appear in the Morning Sun. It may very well have appeared

in one of the local newspapers. Like the Dundalk Eagle or

Aegis, or something like that. That was five months ago.

Either the end of March or beginning of April. Since then a

long time has passed. This case has not been in the papers

since. I think that any possibility of any pre trial

publicity prejudicing this case could be taken care of in voir

dire and given that I don't believe the defense has sustained

their burden to show that this case should be removed.

MR. WHITE: I would like to respond briefly to

one part of counsel's argument. He said that Mr. Kosmos - -

there is no basis for requesting the death penalty. Your

Honor, this is a case where Mr. Kosmos1 wife was found

apparently strangled.

THE COURT: The court will take judicial notice

that this was in the papers twice.

MR. WHITE: If at a later time or sometime now

- - this is all speculation - - but it's possible that the

State is taking that position now. I want to point out

something to his argument. The State is taking the position

that Mr. Kosmos is the one who committed this murder, although

there are no witnesses or no hard evidence of that from our

point of view that he did. The State may take a position

later on that somebody else committed the crime. Perhaps that

Mr. Kosmos might have hired someone, which does give it other

June D. Mackubin, Official Court Reporter
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circumstances and the State could seek the death penalty if

they desire. So the statement, we are not seeking the death

penalty at the present time, that doesn't make it any

certainty. It's still a capital offense and still punishable

by death.

THE COURT: Do you want to respond?

MR. PULVER:: Our investigation is over in this

case. We have no evidence that a contract type situation was

involved in this murder. Quite frankly I will not tell the

court that if that information were developed - - I mean we

are not investigating the case, but somehow if that were to be

developed, quite possibly we might seek the death penalty.

But if that were the situation that would throw this

case into a complete spin. I think in fairness to everybody,

if that were to happen even we would have to re evaluate the

case at that time. To me that would be the proper time to

seek removal, not wanting to delay this case. But I think, as

a matter of necessity, the case would have to be delayed if

some new evidence would be developed.

I don't think the defense is going to develop that

information. If they did I think they would be obligated to

give it to us. We are not investigating the case anymore. We

have no reason to believe that is the situation. I think we

are talking about speculation and the likelihood of that

happening is slim.

June D. Mackubin, Official Court Reporter
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1 I don't think they have sustained that burden of

2 establishing that situation.

3 MR. WHITE: May I respond briefly? The only

4 thing I want to say is I think that really points it up. I

5 think that really supports my argument, what Mr. Pulver said.

6 The time to ask for removal is now and not five days before

7 trial, or thirty days before trial, when we would get a notice

8 that they are going to do something like this. I know this is

9 speculative. But it's possible. This is the time it should

10 be done and not have to wait until that possibly happens,

11 which would create an undue delay of the case at that time.

12 Thank you.

13 THE COURT: When a defendant is charged with an

14 offense for which the maximum penalty is death, either party

15 files a suggestion under oath that the party cannot have a

16 fair and impartial trial in this court. We have such

17 affidavit or oath made by Mr. Kosmos. It is an offense for

18 which the maximum penalty could be death. It doesn't say

19 anything about whether the State's Attorney is seeking it or

20 not. We have been through this before with your office. I

21 asked them to research it. After about fifteen days - - I

22 don't remember the time - - your office called me and said, we

23 don't want to object to it any further.

24 In addition to that there has been publicity in this

25 case. I'm not going to give the defendant any chance of this

June D. Mackubin, Official Court Reporter



8

"

^

- •

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

case going up and coming back, because the tax payers are

taking a beating on this thing.

So I am going to remove it for two reasons. First,

because it is an offense which the maximum penalty is death

and it is a capital case. And I'm not going to stand here and

try the case to find out whether or not there were aggravating

circumstances. I think there is ample publicity. And two,

the second reason the court will remove it is I understand the

State and defense have agreed to send it to Somerset County.

If that is agreeable with the court. It is with this court.

Would you ask them to get me Judge Simpkins. The Judge is out

for lunch. We will leave it this way. I will contact Judge

Simpkins this afternoon and get back to both of you. Give me

some idea when you want to try the case and I will talk with

him on it.

(Conclusion or Proceedings.)

June D. Mackubin, Official Court Reporter
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UnianTrustBank

GLEN BURNIE OFFICE
001)766-1302

May 13r 1985

Mr. Steve M. Kosmas, President
Mr. Michael J. Vatenos, Vice-President
STEFANO'S INC.
6702 Garvey Road
Baltinore, Maryland 21237

Dear Messrs. Kosnas and Vatenos:

It is my pleasure to inform you that Union Trust Bank has approved your
request for a ninety thousand dollar ($90,000) tern loan. The loan will
carry a 90% SBA guaranty. The proceeds, of the credit extension, are to be
used for leasehold improvements, equipment acquisition and permanent working
capital. The terms of the loan will be 87 months, as a three (3) month
principal moratorium will be imposed.

There will be interest only at the rate of New York prime plus 2.25%
for the first three consecutive months. Thereafter, will be 84 consecutive
monthly principal payments of $1,071.43 plus interest at New York prime
plus 2.25%, floating, the rate being adjusted at calendar quarters, if neces-
sary. There is no prepayment penalty.

Approval of the loan is based on the following conditions:

1) Acceptance of the terms and conditions imposed in the SBA "Authorization
and Loan Agreement, Guaranty Loans".

2) Union Trust Bank will obtain a first lien position in the business
assets along with evidence of adequate all risk insurance.

3) Union Trust Bank will be offered the secured personal guaranty of Steve
and Maria Kosmas and Michael and Norma Vatenos, secured by the appropriate
Deed of Trust on 6702 Garvey Road, 21237 and 8703 Delegge Road, 21237
as well as evidence of adequate hazard insurance.

4) The Bank requires an assignment of life insurance, in the amount of
the loan principal on the lives of Steve Kosmas and Michael Vatenos.

5) The Bank requires timely receipt of your annual.business and personal
financial statements. < <•

51 1 CRAIN HIGHWAY • GLEN BURNIE. MARYLAND 2 1 O6 1



Mr. Steve M. Kosmas, Pres.

Mr. Michael J. Vatenos, Vice-Pres.

6) Union Trust Bank wil l be your corporation's bank of account.

7) Evidence of $20,000 capital infusion. .••••••

Please understand that there is a 1% SBA guaranty fee imposed on their
guaranteed portion which is 90%. This is equal to $810.00. Also please
understand that the loan wil l be settled by Bank appointed counsel with
al l related costs borne by the borrower.

Our commitment will carry an expiration date of 6G days from the date
of this letter. Please indicate your acceptance by signing in the designated
space below. Kindly retain the copy for your records and return the original
to me.

Thank you for the opportunity to make our banking services available
to you.

SincerelySincerely, /

(_.. Joseph H. Ruth fJoseph H. Ruth
Vice-President

JAR:prm

enclosure

ACCEPTED

Michael Vatenos

/Vf
Norma Vatenos
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SIGNED OFF. VAHLKAMP .
PRECINCT/DIVISION: ,PCO?

OFFENSE: 'MISSING PERSON
NAME - FIRST, LAST
MARIALANE KOSMAS

COMPLEX/SCARS/OTHER DESC.

AUTH CAPT. RUTH
PAN06

CC * E6720V5
FILE 06 MSG * 85-01292

REPORTED 12/18 1059

SEX RACE AGE DOB HGT UGT HAIR EYES
F W .40 06/06/45 5-07 140 BROUN BROWN

HOME ADDRESS 6702 GARVEY ROAD
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21237

LAST SEEN ON 12/16/35 <2 2400
MISSING FROM 6702 GARVEY ROAD BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21
IF LOCATED CONTACT STEVE KOSMAS-HUSBAND
NCIC STATEMENT SIGNED YES
FINGERPRINTS AVAILABLE NO
WARRANT* SUMMONS*

^^^^k^/f + ̂ /f^-|;-*^-fC/f^.^/f./f.^.^ rU I \ K Li n ri K K o Uoc U U N I .L N L) t. JL'

MESSAGE PC09 12/18/85 - 14 :49 :51 CONTINUED

»37
PHONE* 391-5111

PHOTO OBTAINED
JID#

PAGE

NO

I .*T'J <..'• '

RESUME: THE HUSBAND, STEVE KOSMAS, ADVISED THAT NO ONE HAS SEEN HIS WIFE (THE M
ISSING PERSON) SINCE SHE LEFT THE FAMILY BUSINESS ON 12-16-35. THE TWO
HAVE BEEN HAVING DOMESTIC PROBLEMS. MRS. KOSMAS HAS POSSESSION OF HER A
UTOMOBILE, A 1973 CADILLAC COUPE DE VILLE, GOLD IN COLOR, BEARING MARYL
AND TAG NUMBER BXC 630.

**** MESSAGE RECEIVED/ LURZ

CONTINUEX

• - • - • ; . . .
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PAY TO THE

ORDEROF

FOR ..

11

SHAPIRO AND QLANDER
TRUST ACCOUNT
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BALTIMORE. MD 2 1 2 0 !

•
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Sixtv-elahc

flj|J

41314-226
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY KOSMAS

* * * *

*

*

*

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

CASE NO.: 86 CR 1648

* * * *

STIPULATION OF FACT AS TO
CHAIN OF CUSTODY OF VICTIM'S BODY

It is hereby agreed and stipulated that the body of Maria

Kostnas, who was pronounced dead on December 20, 1985, at Dutrow

Court, Baltimore County, Maryland was transported to the Office

of the Chief Medical Examiner for the State of Maryland, 111

Penn Street, Baltimore, Maryland in substantially the same

condition as the body was when it left Dutrow Court, and that

the body remained in that condition until it was examined by

Thomas Smith, M.D., Assistant Medical Examiner.

&c/Stt D. ShelJ^nberger /
Assistaijfc-.State's Attorney for
Baltigaore County

Richaid-^fa r c e s k i
Attorney for Defendant

iy



SUZANNE MENSH, CLERK
CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY

COUNTY COURTS BUILDING
4O1 BOSLEY AVENUE

P. O. BOX 6754
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21285-6754
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SONY®

I
TYPE I (NORMAL) POSITION

NORMAL BIAS 120^s EQ

DATE/TIME
NOISE REDUCTION ON • OFF •

DATE/TIME:
NOISE REDUCTION: ON - OFF

Sony Magnetic Products, Inc Japan 2-470-285-01 (P



SONY®

TYPE I (NORMAL) POSITION

NORMAL BIAS ^120^ EQ

Sony Magnetic Products. Inc. Japan 2-470-286-01©

DEFENDANT'S
EXHIBIT



RICHARD M. KARCESKI
SUITE 301

305 WASHINGTON AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

RICHARD M. KARCESKI (410) 494-7100

RUTH M. DECOURSEY FAX (410) 296-3443

August 19, 1996

The Honorable Lawrence R. Daniels
Circuit Court for Baltimore County
County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue
Towson, Maryland 21204

Re: Stanley M. Kosmas v. State of Maryland
Case No: 86 CR 1648

Dear Judge Daniels:

I have recently received Subpoenas to appear as a witness in
the above-captioned petition for post conviction filed by my former
client, Stanley Michael Kosmas. I have marked this date on my
calendar; however, I wish to advise the Court that I am scheduled
to appear at the Circuit Court for Baltimore City as well as the
District Court for Baltimore City in other matters that have been
previously scheduled.

It would be most helpful if the Court could consider assigning
another day for the trial of this matter so that I might be
available to testify without the problems that present a conflict
in my present schedule for September 5th. I would appreciate you
advising whether or not the matter will be continued. If not, I
ask the Court to give me some suggestion on the timing of my
appearance at Baltimore County.

wRICHARD M. KARCESKI

RMK/amk j^\
cc: Angela White, Esquire AUG 20 1996

Assistant State's Attorney for
Baltimore County

JUDGE DANIELS
Mr. Stanley M. Kosmas



I ':• • - 0 ' CONNOR

: • • , A. PITLVER

i ! M.I.

STATE OF MARYLAND

I

PETER G. ANGELOS
GARY J. IGNATOWSKI
RUSSELL WHITE

RICHARD M. KARCESKI
305 W. Chesapeake Ave
Suite 100
Towson, Maryland 2120

VS.

STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS
6702 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

State's

Clerk_

Sheriff.

At-1-y Pf«r T.ih. 10-00

60.00

270.00 (B. Co.)
15.00 (B. City
15.00 (Harford

JURORS: 2205,00
BAILIFFS: 210.00
CRIER:
Def t's ]

r.TF

Fines

Clerk's

Lunch
Dinner

Clerk_

Sheriff

105.00
RarT.ih. 10.00

15.00

AHri'l 10.00

for Jurors: 64.31
tor Jurors :11J. .3

Costs inthe amount of
$3,102.64 Paid in Full
•4-

DOCKET ENTRIES
6 - Transcript of Record containing Certified Copy of Docket Entries and1986 Oct.

Originial Papers received from Baltimore County Circuit Court and filed.
CHARGE: Count //I- MURDER.

" " 27 - Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated October 23, 1986, from the
Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White, filed.

" " " - Notice of Hearing on Motions for Discovery issued and mailed to the
Defendant, copies mailed to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell, J. White,
Esquire, Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy
mailed to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A.
Pulver, Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael
Kosmas) and .copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

" " " - Notice of Hearing on All Open Motions issued and mailed to the Defendant,
copies mailed to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire,
Peter G. Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy mailed
to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A.
Pulver, Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael
Kosmas) and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

" " " - Notice of Jury Trial issued and mailed to the Defendant, copies mailed
to the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire, Peter G.
Angelos, Esquire and Gary J. Ignatowski, Esquire, copy mailed to the
Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver,
Esquire, copy mailed to the Surety: Defendant (Stanley Michael Kosmas)
and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

" Dec. 3 - Motion For Discovery resolved without Hearing.
" " " - Order of Court, filed.

* " " " - Petition To Dismiss Indictment, Certificate of Service, Exhibits A, B,
C, D and E, filed.

1987 Jan. 7 - Motion In Limine, Certificate of Service and Memorandum in Support of

Defendant's Motion In Limine, filed.

(CARRIED FORWARD)
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• Lon For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certif ichtif' oil
••ice, filed. : • .','• ,, • ' j

I ' • f i l e d . i
 ; • ..' ', • • ' ; .. •;'. ; • \ •

Pi ;!:''on For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate of
Lee, filed. . , , • ' :; :

 ; :.
r, filed.
Lon For Order Commanding Production of Records and Certificate of

: ed. . • • • • / • • . . • . •

Dire, filed. •. " ,
1

iswer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
I Cert ate of Service, filed.

lementi Answer to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and
, •' ate of Service, filed.

Stale's Answer to Defendant's Motion in Limine and Certificate of
Service, filed.
Motion in Limine, Certificate of Service and Points and Authorities,
filed.
State's Motion in Limine, Certificate of Service and Memorandum in
of State's Motion in Limine to Exclude Evidence of the Character of t\
Deceased,, Maria Kosmas, filed. ~ r- , • , T, .
State s Supplemental Answer to Defendant s Motion for Discovery and
Inspection and Certificate of Service, filed.
Due to inclement weather conditions Jury Trial is continued until Thu
No. 86-CR-00423 Called. January 29, 1987 at 9
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos <.
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 20, 1987, by the State
Prohibiting Defendant's Attorney from mentioning the Polygraph exam
before the Jury.
Court GRANTS Motion.
Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 21, 1987, by the Statt
To Exclude Evidence of the Character of the Deceased, Maria Kosmas.
Court RESERVES Ruling. (Later Granted)
Hearing Held on Motion In Limine, filed January 7, 1987, by the
To Exclude Statement made by the victim.
Court GRANTS Motion.
Jurors Sworn on Voir Dire Questions. '
Jury Impanelled and Jury Sworn as per Jury Lists filed.
State's Attorney enters a Motion to Sequester Witnesses.
Court GRANTS Motion.
Jury Trial Held.
Court adjourned at 4:10 P.M. until Monday, February 2, 1987 at 9:30 A
No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver
Scott Shellenberger, present in court. • . ; !!
All Jurors present and reseated. •
Jury Trial resumed. :

Court adjourned at 4:20 P.M. until Tuesday, February 3, 1987 at 9:30/
No. 86-CR-00423 Called. I ; .
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial resumed.
Court adjourned at 3:55 P.M. until Wednesday, February 4, 1987 at 9:30

No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver
Scott Shellenberger, present in court.
All Jurors present and reseated.
Jury Trial resumed.
State rests its case with the exception of one witness. I
Defense Counsel enters a motion for Directed Verdict.
Motion DENIED.
Court adjourned at 2:55 P.M. until Thursday, February 5, 1987 at 9:30

Support

Defenc ant
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nt, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos
itant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulve:

: ' t Shellenberger, present in court,,
resent and reseated.

Resumed.
unsel enters a motion for Judgment of Acquittal at the
. 3 s e.

• No : '':D .'
37 P.M. until Friday, February 6, 1987 at £

- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. E. Austin Baker reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. An

and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- All Jurors present and reseated.
- Jury Trial Resumed.
- Defense Counsel enters a motion for Judgment of Acquittal at th

of all testimony.
- Motion DENIED.
- Court adjourned at 10:15 A.M. until Monday, February 9, 1987 at
- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. An

and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- All Jurors present and reseated.
- Jury Trial Resumed. ;
- Jury finds the Defendant NOT GUILTY of Murder (First Degree).
- Jury finds the Defendant GUILTY of Murder (Second Degree).
- Jurors polled at the request of the Defendant's Attorney.
- All Jurors agree with the Verdict read by the Foreman.
- Verdict Sheet, filed.
- Court defers sentencing.
- Defendant's Attorney enters a request that Bond be continued.

" " - Request DENIED.
" - Court places the Defendant in the custody of the Sheriff of Som n

County pending sentencing.
" - Commitment Pending Further Action delivered to the Sheriff of

Somerset County, as per copy filed.

Mar. 9 - Notice of Sentencing Date issued and delivered to the Sheriff o
Somerset County for service on Defendant, copies mailed to the
Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Peter G. Angel.os "and '
Gary J. Ignatowski, copies mailed to the Assistant State's Attorneys
for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver and Scott Shellenberger and
copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
Logan C. Widdowson.

18" - Letter from Michael Kosmas, dated March 16, 1987, to Judge Lloy L.
Simpkins, filed.

- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. Robert Cochran reporting, j
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Russell White and Peter G. Angelos

and Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver
and Scott Shellenberger, present in court.

- Sentencing Held.
- Court sentences the Defendant to the custody of the Commissioner of

Correction to a term of 26 Years. Defendant to be given credit for
time served. (02-09-87)

- Oral instructions, e t c , given to the Defendant.
- Commitment Pending Further Action delivered to the Sheriff of Sojmerset

County as per copy filed.
- Commitment issued and delivered to the Sheriff of Somerset Count|y.
- Copy of Maryland Sentencing Guidelines Worksheet, filed.

Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 2 4 , 1987, from
Richard D. Bennett, filed.

Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 26, 1987, from
Russell J. White, filed.
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" Apr. 3 -

- Copy of letter from Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated March 27, 19
to Russell J. White, filed.
Notice of Appeal and Certificate of Service, filed.
Copy of letter t,o Robert- c.. r^^v.
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21

- Copy of Docket Entries mailed to the Office of th e\ttorney General,

;ellate Division and to the Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White.

n To Set Bail and Certificate of Service, filed.

Motion For Modification and Certificate of Service, filed.
ition To Defendant's Motion To Set Bail and Certificate of

.vice.filed. . • •
: ition of Sentence and

• : ' "ice, file- •
Notice of Hefering Date issued and mailed to the Defendant, c/o Commissioner

Correction, copies mailed to Russell J. White, Esquire, Peter G.
;elos, Esquire, Michael A. Pulver, Esquire 3rd Scott D. Shellenberger,
• : and coj Lvered to the State's Attorney for Somerset County,
C, Widdowson, Esquire.

- Transcripts of Testimony, filed.
- Petition For Writ of Habeas Corpus Ad Prosequendum, Affidavit and Ordei

of Court, filed.
- Writ issued and mailed to the Commissioner of Corrections, Certified M il,
Return Receipt Requested. (//P 265 805 215)

"
10

"

18

- Transcript of Record delivered to The Court of Special Appeals of Mary]

- Return Receipt, filed. (Commissioner of Corrections)

- Receipt, filed. (Court of Special Appeals of Maryland)
- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. A. Baker reporting.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White and Assistant State'

Attorney, Michael A. Pulver, present in court.
- Hearing on Motion To Set Bail and Motion For Modification Held.
- Case continued at the request of the Defendant.
- Letter from Russell J. White, Defendant's Attorney, dated June 17, 198

to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, requesting that the Hearing on Motions for
.McnLLficatlon•and Setting of Appeal Bail be rescheduled, filed.

- Notice of Hearing Date issued and mailed' to the Defendant,
c/o Commissioner of Corrections, copies ma-iled to the
Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White, Esquire and Peter G.
Angelos, Esquire, copies mailed to Assistant State's Attorneys
for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver, Esquire and Scott D.
Schellenberger, Esquire and copy delivered to the State's
Attorney for Saner set County, Logan C. Widdowson, Esquire.

- Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus ad Prosequendum, Affidavit and Order
of Court, filed.

Writ issued and mailed to the Commissioner of Correction, Certified
Mail - Return Receipt Requested.

• No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. A. Baker reporting.
Defendant, Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White and the Assistant
State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Michael A. Pulver, present in coi
Hearing on Motion To Set Bail and Motion For Modification Held.
Court DENIES Motion For Reduction of Sentence.
Court Reserves ruling on Motion To Set Bail.
Copy of Mr. Kosmas' Brief that was filed in the Court of^Special Appeal
mailed to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, September 16, 1987, from Defendant's:
Attorney, Russell J. White, filed.
Reporter's Official Transcript of Proceedings (Motion To Set Bail) (Mot
For Modification of Sentence) Volume I of II, Wednesday, June 10, 1987,
Reporter's Official Transcript of Proceedings (Motion To Set. Bail) (Mot
For Modification of Sentence) Volume II of II, Thursday, September 10,
filed. . '

- Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated October 6, 1987, from the Defe
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Attorney, Russell J. White, filed.
Memorandum and Order (RE: Request for Appeal Bond), filed.

Transcript of Record returned from the Court of Special Appeals of

Maryland with the following Docket Entries:

DISPOSITION OF APPEAL IN COURT OF SPECIAL APPEALS:

December 14, 1987: Per Curiam filed.

Judgment affirmed; costs to be paid by the appellant.

January 13, 1988: Mandate issued.

- Mandate, filed.

- Per Curiam, filed.
- Writ of Certiorari, filed.

- Order, filed.

Transcript of Record delivered to the Court of Appeals of Maryland.

Receipt, filed.
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' n To Reinstate Original Ti-rnn and • c.:«it*Til|Tp
Certificate of Service nnO Un;-.lj;ncil Order Ri? Vpfltnt lr»R\
Terms and Conditions of Defendant's Release, filed. I

Notice of Hearing Date issued and mailed to the Defendant, copids
•: the Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White and Richard M.
, Assistant Stati Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael
i Scott Shellenberger and copy delivered to the State's

r Somerset County.
: i For Writ of Habeas Corpus Ad Prosequendum, Affidavit

and ^Her of Court, filed. ; .. • •• .' ,•:•[ ,

:d and mailed to the Commissioner of Corrections, Certified
•in Receipt Requested. (//P 135 377 081)
l/udge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated August 9, 1989, from

Richard M./Karceski, filed.

- Return Receipt, filed.
- No. 86-CR-00423 Called.
- Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins presiding. A. Baker recording.
- Defendant, Defendant's Attorneys, Richard M. Karceski and Russe]! J.
White, Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County, Michael A.
Pulver and Scott D. Shellenberger, present in court.

- Hearing Held on Motion to Reinstate Original Terms and Condition
of Defendant's Release.

- Court Grants Bond.
- Court Sets Bond in the amount of $75,000.00.
- Order Reinstating Original Terms and Conditions of Defendant's
Release signed.

- Bail Bond, filed. Property Bond in the amount of $75,000.00 posited
by the Defendant.

- Declaration of Trust of Real Estate To Secure Performance of a
Bail Bond, filed.

- Release From Commitment delivered to Officer of the Transportation
Unit of the Commissioner of Correction, as per copy filed. Copy of
Order Reinstating Original Terms and Conditions of Defendant's
Release also delivered to Officer of the Transportation Unit of the
Commissioner of Correction.

- Copy of Order Reinstating Original Terms and Conditions of Defenjdant 's
Release hand delivered to Defendant's Attorney, Russell J. White and
and copy mailed to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County,
Michael A. Pulver.

- Transcript of Record returned from the Court of Special Appeals
of Maryland with the following Docket Entries:
DISPOSITION OF APPEAL IN COURT OF APPEALS:
Judgment of the Court of Special Appeals reversed. Case remanded
to that court with instructions to reverse the judgment of the
Circuit Court for Somerset County and to remand the case to that
court for a new trial. Costs in this Court and in the Court of
Special Appeals to be paid by Baltimore County, Maryland.

- ORDER, filed.

- MANDATE* ..filed.
- Copy~~oT 'letLei to Michael Pulver, Esquire, Assistant State's At orney

for Baltimore County, dated October 20, 1989, from Judge Lloyd
Simpkins, filed.

- Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated November 14, 1989, frojn
Richard M. Karceski, filed.

- Waiver of Speedy Trial and Certificate of Service, filed,
- Copy of letter from Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated November 16

1989, to Richard M. Karceski, Esquire, filed.
- Memorandum, dated November 16, 1989, filed.
- Motion for Discovery an_d Inspection, Memorandum of Points and .
Authorities and Certificate of Service, filed.

- Motion to Suppress Evidence and Certificate of Service, filed.
- Motion to Suppress Statement and Certificate of Service, filed.
- Letter to Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated December 29,1989, frori

the Defendant's Attorney, Richard M. Karceski, filed.
- Copy of letter from Judge Lloyd L. Simpkins, dated January 2,15|9O,

to Richard M. Karceski, filed.
Notice of Hearing on Motions issued and mailed to the Defendant,
Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White and Richard M. Karceski i
to the Assistant State's Attorney for Baltimore County, Scott
Shellenberger and copy delivered to the State's Attorney for Somerset
County, Logan C. Widdowson.
Notice of Jury Trial Date issued and mailed to the Defendant,, .
Defendant's Attorneys, Russell J. White and Richard H. Karceski
and to,the, Assistant State 's Attorney^ for Baltjun^e, county,
ifcott ShettenWger amf copy cU^lv-- -

r
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• o Service, filed. . '
ss Evidence, Points and Authorities, Request

of Service, filed.
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rt of Defendant's Motion In Limine, filed.
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; •••-•• ' rtl.l .cate of Service, filed.

: im In Sup'] . oi Defendant's Motion in Limine, filed.

•• -00423 Called., . '
'::;e Robert D. Horsey presiding. A. Baker recording.

• Defendant, Defendant's Attorney, Richard Karceski and Assistant State's
Attorneys for Baltimore County, Scott Shellenberger and Mark Tilken,
present in court.

• Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion to Suppress Statement.
• Motion MOOT.
• Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion In Limine. (Victim's fear)
Motion GRANTED. ' • '
Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion In Limine. (Victim's misconduct)
Court RESERVES Ruling.

Hearing Held on State's Motion In Limine RE: Defense Counsel asking
witness re: polygraph.
Court orders previous ruling still in effect.
Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion to Suppress Evidence. (Grass Clippings)
Motion DENIED.
Hearing Held on Oral Motion by Defense Counsel to Exclude testimony of
Dr. Smialek.

• Motion DENIED.
Hearing Held on Oral Motion by Defense Counsel to Suppress Introduction
of strap as evidence.
Motion DENIED.
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County and Defense Counsel
advises the Court that remaining Motions have been complied with.
Defense Counsel enters a motion for Continuance.

• Motion GRANTED.
• Case Postponed until a later date.
• State's Answer to Defendant's Motion to Suppress Evidence and Certificate
of Service, filed.
Memorandum in Support of State's Answer to Defendant's Motion to Suppress
Evidence, filed.
State's Exhibit #1, filed.
Defendant's Exhibits //I and ill, filed.
Order, filed. Copy of Order mailed to Scott Shellenberger and Richard
Karceski.
- Letter to Judge Daniel M. Long, dated September 18, 1990 from Defendant

Attorney, Richard M. Karceski, filed.
- Copy of letter from Judge Daniel M. Long, dated September 20, 1990,

to Scott Shellenberger and Richard M. Karceski, filed.
- State's Motion For Removal, Certificate of Service, Consent, and Order|,

that the case is removed to Baltimore County for trial, filed.

- Transcript of Record, containing all original papers, Exhibits and cerii
copy of Docket Entries delivered to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County.

3TATC!.OF M/RY7.AN0,

• ̂ aS

vRSFJ- CO(j.\rTY, TO \*i?.-

ia cert ify
19JZL£L., that f'-.n

onument Is a f u l l , tpx\<i',$p&
cw^t-rcopy of the original on xl.lo In a,

in wJeca] custody.

iUl-lt, Circuit Court foTsomor,^ Coux>
•yln.nd

. •



5FKTE TO

2(zzJc\

Ctek,



WYUE L. RrrCHEY. JR.

•MM

SHIRLEY A. ERNSTBERGER

Mf-MR

WILLIAM E. ALLEN

•man

JAMES W. FORRESTER
Aat. OmfDtpmiy

07-34(3

OtVLN a KROU.

wnvai
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PATRJC1A E. FISHER

OFFICES OF THE CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

County Courts Building
401 Bosley Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204

SUZANNE MENSH
Clerk ofCourt

(301) 887-2601

February 12, 1991

M7-262S

EDNA GOLOMBOWSKI
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•MM

MARIE E-SMTTH

M7-30W

IRENE SUMMERS

M7-2M0

JOAN MATHER

Cnmatai Attigmmem Department
M7-2M4

TO: HONORABLE ROBERT E. CAHILL, SR,

RE: 86CR-1648 STATE V, STANLEY MICHAEL KOSMAS

TRIAL DATE: MONDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1991, EST. TIME*-10 DAYS

THE ABOVE CASE IS BEING SPECIALLY ASSIGNED TO YOU,

THE PURPOSE OF THIS MEMO IS TO INFORM ALL DEPART-
MENTS THAT ANY FUTURE FILINGS SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO YOUR
ATTENTION.

THANK YOU.

yf-
JOYCE G, GRIMM
DIRECTOR, CENTRAL ASSIGNMENT

CC: CRIMINAL DESK
JOAN MATHER, CRIMINAL ASSIGNMENT
RICHARD KARCESKI, ESQUIRE
SCOTT SHELLENBERGER, ESQUIRE

TTY for Deaf
Baltimore Area 383-7555 • D C . Meoo 565-0451
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CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY
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l '21 - Copy ot Motion in Limine, Joints and Authorities, kequest tor Hearing""
and Certificate of Service, filed.

" - Copy of Motion to Suppress Evidence, Points and Authorities, Request
For Hearing and Certificate of Service, filed.

" - Copy of Motion In Limine and Certificate of Service, filed.
" - Copy of Memorandum in Support of Defendant's Motion In Limine, filed.
23 - Motion in Limine, Points and Authorities, Request for Hearing and Cert
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(Victim's fear)

(Victim's misconduct)

of Service, filed.
" - Motion to Suppress Evidence, Points and Authorities, Request For Heari

and Certificate of Service, filed.
" - Motion in Limine and Certificate of Service, filed.
" - Memorandum in Support of Defendant's Motion in Limine, filed.
5 - No. 86-CR-00423 Called.

" - Judge Robert D. Horsey presiding. A. Baker recording.
" - Defendant, Defendant's Attorney, Richard Karceski and Assistant State's

Attorneys for Baltimore County, Scott Shellenberger and Mark Tilken,
present in court.
Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion to Suppress Statement.
Motion MOOT.
Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion In Limine.
Motion GRANTED.
Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion In Limine.
Court RESERVES Ruling.
Hearing Held on State's Motion In Limine RE: Defense Counsel asking
witness re: polygraph.
Court orders previous ruling still in effect.
Hearing Held on Defendant's Motion to Suppress Evidence. (Grass Clippings)
Motion DENIED.
Hearing Held on Oral Motion by Defense Counsel to Exclude testimony of
Dr. Smialek.
Motion DENIED.
Hearing Held on Oral Motion by Defense Counsel to Suppress Introduction
of strap as evidence.
Motion DENIED.
Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County and Defense Counsel
advises the Court that remaining Motions have been complied with.
Defense Counsel enters a motion for Continuance.
Motion GRANTED.
Case Postponed until a later date.
State's Answer to Defendant's Motion to Suppress Evidence and Certifica
of Service, filed.

" - Memorandum in Support of State's Answer to Defendant's Motion to Suppre
Evidence, filed.

" - State's Exhibit #1, filed.
" - Defendant's Exhibits #1 and #2, filed.
8 - Order, filed. Copy of Order mailed to Scott Shellenberger and Richard

Karceski.
ept. 20 - Letter to Judge Daniel M. Long, dated September 18, 1990 from Defendar

Attorney, Richard M. Karceski, filed.
1 " - Copy^gfg-lefcter^from Judge Daniel M. Long, dated September 20, 1990,

to (feottTlshellenberger and Richanrd-"Ti7^Karcg5kT^filed,
ct. 15 - Staters Motion For Removal, Certificate ot Service, Consent, and Order

that the case is removed to Baltimore County for trial, filed.
19 - Transcript of Record, containing all original papers, Exhibits and cer

copy of Docket Entries delivered to the Clerk of the Circuit Court for
Baltimore County.
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STATE OF MARYLAND

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

*

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Dr. Oscar B. Hunter

Montgomery County, Maryland

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as

Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he



will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.
•

_

e

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



PATHOLOGIST

OSCAR B HUNTER JR MD
DIRECTOR

Oscar B. Hunter Memorial Laboratory

8218 WISCONSIN AVENUE
BETHESDA. MARYLAND 20814

(301) 986-1989

January 7, 1991

CLINICAL PATHOLOGY
ANATOMIC PATHOLOGY
FORENSIC PATHOIOGY

NUCLEAR MFDICINF

Mr. John Burns
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mill, MD 21117

Re: Stanley Michael Cosmos
Trial, 2/25/91, Towson, MD

Dear Mr. Burns,

Oscar B. Hunter, Jr., M.D. is recovering from cancer treat-
ment received at the Mayo Clinic in Rochester, MN. Although
Dr. Hunter has completed the regimen at the Mayo Clinic, the
recovery period continues.

Consequently, Dr. Hunter will be unable to appear at the
trial scheduled for Feb. 25, 1991 in Towson, MD.



STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS *

k *

SUBPOENA

Case No: 88 CR 1648

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mr. George W. Weinreich
4304 E. Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

.

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial oi

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whos

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 2111

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February II

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbe

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you n

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

F l I lira I r\ -I

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



TABATZNIK, BABITT, PRISTOOP, M.D., P.A.
2724 North Charles Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21218
Telephone 301 - 338-2092

Bernard Tabatznik, M.D.
Henry I. Babitt, M.D.
Allan S. Pristoop, M.D.
Stephen H. Pollock, M.D.
Jeffrey L. Quartner, M.D.
David A. Zimrin, M.D.

JUNE 6, 1990

R E : M r . G e o r g e W e i n r e i c h

To W h o m It May C o n c e r n ;

M r . G e o r g e W e i n r e i c h has a long h i s t o r y of s e v e r e

c o r o n a r y artery d i s e a s e and m u l t i p l e s c h l e r o s i s . His

a m b u l a t i o n is q u i t e limited and t r a v e l i n g is not a d v i s e d

due to his c o n d i t i o n .

en H. P o l l o c k , M.D
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V.

S t a t e of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

POR
Balto. County Maryland

*

*

CASE NO:86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER '•

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the j^ day of <^%fy%fyfa: , 19 * , at approximately

JcJ'v/'' M. , I executed service of process upon

, described as ^>

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463
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STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Erin Phillips
7020 Sollers Point Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222
(Baltimore County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as

I



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

v.
Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the y day of ^^^^a>^^?^ , 19 / , at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

at / • , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

HN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

*

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY

TO: Mr. Robert Phillips
7020 Sollers Point Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21222
(Baltimore County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as

•J FILE' '90



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

"

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title
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*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Norma J. Hansen
345 Bigley Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 3 05 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

f j

pi... .,

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

V. * FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * Case No: 88 CR 1648

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Norma J. Hansen
345 Bigley Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21227

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

*

*

*

*

*

* * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Edna Carrick
2051 Guy Way
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

E i L
/ • — .

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



STATE OF MARYLAND * IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

v. * FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

STANLEY M. KOSMAS * Case No: 88 CR 1648

* * * * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Edna Carrick
2051 Guy Way
Baltimore, Maryland 21222

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

i
Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



s

v.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

* CASE NO.'

* *

86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the , day of ^ 6ir^zp%zt£^ , 19 '^ , at approximately

., I executed service of process upon

, described as

at

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena

, by then

dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Karen Kauff
33 Sorgen Court
Essex, Maryland 21220
(Baltimore County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



-

V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the day of , 197 , at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as d^T^^ <^^^

at

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena

, by then

dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

HN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



Y
< \

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Francis H. Crawford
3 Dutrow Court
Apt. 1C
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact/ Mr. John Burns3 whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301V 655-7463J prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as

tn n
. h mi o I '9



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

*T
Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

F!



-

V .

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

Balto. County Maryland

*

*

CASE NO.

*

86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the 47 day of '/£&'& , 19 y*^, at approximately

M. , I executed service of process upon

, described as

&

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and beliefT

JOflN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



H

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND *

*

*

*

*

* * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mrs. Diane Bowman
6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237
(Baltimore County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

m\i 0 1 '90 ,
Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

* IN THE

* Circuit COURT

* FOR
Balto. County Maryland

* CASE N0.c

* *

86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the # day of X ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ - , 19 yC?, at approximately

<^j_s^y r* M., I executed service of process upon

, described as
,-v

^pjtjito*??^at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the "S*Z*-

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 211.17
(301)655-7463



(I

•

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mr. John E. Bowman
6700 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 212 37
(Baltimore County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

i i

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



-

V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

* CASE NO:

*

86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the t? day of s^fZ &**£& , 19-' , at approximate!

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

at
• '

, by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
/ Investigator, License No. 6417

/Citation Investigation Agency
/ 5005 Wards Chapel Road

Owings Mills, Maryland 211.17



.

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Helen Musciano
6704 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the & day of x^^g^fr-^^- , 19 '^ , at approximatel

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as
s/

at , by then
sy

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief-^

JO&N E. BURNS, Licensed Private
//Investigator, License No. 6417

/Citation Investigation Agency
/^005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



ID

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mr. James Musciano
6704 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as

W



- I •*

Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

ElLtu
0

1
•

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circui L COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.1
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the *? day of ^$^/"~ , 19 "? - , at approximated

M., I executed service of process upon

&y&fii!X&L' , described as

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

/<2ltation Investigation Agency
//5005 Wards Chapel Road
V Owings Mills, Maryland 211.17

(301)655-7463



u\ 1Ifo

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND *

*

*

*

*

* * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mrs. Ruth Callender
6703 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237
(Baltimore County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



• •

V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.1
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the * day of <^^^g$^gg^ , 19j£ L_, at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN' E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

.tation Investigation Agency
i005 wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Robert F. Wuenschel
6221 Pilgrim Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 3 05 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as

//-



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

CircuiI COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.'
86-- CR-- 1648

f'9t "

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the .-'•/ day of ^ Z % ^ T , 19 ''•••' , at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

at
(7

, by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief,

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

tation Investigation Agency
005 "Wards Chapel Road

Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mrs. Carol Wuenschel
6221 Pilgrim Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21214

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

:

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



-

.

V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.1
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the day of >^^^^^^- , 19 , at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

, by thenat

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN t. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

r'itation Investigation Agency
5 00 5 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



..

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* IN THE

* CIRCUIT COURT

* FOR

* BALTIMORE COUNTY

* Case No: 88 CR 1648

* * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Edward Green
Friendship Square
P.O. Box 1693
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



r

Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

. J •

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

2



-

V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.'86-- CR-- 1648

on the

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

day of /< 't&frjfa- , 19. , at approximatel

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

at r by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and beliie

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
/ Investigator, License No. 6417

/citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road

(/ Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



^ ; ^

•

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Rosa A. Hall
_Dukes Motel >
7905 Pulaski Highway
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as

/\ \ \ <y-a_>̂ . A •



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

2



-

V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circui L COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.'
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the a? day of /^%%/^^t&<- , 19 , at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon ^

, described as

at

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



"/(f o

ft

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mrs. Karen M. Randlett
5216 King Arthur Circle c^
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date
•

Clerk

•

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



.

V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO:
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the //^ day of $fa?#M^ ( 19 ̂ > , at approximatel

K M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
;301)655-7463
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STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Keith Randlett
5216 King Arthur Circle
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

—
Date

'"-y
Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



J

V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THIS

Circuit COURT

POR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.
86-- CR-- 1648

on the

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

day of / 19 - ' , at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as __

at
//

, by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

itation Investigation Agency
005 Wards Chapel Road

Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and beiLitFB.



—
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V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND *

*

*

*

*

* * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Michael Pulver, Esquire
SANDBOWER, GABLER & L'SHAUGHNESSY
22 E. Fayette Street
5th Floor
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

(Baltimore City)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 3 05 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers
and an indication of when you c<

77
led. Should you not



contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as

Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.
. , • •

Date
.

Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.1
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the day of > ^ ^ ^ , 19 :' , at approximate!

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
//Investigator, License No. 6417
Ltation Investigation Agency
^ 5 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 211.17
(301)655-7463



Y/f/fo

*
*
*
*
*
*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUN

TO: Mr. John Callender
6703 Garvey Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21237
(Baltimore County)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as

FILED woiw^y-A(5^ •



Ordered on February 25, 199-1. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.
• •

Fll IZ ,-v
..

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

*

* CASE NO.'

*

86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

onthe f day of y^^t^t^^X^1^ , 19 , at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

r
at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 211.17
(301)655-7463



STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* /P

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Margaret Kuczinski /'
Rossville Inn A

Philadelphia Road £^t
Baltimore, Maryland 212 37

YOIT ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date — Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

•



4 "

V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.

*

,-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the ^r day of y^c^2- ̂ ^^t^f<~ , 19 , at approximate!

executed service of process upon

, described as

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated n-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private

/

Investigator, License No. 6417
Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Laura J. Clary
5 Dutrow Court
Apt. 2B
Baltimore, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

I NOVOl'90
Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

iN THE

Circuit COURT

FOR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO:
86-- CR-- 1648

on the

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

day of , 19 , at approximatel

M., I executed service of process upon d^t^O

, described as ^

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5 00 5 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Sister Michael Kathleen
St. Clements Convent
12 20 Chesaco Avenue
Rosedale, Maryland 21237

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



- "

Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

J -
Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

*

*

IN THE

Circuit COURT

ROR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.'
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the '' day of , 19 , at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

/-in?
at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

itation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 211.17
(301)655-7463
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STANLEY M. KOSMAS

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND " *

*

*

*

*

* * *

SUBPOENA

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Helen Prodromou
4024 Baker Lane
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 3 05 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.
•

Date

_*:

Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

ROR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.(
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the - day of Z^yz%^?^ , 19 , at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon ^/^

, described as

at

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena

, by then

dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5 00 5 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

* *

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Ms. Laverne Keene
Road

&nd 21061
nty)

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment. .

t
;

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE

Case No:

* *

COUNTY

86 CR 1648

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Constance Bascanot
9102 Perryvale Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Roai^, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you tc

FILE

ear as



Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

F I L E D NW5



V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

*

IN THE

Circuit COURT

Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the • '" day of <^^€s^h^^ , 19 &£>, at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as / — -7

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
//Investigator, License No. 6417

/Citation Investigation Agency
//5005 Wards Chapel Road
Rowings Mills, Maryland 21117

(301)655-7463



v.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

Balto. County Maryland

*

*

*

CASE NO.1
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the t / ^ day of ^ZeZg*^^- , 19 f&, at approximately

SZ-.'/jT/*• M., I executed service of process upon

X/ <^Zx£fci^ described as

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

HN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
Investigator, License No. 6417

Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Dr. Konstantinos G. Dritgas
Good Samaritan Hospital of Maryland, Inc.
5601 Loch Raven Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21239

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



Ordered on February. 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date — "
Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title



STATE OF MARYLAND

v.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 86 CR 1648

* *

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Henry Wysham
Commissioner
District Court of Maryland for Baltimore County
900 Walker Avenue ^ok

Catonsville, Maryland 21228

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

for the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

100, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

FILI ' • A~



contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as

Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Ti

•



> •
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1

V.

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circui t COURT

POR
Balto. County Maryland

CASE NO.1
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the S day of C^Ja^tt^a^^ , 19 ;/• , at approximately

M., I executes service of process upon

, described as

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN E. BURNS, Licensed Private
//Investigator, License No. 6417
Citation Investigation Agency
5005 Wards Chapel Road
^Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463



STATE OF MARYLAND

V.

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

*

*

*

*

*

*

SUBPOENA

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

FOR

BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No: 88 CR 1648

* *

p

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY:

TO: Mr. Keith Barberis
105 Galewood Road
Timonium, Maryland 21093

YOU ARE HEREBY SUBPOENAED to appear in person before the

Circuit Court for Baltimore County, Maryland, 401 Bosley Avenue,

County Courts Building, Towson, Maryland 21204 at 9:00 a.m. on

Monday, February 25, 1991 to continue from day to day until

completed, to testify on behalf of the Defendant in the above-

captioned matter.

This Subpoena is requested by Richard M. Karceski, attorney

•r the Defendant, whose address is 305 W. Chesapeake Avenue, Suite

, Towson, Maryland 21204 and whose telephone number is (301)

583-1325.

It will not be necessary for you to appear for trial on

February 25, 1991 as long as you contact Mr. John Burns, whose

address is 5005 Wards Chapel Road, Owings Mills, Maryland 21117

and whose telephone number is (301) 655-7463, prior to February 15,

1991. You should leave your name, work and home telephone numbers

and an indication of when you can be reached. Should you not

contact Mr. Burns, it will be necessary for you to appear as



-

s

Ordered on February 25, 1991. If you will contact Mr. Burns, he

will advise you that you will be able to be placed on call so as

to inconvenience you as little as possible.

Failure to obey this Subpoena may result in your being charged

with contempt of court and being taken into custody under a warrant

or body attachment.

rff pn MQvoi-go
Date Clerk

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I delivered the original of this
Subpoena to on this day of

, 1990.

Signature

Title

2



V .

State of MARYLAND

Plaintiff

Stanley M Kosmas

Defendant

IN THE

Circuit COURT

DAD

Balto. County Maryland

*

*

CASE NO:
86-- CR-- 1648

AFFIDAVIT OF PRIVATE PROCESS SERVER

Pursuant to Maryland Rule 2-126, I hereby certify that

on the / _ _ _ _ day of (~*/<&ii^**-x , 19 ̂ > , at approximately

M., I executed service of process upon

, described as

at , by then

and there delivering and leaving with the

a copy of the Subpoena dated 11-30-90

I further state that I am over eighteen (18) years of

age and am not a party-to this action.

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:
Court date 2-25-91

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of

perjury that the matters set forth herein are true to the best of

my knowledge, information and belief.

JOHN' E. BURNS, Licensed Private
//Investigator, License No. 6417

/Citation Investigation Agency
^005 Wards Chapel Road
Owings Mills, Maryland 21117
(301)655-7463
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SOMERSET COUNTY, MARYLAND

~

"

-

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

STATE OF MARYLAND

V .

STANLEY M. KOSMAS

CASE NO. 86-CR--00423

January 29, 1987

Princess Anne, Maryland

The above-entitled matter came on for trial, pursuant

to notice, before the Honorable Lloyd L. Simpkins, presiding

and a jury.

APPEARANCES:

On behalf of the State:

MICHAEL A. PULVER, ESQ.
SCOTT SCHELLENBERGER, ESQ.

On behalf of the Defendant:

RUSSELL J. WHITE, ESQ.
PETER G. ANGELOS, ESQ.

* * *

Court Reporter: Robert C. Cochran

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



1-29

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

I N D E X

WITNESS

MICHAEL KOSMAS

EDWARD MATTSON

EXHIBIT

State's 1 & 2

State's 3

State's 4

Defendant's 1 A-C

Defendant's 1 D

DIRECT CROSS REDIRECT RECROSJ

79

169

MARKED

141

177

189

199

200

142

193

163

216

RECEIVED

141

177

189

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



45 A.M.

~

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

THE COURT: All right, Mr. State's Attorney, call a

case.

MR. PULVER: If it please the Court, the State would

call State versus Stanley Kosmas. Our criminal number is

86 CR 1648, although it is my understanding you have it

docketed under a different number.

THE COURT: Ours is 423.

MR. PULVER: Case Number 423. The defendant is

charged with first degree murder.

THE COURT: Are we ready to proceed?

MR. WHITE: Yes.

MR. PULVER: The State is ready.

THE COURT: Mr. Kosmas has entered a plea of not guilty

and asked for a trial by jury, is that right?

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: All right, swear the jurors on their voir

dire, please. Folks, we are going to ask all of you to

stand. We are going to put you under oath before we proceed

to select our jury. We want to ask you some questions.

(The jury was sworn on voir dire.)

THE COURT: Now, folks, I am talking now to the

prospective jurors. We are going to proceed now to select

our jury. Before we start the selection process we place

you all under oath. We want to ask you some questions

m

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

relating to your qualifications to serve as a juror in

this particular case.

We are not trying to pry into your personal lives,

but it is my obligation and duty to select a jury in this

case that is as impartial as is possible for us to select,

and that is impartial to both the defendant and the State.

In that connection, I am going to tell you some little

bit about the case. Then I am going to ask each of you

some questions.

The case we are trying today has been transferred to

Somerset County for trial from Baltimore County. The

defendant in this case is a Mr. Stanley Kosmas. Mr. Kosmas

has been charged in Baltimore County with having on or

about the 17th day of December of 1985 in Baltimore County,

with feloniously, willfully and with deliberate premeditated

malice aforethought, did kill and murder Maria A. Kosmas.

In other words, he is charged with first degree murder of

his wife in Baltimore County sometime in mid or late Decembe

As I understand it, on the 20th of December of 1985

at about 11:00 o'clock in the morning the body of Mrs.

Kosmas was found in the Rosedale section of Baltimore County

She had been strangled. She was found slumped over the

back seat of her automobile.

Mr. Kosmas is represented by Mr. White and Mr. Bruce,

and I will give you a little more information on those two

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

gentlemen later, and the case is being prosecuted by the

State's Attorney's Office in Baltimore County. Our State's

Attorney will be assisting merely as to the jury selection

and nothing else.

Now, we are going to select twelve jurors, and we are

going to select perhaps three alternates. I am going to

ask you some questions, and to save some time I am going to

put the questions to all of you at the same time. If your

answer to my question would be yes — remember, you are

all under oath and the whole thing in this selection depends

upon your honesty, because we have no idea of what the

correct answer is. We depend entirely upon your honesty

in answering these questions.

If your answer to a question would be yes, just stand

up by your seat. What I will do then is ask you your name.

Even though I may know your name, I will ask you your name

for the record, and also because these gentlemen up here

don't know your name probably. I will ask you your name

and we will look on the jury list and get your number so

these gentlemen can make a notation of it, and then I will

proceed with the question.

If you stand up more than one time I will have to ask

you your name each time for the record.

Now, as I said, this case is being prosecuted by the

State's Attorney's Office in Baltimore County. The two

~

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



1 members of the State's Attorney's Office that are here are

2 Mr. Michael Pulver — will you stand, sir — and Mr.

3 Scott Shellenberger. They are members of the State's

4 Attorney's Office in Baltimore County. Thank you, gentlemen

5 My question to you is do any of you know these people,

6 are you acquainted with them, have you ever been associated

7 with them in any way, socially, professionally or any other

8 way?

9 All right, thank you.

10 Now, the defendant in this case is Mr. Kosmas. Will

11 you stand, please, sir.

12 Are any of you folks acquainted with this gentleman,

13 professionally, socially or in any way? Have you ever to

14 your knowledge had any dealings with him at all?

15 Thank you, sir.

16 As I said, the defendant is represented by Mr. Russell

17 White. Mr. White, will you stand, please.

18 Have you folks ever had any business dealings or

19 social contact with Mr. White that you know of?

20 MR. WHITE: Also Mr. Peter Angelos, another attorney,

21 from Baltimore City, is not here yet. He will be here,

22 but something has held him up. Probably the snow.

23 THE COURT: Do any of you know an attorney in Baltimore

24 City by the name of Peter Angelos? You have never heard of

25 Mr. Angelos?

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
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1

2

3

4
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25

Also, gentlemen, Mr. Bruce is here merely for jury

selection alone and is not going to participate in the

trial. Is there any point in asking — they all know Mr.

Bruce.

MR. SHELLENBERGER: That should not be a problem.

THE COURT: You are not going to participate in the

trial?

MR. BRUCE: No, sir.

THE COURT: All right. Now, have any of you before

coining in here this morning acquired any knowledge of any

type about this case? Have you heard anything about it at

all before coming here today? Have you read anything in

the papers about it or have you heard anything on the radio

or the television or have you talked with any person that

ever mentioned this case to you?

I take it then this is the first time any of you have

ever heard of this case. So if you have never heard of

the case, then I assume you have no idea of any of the

people who may be associated with it, witnesses, police

officers and so forth, is that correct?

Now, are any of you related, first cousins or closer,

to a law enforcement person, to a police officer or a

member of the sheriff's department, county police depart-

ment, state police department, federal department, State's

Attorney's office? Do you have anybody in your family,

~

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



1 starting with you and going back through first cousins,

2 that are associated with a police department?

3 You folks on this side can have a seat. I am dispose

4 of this group first.

5 MR. EVANS: My name is Ralph Nelson Evans.

6 THE COURT: Wait just a minute. Mr. Evans is juror

7 number what?

8 THE CLERK: 41, Your Honor, on the master list.

9 THE COURT: 41 on page two. All right, Mr. Evans,

10 your brother was a member of the Maryland State Police,

11 is that right?

12 MR. EVANS: Retired, that is right. He has been

13 retired for three years.

14 THE COURT: He has been retired three years?

15 MR. EVANS: Yes, sir.

16 THE COURT: All right. Now, do you think that the

17 fact that your brother was a State Police Officer would

18 prevent you from rendering a fair and impartial verdict in

19 this case if you are selected to act as a juror?

20 MR. EVANS: No, sir, not at all.

21 THE COURT: You could base your decision on the

22 evidence and the law, is that right?

23 MR. EVANS: Absolutely.

24 THE COURT: All right, he is qualified, gentlemen.

25 Your name, sir?

~
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12

13

14

15

16
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19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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MR.

THE

THE

family?

MR.

STARR:

CLERK:

COURT:

STARR:

county policeman

cycle policeman

THE

MR.

THE

COURT:

STARR:

COURT:

9

Thomas Starr.

Number 18 on page one, Your Honor.

Mr. Starr, what is the situation in your

I have got a brother that is a retired

in Florida and a nephew that is a motor-

in Florida.

Both of them are in the State of Florida?

Yes, sir.

All right. Now, do you think that that

relationship would prevent you from being a fair and

impartial

MR.

THE

juror

STARR:

COURT:

the law and the

MR.

THE

Your

MR.

THE

THE

MR.

in Ocean

THE

MR.

STARR:

COURT:

name,

WILES:

CLERK:

COURT:

WILES:

City.

COURT:

WILES:

if you are selected in this case?

No, sir.

You could make your decision based upon

evidence?

Yes, sir.

I think he is qualified, gentlemen.

sir?

Dale Samuel Wiles.

Number 72 on page three, Your Honor.

All right, Mr. Wiles —

I have a cousin who is a city policeman

Is he full time or part-time?

I believe he is full time, Your Honor.
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1 THE COURT: He is in Ocean City?

2 MR. WILES: I believe so.

3 THE COURT: Now, a first cousin?

4 MR. WILES: Yes, sir.

5 THE COURT: Would that prevent you from acting as a

6 juror in this case and being fair and impartial to both

7 sides?

8 MR. WILES: No, Your Honor.

9 THE COURT: All right, I think he is qualified.

10 Your name, ma'am?

11 MRS. PHOEBUS: Faith Bozman Phoebus.

12 THE CLERK: Number 66 on page three.

13 THE COURT: All right, and what is your situation,

14 Mrs. Phoebus?

15 MRS. PHOEBUS: My uncle is a deputy for the Somerset

16 County Sheriff.

17 THE COURT: Now, do you think that association — and

18 i understand the Somerset County Sheriff's Department is

19 not involved in this case in any way, shape or form -- would

20 that prevent you from being a fair and impartial juror in

21 this case if you are called to act as a juror?

22 MRS. PHOEBUS: No, sir.

23 THE COURT: Gentlemen, in this case I think you may

24 want to know that this lady is also a daughter-in-law of

25 the clerk of our court and she works in the clerk's office.

~
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~ 1 She is employed in the clerk of court's office, if it is

2 of any significance to you.

3 Thank you, ma'am. She is qualified.

4 Your name?

5 MRS. STERLING: Bessie Sterling. My husband is a

6 correctional officer --

7 THE CLERK: Number 74 on page three, Your Honor.

8 THE COURT: Are you having any trouble finding these

9 names? — Mrs. Sterling, your husband —

10 MRS. STERLING: My husband is a correctional officer

11 over at the Somerset County Jail.

12 THE COURT: He works for the sheriff's department?

13 MRS. STERLING: Yes.

14 THE COURT: All right. Now, is that the only relative

15 you have that is a police officer?

16 MRS. STERLING: Yes.

17 THE COURT: Do you think you could be a fair and

18 impartial juror in this case if you are called upon to

19 serve?

20 MRS. STERLING: Yes.

21 THE COURT: All right, I think she is qualified.

22 Anyone else on this side of the room that would answer

23 that question yes?

24 Okay, let's go to this side. You folks that were

25 standing before, will you stand again, please, if you are
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associated with a po

12

lice department, regardless of what the

government is. Your name, ma'am?

MRS.

THE

THE

SPENCE:

CLERK:

COURT:

policeman?

MRS.

THE

MRS

THE

MRS

THE

MRS

THE

SPENCE:

COURT:

SPENCE:

COURT:

SPENCE:

COURT:

SPENCE:

COURT:

Betty Frances Spence.

Number 15 on page one, Your Honor.

Mrs. Spence, who in your family is a

My son-in-law is a State Trooper.

He is a State Trooper now?

Wicomico County, yes.

He is stationed in Wicomico County?

Yes.

What is his name?

Robert Milbourne.

All right. Now, are the State Police in-

volved in this case, gentlemen?

MR.

THE

SHELLENBERGER: No, sir.

COURT:

this case and be

Do you think you could act as a juror in

fair and impartial and base your decision

on the law and the evidence that will be involved in the

case?

MRS

THE

. SPENCE:

COURT:

Yes.

And not be prejudiced by the fact that you

have a relative that is a police officer?

MRS

THE

. SPENCE:

COURT:

No.

Thank you, ma'am. She is qualified.
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Your

MRS.

THE

THE

THE

sorry.

THE

name, ma'am?

RIGGIN

CLERK:

COURT:

CLERK:

COURT:

police officer?

MRS.

in Berlin

THE

RIGGIN

•

COURT:

Lois Riggin.

13

Number 55 on page two.

It is on page three on mine.

I am using this master list, Judge. I am

Mrs. Riggin, who in

: I have a nephew,

Are you the former

the former police officer —

MRS. RIGGIN

is my nephew.

THE COURT:

: He is married to

I got you. We had

John Sommers, father and son. Okay.

Maryland State Police and stationed

think that would

your family is a

John Sommers, stationed

John Sommer's sister,

my aunt. His son John

two police officers named

He is a member of the

in Berlin. Do you

prevent you from being fair and impartial

in this case if you are selected to

MRS.

THE

gentlemen

Your

MR.

THE

RIGGIN

COURT:

•

name?

SMITH:

CLERK:

No, sir.

All right, I think

William T. Smith.

Numl

serve as a juror?

she is qualified,

ser 14 on page one, Your Honor.
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22
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24
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THE

family?

MR.

Police.

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

COURT:

SMITH:

COURT:

SMITH:

COURT:

SMITH:

COURT:

SMITH:

COURT:

SMITH:

COURT:

prevent you from

selected

MR.

THE

14

Mr. Smith, what is the situation in your

I have a nephew with the Maryland State

What is his name?

Thomas Collins.

Where is he stationed?

Queenstown area.

Stationed up near the Bay Bridge, Queenstown

Yes, sir.

He is with the Maryland State Police.

Yes, sir.

Do you think that that relationship would

being a fair and impartial juror if you are

to serve in this case?

SMITH:

COURT:

gentlemen.

All

MR.

THE

THE

MR.

right,

BROMLEY

CLERK:

COURT:

BROMLEY

No, sir.

All right, I think he is qualified,

sir?

: Norman Bromley.

Number 58, Your Honor.

Mr. Bromley, what is your situation?

: I am a Maryland Police Officer for the

University of Maryland Eastern Shore.

THE COURT: Mr. Bromley has been the police officer for

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



~

15

1 a number of years associated with the University of Maryland

2 Eastern Shore on the campus over there. His wife is the

3 clerk of the District Court and has been since 1971 when

4 the Court started.

5 Mr. Bromley, do you think the fact that you are

6 associated with a State Police agency would prevent you

7 from being a fair and impartial juror in this case?

8 MR. BROMLEY: No, sir.

9 THE COURT: You think you could base your decision on

10 the evidence you will be hearing and the law that will be

11 involved in spite of the fact that you are associated with

12 a law enforcement agency?

13 MR. BROMSLEY: Yes, sir.

14 THE COURT: All right, he is qualified, gentlemen.

15 Anyone else?

16 Now, along that same vein, apparently we are going to

17 have some people testify in this case who are police

18 officers, and we are going to have other people testify who

19 are not police officers. My question to you is would you

20 be more likely to believe a police officer when he testifies

21 under oath than you would a person who is not a police

22 officer?

23 To put it another way, is there anything about a

24 policeman that makes him more believable than a person who

25 is not a policeman? Is there anybody who would put more

~
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1 weight in the sworn testimony of a police officer than they

2 would the sworn testimony of a non-policeman? Anybody at

3 all?

4 Now, there are two types of evidence you will receive

5 in a criminal case, at least two. Direct evidence, evidence

6 of an eye-witness, a person who saw something or felt some-

7 thing or smelled something, evidence that you get from

8 your senses, and you also will have circumstantial evidence.

9 Somewhere before this case is over or during the course

10 of instructions I will advise you as to the difference in

11 the two evidences, the two types of evidence. I will tell

12 you that they are of equal weight, and regardless of what

13 the evidence is, you must be convinced beyond a reasonable

14 doubt, whether it is direct or circumstantial.

15 My question to you is would any of you be unable to

16 follow my instructions as to the weight of circumstantial

17 and direct evidence?

18 Now, I understand this trial may last -- we are not

19 going to be here tomorrow, folks, I will tell you that. We

20 have agreed that we are going to recess when we finish up

21 today and come back Monday, because we have gotten a

22 weather report that we may get several inches of snow

23 sometime after midnight tonight. Should we get it, there

24 will be no way for us to get in touch with you tomorrow

25 morning before 9:30 and straighten that mess out. To keep
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from having one hell of a mess here in the morning, with

just a few jurors showing up, we are going to just recess

Court until Monday morning.

This case may last more than all of next week. It may

last five days next week and it may go into the second week.

Nobody knows. My guess is that it will be concluded next

Friday, a week from tomorrow, but it may go over to Monday

or Tuesday.

Now, knowing that, do we have anyone here who would

be unable to serve as a juror? If so, just stand up.

All right, ma'am, give us your name, please.

MRS. LORD: Constance Lord.

THE COURT: Number 29. Mrs. Lord, what is the problem?

MRS. LORD: Well, I am going to be entering the

University to take classes. It will be interferring with

the hours that I would be over there.

THE COURT: You are going to enter the University of

Maryland?

MRS. LORD: Yes.

THE COURT: When does school start?

MRS. LORD: It starts this week. Like today I have a

class, you know, at 1:00 o'clock today.

THE COURT: You are saying you will be a full time

student next week?

MRS. LORD: Just part-time. I am only taking two

~
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1 subjects over there. I also have a full time job.

2 THE COURT: What hours do you go to school?

3 MRS. LORD: From 1:00 to 2:15 I have a class.

4 THE COURT: How many days a week?

5 MRS. LORD: Two days a week.

6 THE COURT: What days?

7 MRS. LORD: Tuesdays and Thursday. Then I have a class

8 in the evening.

9 THE COURT: Well, this won't affect the evening class.

10 What you are saying is it will affect two hours next week,

11 two classes next week.

12 MRS. LORD: Yes.

13 THE COURT: I don't believe, ma'am, under the law I

14 can excuse you for that.

15 MRS. LORD: Okay.

16 THE COURT: Thank you. Your name, sir?

17 MR. BRADSHER: Donald Bradsher.

18 THE COURT: What is your problem, sir?

19 MR. BRADSHER: I am a public service librarian at the

20 University of Maryland Eastern Shore. My responsibilities

21 take me into College Park often.

22 THE COURT: It takes you to College Park often?

23 MR. BRADSHER: Yes.

24 THE COURT: Are you scheduled to go next week?

25 MR. BRADSHER: Yes, on the 3rd.

"
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THE COURT: For what purpose?

MR. BRADSHER: We are automating the library system

over there. I have to have meetings at College Park.

THE COURT: How many days are you scheduled to go to

College Park?

MR. BRADSHER: One day next week.

THE COURT: Which day?

MR. BRADSHER: Tuesday.

THE COURT: Do you have anyone else that could go in

your place?

MR. BRADSHER: No, sir. There are only two in my

department. I am the only librarian.

THE COURT: And you are scheduled to go to College

Park next Tuesday?

MR. BRADSHER: On the 3rd. And also the snow, we had

been down for about two weeks, the automated system, and

registration has been put back. I have to work with that.

THE COURT: Registration is over, isn't it?

MR. BRADSHER: Not quite.

THE COURT: This young lady said she registered and

starts —

MR. BARDSHER: Some people are and some people aren't.

THE COURT: Approach the bench, gentlemen, please.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

THE COURT: You have heard what the man has to say.

~
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1 What do you think?

2 MR. PULVER: I think we have plenty of jurors.

3 THE COURT: I don't want to excuse anybody without

4 your permission.

5 MR. PULVER: I have no problem with excusing him.

6 MR. WHITE: No objection.

7 (The conference at the bench concluded.)

8 THE COURT: Thank you, sir. You are excused.

9 Those that I have excused are free to leave. You don't

10 have to stick around.

11 Anyone else on the right side of the aisle?

12 Okay, go to the left side. Those that are going to

13 have an unreasonable hardship if this case goes into next

14 week, let's hear from you. Your name, ma'am?

15 MRS. CROCKETT: Mary Crockett.

16 THE COURT: Mrs. Crockett, tell us your problem.

17 MRS. CROCKETT: I am the admitting clerk at McCready

18 Hospital.

19 THE COURT: Are you the lady that the administrator

20 called about a couple times?

21 MRS. CROCKETT: Yes.

22 THE COURT: You are admitting clerk at the hospital

23 and there was no one else in your position, isn't that

24 correct?

25 MRS. CROCKETT: They can do it for a couple of days,
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1 but any longer than that, it takes from their work.

2 THE COURT: It would create a difficult situation at

3 the hospital. The hospital at Crisfield is a very small

4 hospital. They have one person hired to do one thing and

5 there is no replacement.

6 MR. PULVER: No objection.

7 MR. WHITE: No objection.

8 THE COURT: You are excused, ma'am.

9 Your name?

10 MRS. BURNETTE: Mareesa Murnette.

11 THE CLERK: Number nine, Your Honor.

12 THE COURT: Your problem, ma'am?

13 MRS. BURNETTE: I am also a student at the University

14 of Maryland Eastern Shore part-time. I haven't registered

15 yet for school.

16 THE COURT: You don't know what your classes are going

17 to be then?

18 MRS. BURNETTE: I know the classes I need to take,

19 but I need for to pay for those.

20 THE COURT: Well, how will being a juror affect your

21 problem?

22 MRS. BURNETTE: Well, my classes are only three days

23 a week, Monday, Wednesday and Friday.

24 THE COURT: You haven't registered yet you say?

25 MRS. BURNETTEE: No.

~
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THE

MRS

classes

THE

COURT: How

. BURNETTE:

that I need

COURT: The

Wednesday and Friday

MRS

THE

MRS

THE

and each

MRS

THE

MRS

THE

you will

MRS

THE

MRS

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

to your

. BURNETTE:

COURT: And

. BURNETTE:

COURT: Two

Friday?

. BURNETTE:

22

do you know when the classes will be?

Because it is stated in a book. The

are stated in a book.

ones you plan to take will be Monday,

*

Yes.

how many classes a day?

Two classes a day.

classes each Monday, each Wednesday

Urn hum.

COURT: They are daytime classes?

. BURNETTE:

COURT: If

Urn hum.

you are selected to serve as a juror,

miss six classes?

. BURNETTE:

COURT: If

. BURNETTE:

No, I will miss two classes.

you serve all week I mean.

Yes.

COURT: Gentlemen, do you have any problem —

PULVER: I

WHITE: No

COURT: The

have no problem.

objection.

attorneys say they have no objection

being excused, ma'am.

Your name, sir?

MR. PRETTYMAN: Damon Prettyman.
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THE CLERK: Number 12, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And your problem, sir?

MR. PRETTYMAN: I own a restaurant and I am light on

personnel. I can't get away for a week.

THE COURT: You own a restaurant in Crisfield?

MR. PRETTYMAN: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: You and your wife run it?

MR. PRETTYMAN: I operate it myself. I mean I have

employees, but I can't get away for every day. I have a

tough time getting away for one day.

THE COURT: It will be a hardship on you if you have

to be gone six or seven days?

MR. PRETTYMAN: I don't even have people to cover. I

would have to close.

THE COURT: All right, you are excused, sir.

All right, do we have anyone else?

Now, does anyone know of any reason at all, regardless

of what it is, why he or she doesn't believe they could

serve as a juror in this case and render a fair and impartia

verdict based upon the law and the evidence?

MR. HARTMAN: John Hartman.

THE CLERK: Number 54.

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Hartman, come up here,

please, and tell us what your problem is.

Mr. Kosmas, any time these attorneys approach the bench

~
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1 you have a right to be here. You are not required to, but

2 you have that right throughout the trial.

3 (The following conference occurred at the bench.)

4 MR. HARTMAN: Is the situation capital punishment in

5 this?

6 THE COURT: No, none of that. No capital punishment

7 is involved. Is that the only problem you have, John?

8 MR. HARTMAN: Yes.

9 THE COURT: All right, he is qualified.

10 MR. PULVER: We have struck about everybody else except

11 for that one lady. She has got classes too.

12 THE COURT: She has one class. She just doesn't want

13 to serve on the jury.

14 MR. PULVER: Good enough.

15 (The conference at the bench concluded.)

16 THE COURT: All right, gentlemen, the clerk will draw

17 names by lot. We will alternate in our challenges. The

18 State has ten and the defendant has twenty.

19 Mr. Ruark, you come over here and you call out whose

20 turn it is. We will alternate, starting with the State.

21 The State goes first and then the defendant. We will

22 switch back and forth.

23 THE CLERK: The first juror is juror number 74, Bessie

24 Mae Sterling. Mrs. Sterling, will you please stand.

25 THE COURT: If your name is called, please stand up.

~
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MR.

MRS

THE

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

PULVER:

, BRUCE:

COURT:

CLERK:

BRUCE:

PULVER:

COURT:

number two.

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

anybody ;

CLERK:

PULVER:

BRUCE:

COURT:

25

Miss Sterling is acceptable to the State.

Acceptable.

Take a seat in the box, juror number one.

Number 44, Charles Ellsworth Black.

Acceptable.

Mr. Black is acceptable to the State.

Take a seat in the box, Mr. Black, juror

Number 14, William T. Smith.

Mr. Smith is acceptable to the State.

Strike.

You are excused, sir. Don't leave. If

LS excused, don't leave just yet. You won't be

serving on this

a few minutes.

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

THE

MR.

CLERK:

BRUCE:

PULVER:

COURT:

CLERK:

PULVER:

BRUCE:

COURT:

CLERK:

BRUCE:

case but I need to say something to you in

Number 27, Maurice Lawrence Ruark.

Acceptable.

Mr. Ruark is acceptable to the State.

Take a seat in the box, juror number three.

Number 50, Mattye W. Middleton.

Mrs. Middleton is acceptable to the State.

Acceptable.

Take a seat in the box, please.

Number 24, Tracy Marie Pollitt.

Strike.
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THE

THE

MR.

COURT:

CLERK:

PULVER:

Daugherty.

THE

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

six.

THE

MR.

THE

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

COURT:

CLERK:

BRUCE:

PULVER:

COURT:

CLERK:

PULVER:

BRUCE:

COURT:

CLERK:

BRUCE:

COURT:

CLERK:

PULVER:

BRUCE:

COURT:

number seven.

THE

MR.

THE

CLERK:

BRUCE:

COURT:

26

You are excused, ma'am.

Juror number 13, Dorothy J. Daugherty.

The State would respectfully excuse Mrs.

You are excused, ma'am.

Number two, Charles Eugene Taylor.

Acceptable.

Mr. Taylor is acceptable to the State.

Take a seat in the box, sir, number five.

Number 33, Lorenzo Robert Cropper.

Mr. Cropper is acceptable to the State.

Acceptable.

Take a seat in the box, Mr. Cropper, number

Number 53, Bernice Pittman.

Strike.

You are excused, ma'am.

Number 51, Doris Ridgway Muir.

Miss Muir is acceptable to the State.

Acceptable.

Take a seat in the box, Mrs. Muir, juror

Number 58, Norman Ellis Bromley.

Strike.

You are excused, sir.
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MR.

MR.

THE

nine.

THE

MR.

MR.
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Mary Lee Hastings.

Miss Hastings is acceptable to the State.

Strike.

You are excused, ma'am.

Number 40, Juanita Simms Powell.

Acceptable.

Miss Powell is acceptable to the State.

Take a seat in the box, Mrs. Powell, juror

Number 43, Agnes Mae Catlin.

Miss Catlin is acceptable to the State.

Acceptable.

Take a seat in the box, Mrs. Catlin, number

Number 62, Dorothy Mae Rolley.

Acceptable.

Miss Rolley is acceptable to the State.

Take a seat in the box, Mrs. Rolley.

: Could I have something to say, Your Honor

Come up here, please.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

MRS ROLLEY

am not the man's

in the hands of

If I am called,

: I cannot be fair to the trial because I

judge, neither his jury. I will leave that

God Almighty. That is what I believe in.

I would be doing nothing but hanging up your
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Well, I asked you under oath earlier if you

could render a fair and impartial verdict. You didn't

answer no

lady

MRS.

THE

MRS.

THE

We

MR.

•

ROLLEY

COURT:

ROLLEY

COURT:

: I called you Monday --

I am talking about right now under oath.

: I cannot be fair to the trial.

All right, gentlemen, you have heard the

have already gone through the voir dire process.

PULVER:

she be stricken

said

THE

MR.

she

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

(The

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

THE

MR.

COURT:

PULVER:

cannot

BRUCE:

COURT:

BRUCE:

COURT:

Under the circumstances we would ask

for cause, given her responses.

You are going to use your strike?

I ask she be stricken for cause, given she

be fair and impartial in this case.

I guess that is acceptable to us.

Acceptable to both sides?

Yes, sir.

All right, you are excused, ma'am.

conference at the bench concluded.)

CLERK:

PULVER:

BRUCE:

COURT:

CLERK:

BRUCE:

Arthur Harold Tawes.

Mr. Tawes is acceptable to the State.

Acceptable.

Take a seat in the box, Mr. Tawes.

Number 66, Faith Bozman Phoebus.

Strike.
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You are excused, ma'am.

Number 48, Shirley Mae Hutt.

Miss Hutt is acceptable to the State.

Acceptable.

Take a seat in the box, Mrs. Hutt, juror

Number eleven, Gary Grant Collins.

Acceptable.

Mr. Collins is acceptable to the State.

Take a seat in the box, Mr. Collins. You

twelve.

gentlemen, the State has exercised one strike

and the defendant has exercised six. Who was last?

MR.

one.

THE

THE

THE

THE

MR.

Thomas.

THE

THE

MR.

MR.

WHITE:

COURT:

CLERK:

COURT:

CLERK:

PULVER:

COURT:

CLERK:

BRUCE:

PULVER:

Your Honor, we would like to strike number

Juror number one, you are excused, ma'am.

Bessie Mae Sterling.

Draw another number.

Number 70, Virginia Estelle Thomas.

The State would respectfully excuse Miss

You are excused, ma'am.

Number 10, Mary Lou King.

Acceptable.

Miss King is acceptable to the State.
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Take a seat in the box, Mrs. King, juror

jentlemen, the State still has eight strikes

and the defendant has thirteen.

MR. PULVER:

number four.

THE

THE

THE

MR.

MR.

Whitney.

THE

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

THE

MR.

THE

THE

CLERK:

COURT:

CLERK:

BRUCE:

PULVER:

COURT:

CLERK:

PULVER:

BRUCE:

COURT:

CLERK:

BRUCE:

COURT:

CLERK:

The State would respectfully excuse juror

Mrs. Middleton.

Mrs. Middleton, you are excused, ma'am.

Number 56, Calvin Glenn Whitney.

Acceptable.

The State would respectfully excuse Mr.

-

You are excused, sir.

Number 42, Deborah Marriner Webster.

Miss Webster is acceptable to the State.

Strike.

You are excused, Mrs. Webster.

Number 20, Virginia Long Hall.

Strike.

You are excused, ma'am.

Number 26, Cora Mason Widdowson. Would you

stand, Mrs. Widdowson, please.

THE COURT: Remain standing, ma'am, until they have

made their selection.

MR. PULVER: Miss Widdowson would be acceptable to the
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Acceptable.

Take a seat in the box, ma'am, juror number

gentlemen, you still have eleven strikes

iefendant and six for the State.

BRUCE: The defendant would respectfully excuse

juror number eight.

THE

excused,

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

COURT:

ma'am.

CLERK:

BRUCE:

PULVER:

COURT:

Juror number eight, Mrs. Powell, you are

That is ten strikes, Mr. Bruce.

Number six, Nicey T. Turpin.

Acceptable.

Miss Turpin is acceptable to the State.

Take a seat in the box, Mrs. Turpin,

juror number eight.

MR. PULVER:

number five.

THE COURT:

The State would respectfully excuse juror

All right, juror number five, Mr. Taylor,

is excused by the State.

THE

MR.

MR.

THE

THE

MR.

CLERK:

PULVER:

BRUCE:

COURT:

CLERK:

BRUCE:

Number 23, Idella Frances Ward.

Miss Ward is acceptable to the State.

Strike.

You are excused, Mrs. Ward.

Number three, Brenda Sadie Cottingham.

Acceptable.
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Miss Cottingham is acceptable to the

Take a seat in the box, ma'am. Juror numbe

The State would respectfully excuse juror

Mrs. Hutt, you are excused.

Number 35, Martha Mahan Schrock.

Acceptable.

Miss Schrock is acceptable to the State.

Take a seat in the box, ma'am, juror number

have got nine left and the State has got four.

BRUCE:

Your Honor.

MR. PULVER:

the State.

THE COURT:

The panel is acceptable to the defense,

The jury as assembled is acceptable to

All right, let the record show that the

jury is acceptable to both parties.

Now

How many

enough?

MR.

MR.

THE

gentlemen, we are going to select some alternates.

do you

BRUCE:

PULVER:

COURT:

think we ought to have? Would two be

I would think so.

Two is fine, Your Honor.

All right, you have one strike and the
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defendant has two on each alternate.

THE CLERK: Number 22, Melody Smith Nelson.

MR. PULVER: Miss Nelson is acceptable to the State.

MR. BRUCE: Acceptable.

THE COURT: Take seat in the box, Mrs. Nelson, juror

number thirteen.

THE CLERK: Number 17, Russell Thomas Charnick.

MR. BRUCE: Acceptable, Your Honor.

MR. PULVER: Mr. Charnick is acceptable to the State.

THE COURT: Take a seat in the box, Mr. Charnick.

All right, gentlemen, are both of these alternates

acceptable to you?

MR. PULVER: Yes.

MR. BRUCE: Yes.

THE COURT: All right, we will proceed to swear the

jurors, if they are all acceptable.

(The jury was sworn.)

THE CLERK: Mr. Kosmas, please remain standing. The

jurors for the State of Maryland for the body of Baltimore

County do under oath present that Stanley Michael Kosmas,

late of Baltimore County aforesaid, on the 17th day of

December in the year of our Lord 1985 at Baltimore County

aforesaid feloniously, willfully and of deliberately pre-

meditated malice aforethought did kill and murder one Maria

Elaine Kosmas, contrary to the form of the act of assembly
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1 and in such case made and provided against the peace,

2 government and dignity of the state.

3 Upon this indictment he has been arraigned. Upon this

4 indictment he has pled not guilty and for his trial has put

5 himself upon the country, which country you are, so that

6 your charge is to inquire whether he be guilty of the matter

7 whereof he stands indicted or charged or not guilty.

8 You may be seated.

9 All sworn, Your Honor.

10 THE COURT: All right. Now, Mr. Tawes, you will keep

11 the seat you have but you will act as the jury foreman.

12 Now, you folks, jurors number 13 and 14 selected as

13 alternates, you have all the responsibility of the other

14 jurors until the jurors retire to commence their deliberations,

15 Then, if we still have twelve people ahead of you, you will

16 be excused. But up until then you will conduct yourselves

17 just as if you are one of the original twelve.

18 The folks who haven't been selected to serve on this

19 panel are going to be excused.

20 (The jurors not selected were excused.)

21 THE COURT: We are going to recess now, take our

22 regular mid-morning recess. What I am going to tell you now

23 folks, those of you on the jury, is true not only for this

24 recess, but it holds true throughout these proceedings.

25 We are going to recess every morning about this time

~
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and every afternoon about the middle of the afternoon, and,

of course, recess for lunch. Then in the evening we will

recess for the night.

Don't discuss this matter with anyone. Don't discuss

it among yourselves. Don't discuss it with your wives or

your husbands or children or any relatives. Don't discuss

it with any third party. Don't permit anyone to discuss

it in your presence.

We don't want you to commence your deliberations until

you have heard all of the testimony. We don't want you to

commence forming an opinion as to guilt or innocence until

you have heard from all of the witnesses.

During the recess you will not discuss this matter at

all. Discuss the snow or something else when you go home

at night. You will not listen to any radio or television

account of what has happened in these proceedings. I doubt

if there will be any, but should there be something on the

radio or television, please refrain from listening to it-

Walk out of the room or turn it off or something if it comes

on.

Don't read any newspaper account. We don't want you

hearing anything about this case until after it is over,

except what you hear from the witness stand, the sworn

testimony of the witnesses. That is what you will base your

decision on, not what you may read in the newspaper or hear
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1 on the radio.

2 With that, we will recess until five minutes of eleven.

3 (A recess was taken from 10:40 A.M. to 10:55 A.M.)

4 THE COURT: Let the record show that all the jurors

5 have returned to the courtroom and the defendant and his

6 attorneys are at the trial table.

7 Now, ladies and gentlemen, how we are going to proceed

8 this morning, I don't know if all of you have served before

9 or not, had jury duty before, but what we do now is the

10 attorneys will make their opening statements to you if they

11 want to. The State has the opportunity to go first, and

12 then the defendant's attorney.

13 During the opening statements they will tell you what

14 they expect to be able to show, be able to prove during

15 the course of the trial.

16 After they have finished with their statements, then

17 we will call the first witness. After the opening statement

18 have been concluded wee will give you some paper, yellow

19 pads, so you can keep notes if you want to.

20 You are not required to keep notes. Those of you that

21 want a yellow pad, we will provide it for you, along with a

22 pencil or pen. You can keep notes if you want to keep notes

23 Make sure you write your name on the back of your

24 yellow pad. When you go to lunch, leave your yellow pad,

25 or when you recess, leave your yellow pad on your seat.

~
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When you recess for the night, leave it on your seat. Our

bailiff will pick it up and keep it for you until we come

back in court. Be sure to put your name on it, because we

don't want you getting somebody else's notes.

Mr. State's Attorney.

MR. PULVER: May it please the Court, Mr. Foreman,

ladies and gentlemen of the jury, my name is Michael Pulver.

Seated with me is Mr. Scott Shellenberger. We are both

Assistant State's Attorneys for Baltimore County.

Presiding today, as I am sure you all know, is His

Honor Judge Simpkins. Representing the defendant in this

case is Mr. Russell White and Mr. Peter Angelos, and Mr.

Bruce is here as well.

I want to start off by thanking you ladies and gentlemen

for agreeing to be jurors in this case. I know it is not an

easy task to be a juror, that it often requires great

personal sacrifice on your part, and, given the weather

conditions we have had recently, I know it is a big

sacrifice.

It is because of your sacrifice, that willingness to

sacrifice, that I thank you for on behalf of Mr. Shellenberger

and myself and on behalf of the people of the State of

Maryland.

We are now, as the Judge told you, at opening statement^.

This is my opportunity to preview for you what this case is
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all about, to tell you what the State intends to prove.

What is this case all about? On December 18th, 1985,

a little over a year ago, Maria Kosmas was reported missing

to the Baltimore County Police by her son Michael. She

had been missing since December 17th, the early morning hour

of December 17th, just after the 16th. She was missing

from the time she had gotten home from the family restaurant

On December 20th, Friday, December 20th, Maria Kosmas

was found dead. When found she was in the back of her car

which was parked in a parkaing lot just behind her home,

an apartment complex parking lot. The car was two-tenths of

a mile from her home when she was found.

As I said, when she was found she was lying over the

back seat of her car. He sweatshirt and bra had been

pulled up over her breasts. Her pants and underwear had

been pulled down to around her thighs, leaving her bare

buttocks exposed.

Even though she was left in this humiliating manner,

it was later learned that there was no evidence she had

been raped or sexually molested.

When found, she had on no coat or jacket and her feet

were bare. Now, this was unusual because it was extremely

cold that week, one of the coldest weeks of the month —

excuse me, of the year. It was so cold, in fact, that

when she was found she was completely frozen solid.
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1 On her finger remained an expensive diamond ring. And,

2 most importantly, on the bottom of her feet, stuck to the

3 soles of her feet, was cut dried grass and leaves. That

4 grass, ladies and gentlemen, would later hold the key to

5 answering the question of where Maria Kosmas was murdered.

6 Around her neck were dark red and blue marks, marks

7 that had been left by a ligature or strap that was wrapped

8 around her throat and then pulled with such force and

9 violence that she couldn't break free as she grasped and

10 struggled for breath.

11 She didn't struggle very long. After 30 seconds or so

12 the blood had been cut off to her brain. She slowly

13 slipped into unconsciousness, and, while the pressure was

14 continued to be applied around her throat, minutes later

15 death ensued.

16 Who and what motive did anyone have to kill Maria

17 Kosmas? She was not raped and she was not robbed. What

18 motive, therefore, did anyone have to not only kill Maria

19 Kosmas, but to strangle her and leave her displayed in that

20 manner?

21 The answer to that question is why we are here. And

22 based on the evidence, what is clear is that only one

23 person had the overwhelming motive, opportunity and desire

24 to see Maria Kosmas dead, a man whose anger, pride and

25 jealousy could not accept the fact that his wife had been

~
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unfaithful to him. A man whose anger, pride and jealousy

could not accept the fact that not only had she been

unfaithful, but when caught, refused to reconcile with him,

and instead told him that she wanted a divorce. A man

whose anger, pride and jealousy could not accept the fact

that she was going to leave him after what she had done to

him.

And for that reason, ladies and gentlemen, her life

was taken. Her life was taken. She paid a price for her

sins against him. That man, ladies and gentlemen, is the

defendant, Maria's husband, Stanley Kosmas.

In order to understand why the defendant took his wife'£

life it is important that I give you a little bit of the

history, tell you a little bit about the events leading up

to her death.

The defendant and Maria had been married for

approximately 22 years. They married when Maria was 18

years old and the defendant was 30.

For the first 20 or so years of their marriage Maria

had stayed home and watched the children. They had three

children.

Approximately two years before her life was taken

she got a job. She got a job at Westinghouse, and she got

the job through an old family friend, somebody she had known

when she was a young girl. The man's name was Aris

m
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Melissaratos.

She began working at Westinghouse. After a while

she became romantically involved with Aris Melissaratos.

The defendant became suspicious that his wife was seeing

Melissaratos. So suspicious was he that he hired a street-

wise private investigator named Ed Mattson.

Now, Mattson had been a Baltimore City Police officer

for approximately 14 years and a private investigator for

another two, and was therefore amply qualified to do the

job for which he had been hired by the defendant.

Approximately two weeks after he was hired he followed

Maria and Melissaratos into a hotel room at the Red Roof

Inn, a short distance away from Westinghouse. Realizing

that he had caught them dead to rights, he immediately

notified the defendant of what he had observed.

The defendant came down, met with him at the hotel,

and together they entered the room. The defendant was

obviously furious and began to strike his wife.

Mattson calmed him down and then they left. Mattson

followed the defendant and his wife home to make sure that

everything was all right. That was on February 4th of

1985.

Ironically, having caught his wife being unfaithful

only made matters worse. Instead of reconciling with the

defendant, she told him that she didn't love him anymore
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and that she wanted a divorce and was planning to leave.

At that point the relationship that was shrouded in

suspicion and had been strained went from bad to worse.

Their arguments became violent. The defendant continued

to hire Mattson to follow his wife, even though he had

basically already gotten the goods on her, only when he was

meeting with Mattson on these occasions, he began to say

that he would like his wife or Aris Melissaratos to

disappear.

At first Mattson thought this was just the rantings

of an irrate or disgruntled husband. But the defendant's

persistence with this request began to concern him.

The defendant was also following Maria at this time,

and on one occasion in April followed her at Westinghouse

as she left the complex again with Melissaratos. This was

at lunchtime.

He followed them, and as they left the Westinghouse

complex he got behind them. And so enraged was he of the

fact that his wife was continuing to see Aris Melissaratos,

in spite of his threats, that at a stoplight in broad

daylight the defendant jumped out of his car wielding a

tire iron and smashed out the passenger side window where

Melissaratos was seated.

Maria took off from the light and the defendant

chased them. There was a high speed chase, and fortunately

-
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Maria and Aris were able to reach the security of Westing-

house before any more harm could be done.

In spite of the threats and in spite of the violence,

Maria refused to reconcile. Realizing that she wasn't

going to change her mind, that she was resolved to leave,

the defendant decided that he would do something about his

threats.

He again contacted Ed Mattson, only this time instead

of asking him to follow Maria, he told him that he would

pay him $10,000.00 if he would have somebody kill his wife

on her upcoming trip to Miami.

Mattson put him off and hoped that this would all

blow over. Unfortunately, the defendant was obsessed with

this idea. So obsessed was he with this idea that he even

thought he could enlist the aid of his 17 year old son in

his bizarre plan.

His son, Michael Kosmas, by this time his relationship

with his mother had soured. His father had been telling

him and the other children about how his mother had been

unfaithful. Although this was unknown to Maria, he was

having these conversations with the children.

He told them how hurt he was and how she was trying

to break up the family and upon hearing these things, quite

obviously Michael's affections for his mother had soured

and he was almost at the point where he wasn't talking to

-^
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1 her.

2 in early June of 19 85 the defendant approached Michael

3 while he was cutting the lawn in the backyard and he told

4 Michael, "I am going to have your mother killed, and if

5 anything should go wrong, I want you to make the payoff."

6 He told him he would give the key to a safe deposit

7 box to him so that in case anything did go wrong he could

8 make that payoff.

9 Well, Michael thought his father was upset and told

10 him, "Don't talk crazy." Little did he know that in fact

11 his father had taken steps to carry out this plan.

12 Later Maria found out about the plan as well. She

13 found out about it through her son Michael. It seems that

14 during an argument between his father and his mother and

15 his mother's parents, Mr. and Mrs. Thanos, during that

16 argument, a very heated and severe argument, Michael heard

17 things he had not realized before and began to see that

18 there was more to the family's problems than he initially

19 thought.

20 So when his mother returned from Miami, where she did

21 go for two weeks, he began to talk with her about the

22 family's problems. During those conversations —-

23 MR. WHITE: I am going to object to the conversations.

24 THE COURT: Now, you understand that you are not going

25 to tell them anything that would be of a hearsay nature.

n
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1 MR. PULVER: I am only telling them what Michael Kosmas

2 will testify he said to his mother.

3 THE COURT: Not what his mother said to him.

4 MR. PULVER: No, Your Honor.

5 THE COURT: All right.

6 MR. PULVER: He told his mother about his father's

7 approaching him, about asking him to make the payoff for

8 this contract murder. Maria later learned that this was

9 true. She talked to Ed Mattson and Mattson told her —

10 MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

11 THE COURT: Wait a minute. He is objecting. Approach

12 the bench.

13 (The following conference occurred at the bench.)

14 THE COURT: All right, what is the nature of your

15 objection?

16 MR. WHITE: Hearsay, Your Honor, conversations outside

17 of Court between the two people.

18 MR. PULVER: Your Honor, Mr. Mattson will take the

19 stand and will testify that it was Maria and he told her

20 about the contract. That is not hearsay.

21 THE COURT: Well, is he going to be here? Is he

22 available for cross-examination?

23 MR. PULVER: Exactly, Your Honor.

24 MR. ANGELOS: If I may, what the State is offering is

25 evidence here to the jurors, prospectively, of conversations
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1 that Mattson alleges that he had — will be conversations

2 that Mattson will allege that he had, where he told a third

3 party. That is what he is talking about.

4 MR. PULVER: He can be cross-examined about those

5 things.

6 THE COURT: I am going to let it in. You are not

7 requesting to tell about any conversations that the mother

8 had with the boy.

9 MR. PULVER: If he should happen to say that she said

10 that, I would have no — if they object, you should sustain

11 that.

12 THE COURT: You are going to warn him?

13 MR. PULVER: I am going to warn him.

14 THE COURT: We are only concerned about the opening

15 statement.

16 MR. ANGELOS: My objection goes to the fact that the

17 State is saying Mrs. Kosmas knew about the threats. Certain

18 statements are being attributed to her that she is making

19 to others.

20 THE COURT: No, no. No statement from her. Just about

21 what the boy told his mother, not what the mother told the

22 boy.

23 MR. PULVER: And what Mattson told her.

24 THE COURT: Mattson's statement. Who is Mattson?

25 MR. PULVER: The private investigator.
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1 (The conference at the bench concluded.)

2 MR. PULVER: As I stated, ladies and gentlemen, she

3 later learned from Ed Mattson that in fact the defendant had

4 approached him and had offered him $10,000.00.

5 Upon learning this information she, along with Michael

6 Kosmas, went to the Baltimore County Police Department and

7 spoke with Agent Donald Pfouts.

8 Now, even though the defendant couldn't find someone

9 else to take Maria's life, his resolve to never allow her

10 to leave remained strong. So constant and adamant were his

11 threats to take her life if she left, that his son Michael

12 by this time was going to his father too, sometimes three

13 times a week, trying to reason with him, pleading with him.

14 But his father refused to back down. He wouldn't relent,

15 in spite of his son's pleas.

16 But just as adamant, just as resolved as the defendant

17 was that his wife would never leave him, Maria was resolved

18 to break free of the marriage.

19 She made plans to leave the defendant. She contacted

20 a lawyer who notified the defendant of her intentions to

21 divorce him, notified the defendant of her plan to leave on

22 January 2nd of 1986, after the Christmas Holidays. And she

23 began removing aritlces of personal importance to her,

24 such as pictures and things that she had received from her

25 parents from the home.
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Given her resolve to leave and the defendant's resolve

to never allow it, it was really only a matter of when and

where the collision would take place. The when was the

early morning hours of December 17th, when, as I said,

Maria had returned home from the family restaurant.

Maria would work all day at Westinghouse. Then when

she got off work she would go to the family restaurant and

work in the evening and close the business down.

By this time it was pretty routine that she would get

to the store and the defendant would go home where he had

been working there all day and she would get a ride home

with one of the delivery girls.

On this evening she got a ride home with Edna Carrick.

On the ride home she told Edna that she was going to go

home, work on the books, do some laundry, and go to bed.

She arrived home at approximately 12:30, a quarter to

1:00. Now, according to the defendant when she got home

she came and woke him and asked him for some money to pay

a bill. He told her that he would talk with her in the

morning.

At this point it is impossible for us to know what

happened. But what we do know is that no one ever saw

Maria Kosmas alive again, and that when Michael Kosmas got

home that evening, his father was acting in a very abnormal

manner.
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Michael had been at a concert that night at the

Capital Center, which is just outside of Washington and a

good distance from where they live in Baltimore. They live

on the eastern side of Baltimore County.

He got home at approximately 1:30 that evening, and

with him were two friends, Helen and Keith. Keith had had

too much to drink and was not in too good shape and he

didn't want to go home and face his parents in that conditioji

Helen lived quite a distance away from where Michael

lived, and, given the late hour, it was agreed that Helen

and Michael would spend the night at Michael's house.

Michael was surprised when he got home that evening

to find that his father was up waiting for him at the door,

dressed in blue jeans and a pajama top. This was unusual.

His father had never been up waiting for him when he got

home late, it had always been his mother.

His father was acting nervous and was pacing. He told

his father that his friends were going to spend the

evening, and the defendant objected, arguing there was no

room for them.

Finally Michael explained to his father that they

couldn't go home that late, so his father allowed them to

stay the night.

But then when Michael told him that Helen was going

to sleep in the basement, he again objected, arguing that

~
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1 the basement was a mess.

2 Again, this is 1:30 in the morning, Michael explained

3 to his father she would have to sleep in the basement, that

4 she couldn't sleep in his room or upstairs on the couch

5 because his mother would never allow that. So again his

6 father finally agreed to allow her to sleep in the basement,

7 but insisted that he first clean it up.

8 As unusual as that conduct was, what was even more

9 unusual is that after over an hour, while Michael and Helen

10 were upstairs talking, they didn't see the defendant, who

11 was ostensibly down in the basement.

12 Helen left the house for a short couple minutes to

13 move her car from where it was parked around the corner

14 to in front of the Kosmas home. When she left she noticed

15 that there were no lights on in the basement, even though

16 that is where the defendant said he was going to be.

17 When Michael finally went down into the basement that

18 evening he noticed two things: One, that his father was

19 coming out of the laundry room, and when he asked his

20 father what are you doing, his father's reply was nothing.

21 And nothing in that basement, ladies and gentlemen, had been

22 cleaned. It was still a mess. It was no different than

23 when he had left earlier that morning, after over an hour

24 of his father being in the basement.

25 Now, ordinarily Maria Kosmas would get her children up
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in the morning so they could get ready for school. The

next morning nobody had been awakened.

At first Michael didn't think much of it, but when

by Wednesday morning his mother again failed to wake any

of the children up, he began to worry. He realized it had

been almost two days or two days since he has seen his

mother. He had last talked to her about 6:00 o'clock on

the 16th, Monday, the 16th of December, before he went to

the concert. He hadn't seen her when he got home, which

was unusual.

He went to school and he made it through home-room,

but after home-room he decided to leave and make some calls.

He called a friend and he learned that she had not seen

Maria and that others were worried as well.

At 10:00 o'clock that morning Michael went to the

restaurant where his father was working. He asked his

father, "Where is mom? Have you seen her?" The defendant's

reply was no.

He asked, "Did you call the police? Have you done

anything?" Again, the reply was no.

Sensing that his father wasn't very concerned, he said,

"Well, if you are not going to call the police, then I will.

And to that the defendant replied, "You do what you want."

Michael immediately contacted the police. By this

time mothers were worried about Maria's whereabout's as well
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1 Friends, co-workers, the police, all contacted the defendant

2 to see what he knew about his wife's whereabout's.

3 To the police the defendant's only reply was, "I don't

4 know where she is, and she never said anything to me about

5 leaving."

6 To others he would just give an account of his

7 whereabout's on the evening Maria disappeared.

8 To one of Maria's friends, Jackie Alban, who did not

9 live in the neighborhood and wasn't aware that Maria was

10 missing, he told her that she was out shopping, even though

11 she had already been reported missing to the police. Most

12 importantly, to Maria's best friend, Paula, and Maria's

13 sister, Jemette, the defendant stated, "Regardless of what

14 you think, I didn't do it. I can account for my time from

15 6:30 on." And he began to give an account of where he was

16 and what he was doing that evening, the evening she

17 disappeared.

18 That statement, ladies and gentlemen, was made two

19 days before Maria Kosmas's body was found.

20 By this time Maria's mother had come up from Miami.

21 So concerned about her daughter's whereabout's, she contacted

22 Ed Mattson and hired him to locate her daughter. Ed Mattson

23 as you remember, is the private investigator, the same

24 private investigator that had told Maria about the defendant

25 plan to have her killed.
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~ 1 Mattson talked to the defendant and again got an

2 accounting of where he, the defendant, was the evening of

3 the murder — excuse me, the evening that she disappeared.

4 By this time Detective Pfouts — as you recall,

5 Detective Pfouts was the officer at the Baltimore County

6 Police Department that Maria and Michael had gone to — by

7 this time Detective Pfouts had become aware that Maria was

8 missing. He immediately went over to the defendant's home

9 upon learning this. This was Friday, December the 20th,

10 at approximately 9:30.

11 He went to the defendant's home to interview him, to

12 see what he knew. Again, the defendant told Detective

13 Pfouts that he had no idea where his wife was, and again

14 he began to account for his time on the evening she

15 disappeared.

16 During his interview with Detective Pfouts Maria's

17 mother, Mrs. Thanos, her sister Jemette and Ed Mattson came

18 into the home. Mrs. Thanos was upset and began accusing

19 the defendant.

20 Given the turmoil in the house, Detective Pfouts asked

21 Michael Kosmas, who was still at the house, to come out and

22 talk with him. At that point those two had a conversation.

23 Mattson again talked to the defendant briefly, and

24 then he left. He told Detective Pfouts that he was going

25 to look for Maria, that if she were around, she would be
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close by.

It didn't take long to find her body in the apartment

complex directly behind her home, as I said, a short two-

tenths of a mile away. Approximately 10 minutes later he

returned and told Detective Pfouts he had found the body,

and together they went and saw where Maria was, and the

homicide unit was called.

Detective Milton Duckworth from the Baltimore County

Homicide Unit was called in to investigate it. Upon

arriving at the scene he immediately noticed the way Maria

had been left. He noticed that she didn't have her coat on

and no shoes, in spite of the fact it was so bitter cold.

He noticed the ring on her finger, and again, most

importantly, he noticed the grass, the dry cut grass stuck

to the bottom of her feet, and instructed the crime lab

to collect it as evidence.

Two days later, on December 22nd, armed with a search

and seizure warrant, Detective Duckworth went to the

defendant's home and began to search it.

During his search of the home he noticed the same

jacket that the victim had been wearing that night hanging

in the closet. Her shoes, the tennis shoes she had been

wearing that night when she got home, were still in the

house.

Her purse, her makeup bag and wallet, were still lying
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on the kitchen table. And, most importantly, in the base-

ment, the laundry room in the basement, on the floor, cut

dried grass, grass that had fallen from the lawnmower and

grass catcher that was stored in that laundry room.

I started off my opening comments by telling you that

Maria Kosmas was not raped and she was not robbed, and

asking you therefore who and what motive did anyone have

to kill Maria Kosmas?

Maria Kosmas was not killed for what she had, she was

killed for what she had done. This case is a tragedy.

While all murders are tragedies, this case is even more

so, because it involves a crime of the heart — anger, pride

jealousy, emotions that we all understand, powerful emotions

that can make a man do things that we would otherwise not

think possible.

That is what this case is all about, ladies and

gentlemen. That is what the evidence shows. Based upon

that evidence, I will ask you at the end of this case to

return a verdict of guilty.

Thank you.

MR. WHITE: May it please the Court, Mr. Tawes, Mr.

Foreman, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, just to repeat,

my name is Russell White. I am one of the attorneys

representing Mr. Kosmas.

What the State told you, of course, much of it will be

~
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1 grossly different from what you hear from the witness stand,

2 believe me.

3 What the State really has, they have, as a matter of

4 fact — they had more than one would suspect in this

5 particular case. Something he failed to tell you was that

6 the prime suspect in this case, at least before Mr. Kosmas

7 was charged with it, was Mr. Ed Mattson. You are going to

8 learn why as you hear the evidence in this case.

9 Let me first tell you a little something about Steve

10 Kosmas. Steve is 53 years of age. He was born in Greece

11 in 1933. His father came to the United State I believe it

12 was 1936, and then he went back the next year and he got

13 Steve and his mother and brought them back to the United

14 States.

15 After they came back here, his mother had I believe

16 two or three additional children, all boys. Steve -- I

17 think the father worked for a time there. They lived in

18 West Virginia and the father worked in the tin mills in

19 West Virginia. Then eventually he saved up some money and

20 the father came to Baltimore and opened up a small restaurant

21 in Baltimore.

22 Steve, his brothers are still living. One works for

23 Social Security. He is retired at the present time. One

24 is a home builder. One is the general manager of another

25 company. All of them are apparently doing pretty well.

~
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1 Now, Steve, he was educated in the Baltimore Public

2 School System. He served two years in the United States

3 Army during the Korean War. He was honorably discharged.

4 Steve has always been a law abiding, God-fearing

5 person. When Steve got out of the Army, I think it was

6 about 1955 or so, he started school. He started college

7 at the University of Maryland.

8 Steve graduated from there with a degree in 1961, and

9 then he became a school teacher. Then for the next 2 6 years

10 Steve taught school in Baltimore County in the public school

11 system. I might say he was an outstanding teacher and was

12 a great contributor to the public in Baltimore County.

13 He is a member of a church. He attends regularly on

14 Sundays. He has never been in any kind of trouble before

15 in his life whatsoever. He has never been charged. This is

16 the first time he has ever been charged with anything.

17 Now, he and his wife, the decedent in this case, her

18 name was Maria Elaine Thanos. I believe she was 18 years

19 of age and Steve was 29, and that was Steve's first and

20 only marriage. They were married and subsequently had

21 three children.

22 The one that he spoke of, who will be a witness against

23 Steve, is his oldest son, Michael. Michael is I believe

24 18 years of age.

25 Steve has two other children. He has a daughter Alexis

~
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16 years of age, and he has a young son Gregory, who I

believe is about 12 years of age.

After this incident occurred, Michael, who was very

very closely affiliated to his mother, and was somewhat of

an antagonist with his father, left the home. The other

two children chose to stay and they still live with Steve

and he takes care of them.

The decedent in this case, she worked simply as a

housewife for most of her life, and, as Mr. Pulver told you,

in the last couple of years before this incident occurred

she got a job at Westinghouse. That was her choice to get

a job.

Steve, during that period of time, in addition to

his duties as a school teacher, cared for the children.

He used to take them shopping and cooked their meals.

There was a period of time when she became -- I don't

know how to describe it — perhaps a little flaky, a little

different. She and her sister were involved in a shopliftinc

charge in Baltimore County, and this was just the first

of a lot of things that occurred that went along.

It was sort of unusual conduct on her part. Steve

began to notice a difference in his wife's attitude, how

she would act around him. She wouldn't care for the

children, except she and Mike seemed to be very close and

she gave him great latitude to do whatever he wanted to do,

~
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and would always take up for him.

Consequently, there became sort of a split in the

family as a result of this. But when Steve started noticing

his wife just didn't — she seemed unusual. After she

started working she would stay out late at night and she

would come home and sort of make excuses and tell him she

had been shopping and things like that.

This was just a continual pattern of conduct on her

part, until he became suspicious that maybe in fact she

had been running around, as the State's Attorney confirmed.

So the first thing he did was one particular evening,

he knew that she had gotten this job through a friend by

the name of Melissaratos. I think his name was mentioned

by Mr. Pulver. So just out of the blue one night when she

said she was either working or that she was going shopping,

Steve decided to drive down to a bakery that was owned by

this Melissaratos' parents.

When he drove down there he saw her car and he saw

what later turned out to be her Paramour's car marked down

there. So he found them together on that occasion.

Then later on that evening, after she came home, she

didn't know that he had seen them. He questioned her about

where she had been and so forth, and she said she had been

shopping, or that she had been to work or something like

that, and she denied that she had been with anybody, and

~
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1 particularly this guy.

2 That was just the beginning. He found out at that

3 point that perhaps she was fooling around, doing something.

4 So at a later time he did hire this fellow Ed Mattson.

5 Mattson was a police officer for a period of time, I think

6 maybe he was correct, 14, 15 years, and then became a

7 private detective.

8 So after giving Mr. Mattson all the information about

9 what he had found out previously about his wife, Mattson

10 goes out the first day, the first time he ever follows her,

11 he goes out and immediately he catches her in this motel

12 room with this Melissaratos.

13 So he calls Steve on the phone. Steve came down and

14 they confronted the two of them in the motel room.

15 Then his wife, she made amends to him after that. He

16 took her back, after he had found her in the motel.

17 Now, there was never any time that she could not have

18 left. Anytime that she wanted to leave, she could have

19 left the household. The house was in joint names, as most

20 property is in the case of a husband and wife.

21 So she chose to stay in the house. Steve made every

22 possible effort he could to have things work out between

23 him and his wife, not withstanding the things that she had

24 done.

25 But he noticed as time went on that her conduct

~
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1 continued, even though she continued to deny any further

2 contact with this guy. He noticed the same pattern of

3 conduct on her part, where she would stay out late at

4 nights. She would seem to have excuses all the time for

5 where she had been. She was not caring for the children

6 again.

7 So eventually it got to a point where they just became

8 completely estranged. She worked at Westinghouse Company,

9 and then at that time things got so bad with him that it

10 hurt him so much it affected him physically. After 26 years

11 he simply retired from the Baltimore County Public School

12 System as a teacher.

13 He ended his career, took his retirement, and with a

14 little bit of money that he had, he opened a small restauran

15 in Baltimore County.

16 Notwithstanding all of these things, about them telling

17 you about his wife being in fear and about these threats

18 that were made and things of that type, the wife chose to

19 stay on at the house. Apparently she could not have been

20 too afraid of Steve.

21 She chose to stay there. In fact, one time she approached

22 him and asked him about a divorce. He took $5,000.00 out

23 of the bank and gave it to her so she could get a lawyer

24 at that time. But she chose to stay there at that time in

25 the house.
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They became estranged. He was busy with a new

restaurant business. He worked from early in the morning

until late at night in connection with that business. She

chose to come to the business and work along side of him

at night during that period of time.

What happened, what happened as we approach December

the -- incidentally, the dates are very important in this

case. He is saying that Mr. Mattson had been offered money

to take care of her at a certain time. This was about, if

my recollection is correct, supposedly about six months

before any of this ever happened.

Apparently there was a long, long period of time

between the time that any threats had been made or anything

like that and the time that she actually died.

Now, the police investigated this case for a long

period of time. They couldn't find anybody who had killed

her. That is the reason he was charged, because, as the

State said, he is the only person that had a motive to kill

her. Therefore, he is the person who is charged and

therefore he is the person who is guilty of this offense.

Now, we are going to show through competent evidence

that she probably did not even die on the 17th of December.

You are going to hear from a doctor who specializes in that

type of thing, a pathologist. That doctor will testify

that in his opinion she did not die, and he will explain why
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1 Now, the doctor who actually performed the autopsy,

2 apparently he was cashiered out of his office for some

3 reason. He is no longer with the Medical Examiner's Office

4 in Baltimore or for the State of Maryland.

5 Therefore, the State will have someone who is the

6 chief pathologist come down and testify not as a result of

7 having taken an autopsy himself, but as a result of this

8 written report by this other person who has been cashiered

9 out of the state.

10 However, and I think the believable evidence will be

11 that she probably did not die on this particular date.

12 There is evidence to corroborate that also. The body

13 was found on the 20th. You are going to find it extremely

14 strange that Mattson was the one who found the body.

15 Now, there is a rule that is called the Bradey Rule

16 that is a rule that requires the State to give to a defense

17 attorney —

18 MR. PULVER: Objection. May we approach the bench?

19 (The following conference occurred at the bench.)

20 MR. PULVER: Your Honor, the line of argument at this

21 point that Mr. White is making is that we didn't tell him

22 about the defendant — about Mattson asking for immunity,

23 or we were slow in doing that, or weren't going to give

24 him that.

25 Clearly we are not on trial here. He can't put on

~
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evidence that we did not give it to him in an expedient

time. I think that is an improper argument in his opening

statement of what he intends to prove.

THE COURT: He has the right to tell the jury what he

thinks he will be able to prove. Is he going to be able

to prove that you people -- you don't have any idea what he

is going to say. Is he going to be able to prove that you

people refused to offer this man immunity and later on you

did?

MR. PULVER: No.

THE COURT: What is the point? I don't understand

what the problem is.

MR. WHITE: I don't understand what the problem is.

He did try to negotiate for immunity, Mattson did.

MR. PULVER: First of all, he is arguing the law.

Secondly there is no point in arguing what Bradey means.

Bradey is a case that deals with what the State is obligated

to give the defense. What relevance does that have?

What I am trying to avoid here is accusing us of

doing anything improper in this case.

THE COURT: The police aren't on trial.

MR. PULVER: And the State's Attorney's Office is not

on trial.

THE COURT: What is it you want — I still don't know.

What are you going to tell them? He knows what you are

~
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getting ready to say.

MR. WHITE: I am going to say there are certain

witnesses that the State interviewed; that we were never

given that information and never learned about it until

a later time. It was evidence that tended to show someone

else was the guilty party. That is proper.

MR. PULVER: How is that relevant to anything in this

case?

THE COURT: Well —

MR. PULVER: There has been no motion to compel us

to do anything in this case. How can you complain now —

MR. WHITE: The only time we learned anything about

these things is when you ordered Detective Duckworth to

submit to it.

THE COURT: Then you got it. What is the problem?

MR. WHITE: No problem.

MR. PULVER: Why mention it?

THE COURT: Well, is that what you want to tell them,

they refused to give it to you until I ordered them to do

it? I don't think you ought to be able to do that, no.

MR. WHITE: Okay.

THE COURT: I will sustain the objection.

(The conference at the bench concluded.)

MR. WHITE: There was a time that came after he had

been charged, not too long ago, when we discovered that ther<b

~
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1 were witnesses who had been interviewed in connection with

2 this case, witnesses that we had not known about at a

3 particular time.

4 Now, the main investigator in this case, his name is

5 Detective Milton Duckworth. Now, I guess he and Mattson

6 are probably the only ones who will be here who actually

7 went where the car was found.

8 The car was found in -- actually it was -- I didn't

9 measure it, two-tenths of a mile. It could have been two--

10 tenths of a mile or three-tenths of a mile or half a mile

11 away. But this was in a completely different area.

12 The car was parked in a parking lot and other cars

13 would park right next to this car for a period of time.

14 You are going to hear witnesses that we found out

15 about at a later time, witnesses who lived in the neighbor-

16 hood, who said that that automobile -- and these people,

17 they go in and out every day — and they are positive that

18 that automobile was not there on Tuesday the 17th.

19 Now, the State alleges that my client, Mr. Kosmas,

20 murdered his wife sometime -- I believe the person who

21 drove her home will testify for the State, and I believe

22 that testimony will be that she arrived home at

23 approximately five minutes of 1:00 o'clock in the morning.

24 The other testimony will be that Michael and his

25 intoxicated friend or friends arrived home at about 1:30.
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So you have got a period of a little more than half an

hour when all of this is supposed to have taken place.

She is supposed to have been strangled and taken in

the car and the car driven two-tenths or three-tenths of a

mile away and parked and he came back.

Well, let me tell you, the police investigated this

thing thoroughly. They checked everything. They checked

fingerprints. They checked all of the clothing in the

house. They completely turned the house upside-down and

searched everything possible.

There was absolutely no evidence whatsoever that they

found that would involve Steve Kosmas in the murder of his

wife. They even — the body, when it was examined, the

body had under the fingernails skin and blood, underneath

the fingernails, purportedly as a result of maybe struggling

with somebody who actually killed her.

The laboratory checked those things over, and none of

this belonged to Steve Kosmas. The blood type was completel

different. The blood type was for somebody else.

Whoever's blood that was underneath her nails was

not Steve Kosmas1, but possibly the person who actually

did do the murder in this case.

See, what they are trying to do here, they are trying

to cloud things. He is trying to show that since Steve is

the only one that they know of that had a motive to kill her

~
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1 and she was killed, therefore he is the one who is guilty

2 in this particular case.

3 It is not so. There were other people who may have

4 been involved as murderers in this particular case.

5 We also at the last minute discovered a witness or

6 witnesses in the area who the police questioned at one time,

7 and one witness identified who they believed to be Mattson

8 as having been at the scene of that car one or two days

9 before the body v/as found by him.

10 Now, mind you, when he decided to go out and find the

11 body he went right to it and found it. There is a witness,

12 an independent witness — we don't know him, nobody knows

13 him --- who lives in that area, parks in the same place, that

14 v/ill testify that he was shown a picture of Mattson and he

15 identified Mattson as best he could. He couldn't be

16 certain, but he also identified what he believed to be

17 Mattson's car parked in that particular area.

18 We believe you will be satisfied by the end of this

19 case that Mattson had been there at the location of that

20 body before he allegedly found it on December the 20th.

21 You are going to hear from more than one person who

22 lives in that area, who will testify that that car was not

23 there on the 17th. It was only there possibly on Wednesday,

24 Thursday and Friday. But it was not there. These are people

25 who go in and out and they remember these things. You will
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hear from more than one of them.

Now, also you are going to find out, I believe Detective

Duckworth will testify that when he looked inside the car —

the car sits about like this, you know. Anybody walking

along side that car in the daylight, if you look in there,

you have got to see what is in there, because there is a

bare buttocks that is laying, sticking up, you know, and

it is something you actually can't miss. No way that you

can miss it.

Anybody having walked by there for a period of three

days would have seen that body in that car if they parked,

or they had to be blind, unless they saw something -•- at

least somebody in the back seat of that car.

We believe that the evidence will show that probably

that body was not in that car and that car was not parked

there the whole time, or the body may have been put in that

car two or three days after the car was parked there.

We believe that Mattson knows something about this, and

we believe that we will prove that, that Mattson knows

something about it, about what happened in this particular

case.

He said something about having a son go to a safe deposijt

box. Well, I don't believe the son's name is on the safe

deposit box. I don't know how a son could go there.

I do believe this: I believe that his son believes that
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he had something to do with it, and I think for that

reason that has colored the judgment of him. I think it

has colored the judgment possibly of other relatives, because^

they can't find any conceivable motive, you know, why

somebody else would kill her.

However, she was having an affair with somebody else,

and God knows what else she was doing. But she had contacts

with many many different people.

If somebody killed her, it was not Steve Kosmas. Steve

Kosmas came down to the door of that house. He led his son

in. He put a pair of jeans on over his pajamas.

He heard all of this commotion going on down there,

because apparently one of the people who was with his son

was very very intoxicated and was really making a racket

outside the house. That is why he came down to the door

at that particular time and let them in.

They stayed there all night, and this is at 1:30. So

everything is supposed to have taken place within that

particular time.

Now, the police checked everything out at the automobile;

They checked fingerprints. They found no fingerprints of

Steve Kosmas in that car or on anything inside the car,

anything whatsoever. However, they did find fingerprints.

I don't know whose they are. Some may have been identifiable;

some perhaps not identifiable.
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1 But, you know, the case is never exactly as anybody

2 tells you it is. The case is going to be what is testified

3 to on that stand and the exhibits that are offered into

4 evidence. I know that you ladies and gentlemen will

5 exercise intelligence and good independent judgment in the

6 case, and that you are not going to find this man guilty

7 simply because the State tells you that he has a motive to

8 kill his wife, because anytime anybody dies under those

9 circumstances, where the husband is enraged because his wife

10 is cheating on him, automatically that person, you could say

11 he is guilty, because he has a motive.

12 Well, he may have had a motive, and maybe perhaps even

13 some of you might think some justification to be angry, or

14 to be enraged, because of her outrageous conduct. But

15 Steve Kosmas did not kill his wife.

16 I ask you to keep an open mind and listen to all of the

17 evidence in this case. It is up to the State to convince

18 you beyond a reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty.

19 Whenever anybody is charged with a crime, there is

20 only one thing that stands between a person being found

21 guilty and not guilty, and that is called a reasonable

22 doubt.

23 Now, it is up to the State to prove its case. Don't

24 you help them with it. It is up to them to convince you

25 beyond any reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty that
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Steve is guilty.

That is the only thing that stands between a man being

found guilty and being found not guilty, is what is called

a reasonable doubt. He is going to try to convince you —

they don't have any direct evidence whatsoever that Steve

was involved in this. He didn't say anything. You didn't

hear the State say a word about physical evidence in the

case that was investigated by the FBI.

They sent things away to the FBI laboratory. They did

all of these things. But you never heard anything from him

about it, because everything was in favor of Steve's

innocence that was checked out by the police.

Listen to all of the evidence. Listen carefully. You

ladies and gentlemen exercise your independent judgments in

this case.

Thank you.

THE COURT: Now, ladies and gentlemen, we are going to

excuse you for lunch. I want you gentlemen to remain for a

few minutes.

You folks are excused until 1:00 o'clock. At 1:00

o'clock you will come back and we will start taking testimon

You will wear badges that you have during the lunch period.

Remember what I told you earlier. You will not discuss

this case among yourselves, nor will you permit anyone to

discuss it in your presence. With that, you are excused
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until 1:00 o'clock.

(The jury left the courtroom.)

THE COURT: Have a seat, gentlemen. I want to get one

thing straightened out here with the clerk.

We had three motions this morning that we had not

ruled on. We discussed one or two of them this morning.

I want to get it on her record.

One of those I think that we disposed of was a motion

filed by the State which was with regard to a polygraph test

taken by Mr. Mattson. We granted that motion.

That motion was filed, ma'am, on the 20th of January

by the State.

Another motion was a motion filed on the 21st by the

State regarding the character of the deceased. What did we

do about that?

MR. PULVER: You granted the State's request.

THE COURT: I think I did. That is what my notes say.

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, the one thing in connection

with that, we did want to show, not to prove any bad

character or anything like that, but we did want to show

that she had contacts with other people outside the house.

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. WHITE: People she could have been involved with.

I think her conduct, going to bars at night and things of

that type, I think that can reasonably —
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THE COURT: I think so.

MR. PULVER: Your Honor, if I may, I think again if

you recall the memo, there is only one condition under the

caselaw that the victim's character could come into

evidence under, and that is in the defense of self defense.

THE COURT: We are using the word character. We are

talking about two different things. What I had in mind was

to show that she was a vicious person and liked to fight

and all that. That doesn't come into this matter because

nobody is arguing self-defense or anything of this sort.

But if you are talking about character, that this lady

— he wants to show that this lady would hang around bars

and was a quasi-prostitute or something, are you saying that

shouldn't be admissible? Hang around places where —

MR. PULVER: Absolutely not admissible. It has no

relevance in this case. If they can show that somebody else

had a motive or somebody else could have killed her, sure.

Is the fact that a person that is a prostitute — there is

no evidence of that in this case —

THE COURT: I understand that.

MR. PULVER: If the person is a prostitute, does that

mean that they are more likely to die than somebody else?

THE COURT: I will tell you what we are going to do

on that. Her vicious conduct, if she had any, has got

nothing to do with this case. I am not going to have any

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



~

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

75

testimony about it.

As to the other type of conduct, that she may have been

an alcoholic or may have committed adultery and things of

this sort, when you attempt to offer it, you can object to

it and I will rule on it.

MR. PULVER: I think it is the other v/ay around. He

is going to be offering it. I will object.

THE COURT: Whoever is doing it, you can object at

that time.

Now, the other thing that we had, the other motion we

had was one about a statement the victim was alleged to have

made to the police department. I ruled on that. That is

not admissible. That was the one filed on the 7th of Januan

The motion was filed on the 7th by the defendant.

Any comments that she may have made to the police or

anyone else is not admissible. The fact she may have made

a complaint to the police is admissible. As to the characte]

and nature of the complaint, no.

MR. PULVER: Just a few more things. Mr. White mentioned

in his opening statement that the victim had been involved

in a shoplifting.

THE COURT: What has that got to do with this case?

MR. PULVER: I don't think it is relevant in this case.

I would ask the Court not to put on any evidence —

THE COURT: What has that got to do with this case?
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MR. WHITE: That gives an idea of her conduct being

a little unusual over a period of time.

THE COURT: I don't think it is relevant in this case.

MR. PULVER: Would you entertain some more information

on the issue of her character? I really feel strongly that

this is not allowable in evidence. Tha tenor of his opening

statement, the whole purpose of putting the fact that she

may or may not be seeing other people in is to run her down

in front of these people.

THE COURT: We are not going to do that. We know her

and her husband were not getting along.

MR. PULVER: That is right.

THE COURT: Both sides agree to that. She was caught

in a motel room with somebody not her husband and things of

that nature.

MR. PULVER: That is correct.

THE COURT: I am going to let all that in.

MR. WHITE: He wants that in. He wants to pick and

choose.

THE COURT: If there is something that she is caught

in the motel room with somebody else that her husband didn't

know anything about --

MR. PULVER: How is that relevant?

THE COURT: I don't see how that has anything to do with

it.
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1 MR. WHITE: I want to show that she had relationships

2 with other people, Judge, that this is not just a case of

3 where —

4 THE COURT: Where is that relevant, the fact she may

5 have been shacking up with somebody else?

6 MR. WHITE: She could have had disputes with other

7 people. There could have been motives with other people.

8 THE COURT: There is about 4.6 million in this state

9 that she could have had disputes with.

10 MR. WHITE: Just the people that the testimony comes

11 out about.

12 MR- PULVER: If he has evidence she was seeing another

13 man and they were having disputes and fighting, that might

14 go to show somebody had a motive. But if he doesn't have

15 that, the fact she was meeting with the whole U.S. Army

16 doesn't mean anything as far as the case is concerned.

17 THE COURT: If you have testimony that she was seeing

18 another man, or four or five other men, and her husband was

19 raising hell about it and knew all about it, I will let it

20 in.

21 MR. WHITE: How about the fact she was seeing in bars

22 at different times —

23 THE COURT: What has that got to do with who killed

24 her? You and I are seen in bars.

25 MR. WHITE: She was out having contact with a lot of
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1 different people.

2 THE COURT: Everybody does.

3 MR. WHITE: Other people may have had an opportunity

4 to kill her she is having contact with.

5 THE COURT: No more opportunity than all the rest of us

6 have.

7 MR. WHITE: If she is running around everywhere and

8 going out all the time —

9 THE COURT: You make your motion when the time comes.

10 I think I will sustain it.

11 (A recess was taken from 12:03 P.M. to 1:00 o'clock P.M.

12 THE COURT: You can give them yellow pads, the ones

13 that want them.

14 Let the record show that all the jurors have returned

15 to the courtroom and the defendant and his attorney are at

16 the trial table.

17 MR. PULVER: Just for the Court's information, you

18 asked me to remind you about sequestering witnesses.

19 THE COURT: I am going to sequester all the witnesses.

20 i have to leave that up to you folks. We don't know who

21 they are.

22 Folks, be sure and write your names on the back of the

23 pads, on the hard part on the back. Write your seat number

24 on it, if you will. We will start with one, and then you

25 start with number seven.
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All right, call a witness.

MR. PULVER: At this time the State would call Michael

Kosmas to the stand.

THE COURT: Get Mr. Kosmas, please.

Whereupon,

MICHAEL KOSMAS

was called as a witness and, after being first duly sworn,

was examined and testified as follows:

THE CLERK: State your name and address for the record?

THE WITNESS: My name is Michael Kosmas. My address

is 404 Oldham Street, Baltimore, Maryland, 21224.

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Michael, how old are you?

A Eighteen years old.

Q And where do you go to school?

A Loyola College in Baltimore, Maryland.

Q Do you work as well?

A Yes.

Q And where do you work?

A For Congresswoman Helen Bentley.

Q How long have you worked for Congresswoman Bentley

A Four months short of two years.

Q How long have you lived at 404 Oldham Street?

A A year and a month.
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there?

A

Q

A

THE

THE

THE

THE

THE

THE

Q

address?

A

Q

Do you remember what month you

In January.

80

started living

Where did you live before that?

At 6702 Garvey Road, Baltimore

COURT: What is the name of the

WITNESS: Garvey.

COURT: Spell it.

WITNESS: G-a-r-v-e-y.

COURT: 67-what?

WITNESS: 6702.

BY MR. PULVER:

Michael, how long did you live

For 17 years.

And could you tell the ladies

you lived there with?

A

Q

ages?

A

12, and i

Q

A

Q

I lived with my parents and my

And what are your brother and

, Maryland, 21237.

road?

at the Garvey Road

and gentlemen who

brother and sister.

sister and parents'

My father was 52, my mother was 40, my brother was

ny sister was 15.

Now, Michael, do you see your

Yes.

Could you point to him, please

father here today?
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Indicating for the record the defendant at the trial

table.

Who was Maria Elaine Kosraas?

A She was my mother.

Q And do you know how long your mother and father

were married?

A Approximately 22 years.

Q And where does your father work?

A Stephano's Carryout in Little River.

Q What is Stephano's?

A A sub and pizza shop.

Q Do you know who OWIB Stephano1 s?

A My father and Mike Stephano's.

Q When did Stephano's open?

A It opened in September of '85.

Q Where did your mother work?

A Westinghouse Electric.

Q Do you know how long she worked there?

A Approximately a year and a half.

Q Did she work anywhere else besides Westinghouse?

A She worked at the restaurant.

Q When would she work at the restaurant?

A After working at Westinghouse at night.

Q Prior to going to work at Westinghouse, where did

your mother work?

^
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A Just at home.

Q And prior to your mother going to work at

Westinghouse, could you tell the jurors what their marital

relationship was like?

A Well, it was a normal marriage relationship.

Everything was okay.

Q Did there come a time when you noticed a change

in that relationship?

A Yes.

Q When was that?

A A few months after she went to work at Westinghous^

That took a lot of her time, and the things she started to

normally do during the day she had to do at nights now and

on weekends.

Q What do you mean by that?

A Her shopping, grocery shopping, going to the mall,

working around the house. She used to do that during the

day. Now she was doing it either at night or on weekends.

Q And because she was doing that, did something

change?

A Well, the relationship started to change. My

father resented -- she was spending a lot more time away

from the house working. She was starting to get active in

things at work.

When there was a new project or a completed project,

~
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1 they would have a party for it, and she would want to go

2 to these parties.

3 My father started to resent a lot of the time she was

4 away from the house. In the beginning they were the kind

5 of things she wanted to include him in, but he didn't want

6 to have anything to do with the people she worked with or

7 Westinghouse.

8 So finally she started doing all these things on her

9 own and he started to resent that.

10 Q Drawing your attention to early February of 1985,

11 did you notice another change in their relationship?

12 A Yes.

13 Q What was different now?

14 A Well, my father had become suspicious of the time

15 that my mother was not spending around the house, and he

16 hired a private investigator.

17 Q Do you know that investigator's name?

18 A Ed Mattson.

19 Q And what happened?

20 A Well —

21 MR. WHITE: Your Honor, I would object unless the boy

22 has personal knowledge, not something somebody told him.

23 THE COURT: Yes. You can testify, sir, only to what

24 you know of your own knowledge, not what you heard from

25 some other source.
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1 MR. PULVER: May we approach the bench on this point?

2 THE COURT: Sure.

3 (The following conference occurred at the bench.)

4 MR. PULVER: It will be important, seeing as this is a

5 circumstantial case, for us to show what the defendant knew

6 at time. Michael will testify as to things that his father

7 told him --

8 MR. WHITE: Not so loud.

9 MR. PULVER: — Michael will testify to things that

10 his father told him about the fact his mother was being

11 unfaithful and he had hired a private investigator. These

12 are all things Michael learned. He didn't personally see

13 it, but he was told these things from his father.

14 THE COURT: What his father told him is admissible.

15 (The conference at the bench concluded.)

16 BY MR. PULVER:

17 Q You were saying your father hired a private

18 investigator?

19 A He hired Ed Mattson to follow my mother. One

20 night my father and mother and Ed Mattson all came in

21 together and they went in the kitchen and shut the door.

22 A few days later my father told the three children that his

23 detective had caught my mother cheating on him, and he told

24 us who it was with.

25 Q What name did he tell you it was with?

~
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1 A He said it was with Aris.

2 THE COURT: Who?

3 THE WITNESS: Aris Melissaratos.

4 MR. PULVER: I can give you the spelling of that, if

5 you would like.

6 THE COURT: Is that all one word?

7 MR. PULVER: Aris is the first name. Melissaratos

8 is the second name.

9 THE COURT: How do you spell the last name?

10 MR. PULVER: M-e-1-i-s-s-a-r-a-t-o-s.

11 THE COURT: That is the man's last name?

12 MR. PULVER: Yes, Your Honor.

13 BY MR. PULVER:

14 Q Who was Aris Melissaratos?

15 A He was a son of a friend of my mother's side of

16 the family.

17 Q Had you ever met him before?

18 A Yes. He is my godmother's brother.

19 Q Now, what did your father tell you happened between

20 your mother and Aris Melissaratos?

21 A He told the three of us that he had caught them

22 in a motel room. Then that is when their marriage really

23 started to get worse. They used to argue a lot, like they

24 were before, but instead of just arguing, when he got mad

25 he would start to get physically abusive with her.
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1 When they got into a fight, if she tried to leave the

2 room he would grab her and throw her into a wall or throw

3 her down on the bed and make her stay and listen or he

4 would hit her. He called her names. He would call her a

5 whore and a bitch in front of the children. He would go

6 into graphic descriptions of what she was doing in front

7 of the children.

8 She was unhappy in the marriage and she didn't want it

9 anymore.

10 MR. WHITE: I will object to that, Your Honor.

11 THE COURT: Sustained.

12 BY MR. PULVER:

13 Q Did your father —

14 A He told her — she told him that he was —

15 THE COURT: Don't volunteer anything, son.

16 BY MR. PULVER:

17 Q Did your father ever tell you what your mother's

18 desires were as far as the marriage?

19 A Yes. He said she was trying to break up his

20 family and he was going to take — she was going to take

21 his family away him.

22 Q_ And how was she going to do that?

23 A By getting a divorce.

24 Q Now, drawing your attention, Michael, to April of

25 1985, do you recall seeing your father's hand bandaged?
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A Yes.

Q Did he tell you what happened to his hand?

A Yes. When he came home one day, we had just got

home from school a few minutes earlier, and he came home

and his hand was all bloody and wrapped in a bloody rag.

We asked what happened, and he said he had been follow-

ing my mother, and she and Aris were going somewhere in her

car. And when they came by -- when they came to a stoplight

he was right behind them. He jumped out of the car and

smashed the window of Aris's car, and he said if the light

hadn't changed he would have killed them.

Q Was your father following your mother at that

time?

A Yes.

Q How do you know?

A Because he would tell us every other day where

he had seen her go and what he had seen her doing. But he

told us not to tell her and to pretend as if we didn't know

anything was going on.

Q Did he keep any record of where she was?

A Yes. He used to keep a folded-up piece of paper

in his wallet, and everytime she would do something,

everytime she went somewhere, he would keep records of

where she went and the time she left and what the mileage

on her car was.
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1 Q Michael, at this point, at this time, what was

2 your relationship like with your mother?

3 A Well, I listened to my father, and I didn't tell

4 her what he was telling us. I only heard his side of the

5 story. I really believed everything he was saying.

6 For almost a few months we weren't even talking to

7 each other. I was just making snide remarks at her and

8 ignoring her whenever she told me to do something.

9 Q Now, again drawing your attention to June of 1985,

10 early June of 1985, do you recall an unusual conversation

11 with your father at your home?

12 A Yes. I was cutting the lawn and I had stopped the

13 lawn mower to make an adjustment to it. I had it near the

14 house.

15 He came over to me and he said that she was trying to

16 take away his family and he would never let her do that, and

17 he was hiring someone to have her killed. He had been

18 saying for a few months, since almost February, if she ever

19 tried to take his family he would kill her, and he threatened

20 her regularly with that.

21 He came and told me that he was going to hire someone

22 to have her killed, and then she wouldn't be able to break

23 up his family. And he told me he was taking $10,000.00

24 and putting it in a safety deposit box, and he wanted me

25 to take a key to the safety deposit box. In case he couldn'i:
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1 make his payoff, he wanted me to make his payoff.

2 I told him he was crazy. I said, "I don't want that

3 key."

4 So he didn't say anything about it after that. But

5 I told him he shouldn't even talk with those kinds of

6 people, because he was going to start a process he couldn't

7 stop.

8 Q Did you take your father seriously at that time?

9 A Not too seriously. I just thought he was

10 desparate. I didn't think he would really try and have

11 her killed at that point.

12 Q Now, what is June the 6th?

13 A My mother's birthday.

14 Q On June the 6th of 1985 was there a party for

15 your mother?

16 A Yes.

17 Q And who planned that party?

18 A My father threw it, a surprise party for her

19 40th birthday.

20 Q And how long after your father told you about his

21 getting a contract on your mother was that party?

22 A A week, a week and a half.

23 Q Did your grandparents attend that party?

24 A Yes, they did.

25 Q By that I mean your mother's parents?

~
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1 A Yes. They came from Florida for the party.

2 Q What was your parents' relationship like at the

3 time that your father planned this party?

4 A It wasn't good. She told him that she was unhappy

5 in the relationship and she wanted a divorce —

6 MR. WHITE: Objection.

7 THE COURT: Sustained. Don't tell us what your mother

8 told you. You can tell us what your father told you because

9 your father is here to testify and so forth. Don't tell us

10 what your mother told you.

11 THE WITNESS: Well, my father said that he was going

12 to kill her, that he would never let her break up the

13 family if she ever tried to leave him, and that she wouldn't

14 have a divorce and the children wouldn't spend one day out

15 of the house. He would never agree to joint custody. He

16 would kill her before he saw them out of the house one day.

17 BY MR. PULVER:

18 Q Were the same threats being made at about the

19 time this party was held for your mother?

20 A Yes, sir.

21 Q Now, drawing your attention to June 14th, about

22 a week after your mother's birthday, do you recall an

23 argument between your mother, your father, and your mother's

24 parents?

25 A Yes.

~
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Q Could you tell the ladies and gentlemen about

that argument?

A My sister Alexis and I had gone to a youth group

meeting at church that night at about 7:00 o'clock. When

it was over about 9:30, 10:00 o'clock, my father came to

pick us up.

On the way back he told us my grandparents are there

and that he was going to tell us in front of my mother all

the stuff she had been doing, and to pretend as if he

hadn't told us before and act as if we were hearing it for

the first time and be surprised.

So when we got home he started to say how she had been

seeing Aris and all the things that she had been doing.

It was a couple of times she had seen Aris, and he told us

about all of them as if he was telling us for the first time

My grandmother stopped him while he was doing this

and said to him --

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sustained.

MR. PULVER: May we approach the bench on this issue?

THE COURT: Yes.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

MR. PULVER: What I would proffer he is going to

testify to is that certain statements were made to him. He

is also going to say —

~
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1 THE COURT: By whom?

2 MR. PULVER: By his grandmother. His father made

3 statements in response to those questions. I am not offering

4 what his mother said, or what his grandmother said, for the

5 truth of the matter asserted. I am offering it to show

6 his response and his actions, because he will later

7 testify he asked his father about what they accused him of,

8 and his father admitted they were true.

9 I am not offering it for whether it is true or not.

10 THE COURT: The hearsay statement is not being

11 offered for the truth of what it is asserting?

12 MR. PULVER: Right.

13 THE COURT: What is it offered for?

14 MR. PULVER: It is offered to show his admission of

15 certain conduct. He is going to testify that his father

16 held a gun at his mother's head for an hour and his grand-

17 mother accused him of that. He later asked his father

18 about that. His father admitted he had done that, as well

19 as another incident.

20 I think under the circumstances it is just giving a

21 context for them to understand his responses. It is not

22 being offered for hearsay purposes.

23 MR. WHITE: I will just object.

24 THE COURT: Okay. If it is offered for the purpose

25 you say it is offered for, it is admissible for that purpose
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only.

(The conference at the bench concluded.)

BY MR. PULVER:

Q What did your grandmother say to your father at

that time?

A My grandmother stopped and said, "Wait a minute.

Why don't you tell these children the whole truth? Isn't

it true one night after you caught her you took her outside

like a block away from the house where there are some woods

and you beat her for over an hour?"

Q Did she say when it was that he had caught her

and where?

A It was at the bakery, at Aris's family's bakery.

"Isn't it true on the way outside you took her and you

shoved her up into the shingles a couple of times and the

brick wall of the house? And isn't it true one night while

she was I think down in the basement, you took a loaded gun

and put it to her head and threatened to kill her and held

it there for over an hour?"

My father got upset and went into the basement. I

followed him down there and said, "Is it true? You never

told us this part of the story."

He said, "It is true."

I said, "Did you really beat her for over an hour?"

He told us earlier he slapped her once and they sat in the

~
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1 car and talked about it. That is what he had been telling

2 the children.

3 I said, "Is it true you had thrown her into the brick

4 wall and the shingles and beat her for an hour a block away

5 from the house in the woods?" He said it was.

6 I asked if he had really pointed a loaded gun at her

7 head while she was ironing, and he said, "Yes, but I wasn't

8 going to kill her."

9 Q What followed that?

10 A He ran upstairs into his bedroom and came out

11 yelling, "Where is my gun?" My grandmother yelled at him,

12 "Why do you want the gun now, are you going to kill the

13 children's mother in front of their eyes?"

14 He looked at her and said, "I can go get another gun

15 tomorrow if I want one."

16 Q Did your mother go to Miami?

17 A Yes.

18 Q At about that time?

19 A A little bit after that.

20 Q Do you recall when that was?

21 A I think it was in late June. She went back to

22 Miami with my grandparents to visit with them for a while.

23 Q How long was she there?

24 A A couple of weeks. Alexis went with her.

25 Q When your mother returned from Miami, did you have

~
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1 any conversation with her?

2 A Yes.

3 Q During those conversations, what were those

4 conversations about?

5 MR. WHITE: Objection.

6 THE COURT: He can't tell us what the conversations

7 were.

8 MR. PULVER: Thank you.

9 BY MR. PULVER:

10 Q Did there come a time when you told your mother

11 about the conversation you had had with your father about

12 his --

13 MR. WHITE: Objection.

14 THE COURT: I think that much of it, the answer is yes

15 or no, is admissible.

16 THE WITNESS: Yes.

17 THE COURT: He told his mother about the conversation

18 he had with his father.

19 BY MR. PULVER:

20 Q Did there come a time when you and your mother

21 went to talk to somebody?

22 A Yes.

23 Q When was that?

24 A It was in late August.

25 Q If you remember?

~
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A It was in late August.

THE COURT: What year?

THE WITNESS: The same year.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q 1985?

A Yes.

Q And who did you talk to?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Who did you talk to is the question. I

overrule the objection.

THE WITNESS: We went to talk to my father' s private

detective, Ed Mattson. We went to the police department

and talked to Detective Donald Pfouts. And there was also

another lady there from the Spousal Abuse Unit, I forget

her name.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Was this after you had told your mother about the

conversation you had had with your father about --

A Yes, this was after I told her that my father

wanted to give me the key to the safety deposit box.

Q And why did you go to the Baltimore County Police?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: You cannot get in through the back door

what I won't let you bring in through the front door.

MR. PULVER: I wasn't trying to, but thank you.
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1 BY MR. PULVER:

2 Q What was your parents' relationship like at this

3 time?

4 A He was still threatening to kill her with

5 regularity. She wanted out of the marriage. She said she -

6 MR. WHITE: I object to that.

7 THE COURT: Don't tell us what your mother wanted, son.

8 You can't do that. You can tell us what you know of your

9 own knowledge and so forth, but don't tell us how your

10 mother was feeling and what her thoughts were and so forth.

11 THE WITNESS: I can't say what she said?

12 MR. PULVER: No. That is all right, wait for another

13 question.

14 BY MR. PULVER:

15 Q How often were your parents arguing at this time?

16 A Daily.

17 Q And at that time was there any violence?

18 A Almost regularly. Every time there would be a

19 fight. As soon as she made a point that he didn't like or

20 as soon as she was winning, the fight, so to speak, he would

21 just start beating up on her. Or if she tried to leave the

22 room he wouldn't let her. He grabbed her.

23 A number of times he threw her up against the bedroom

24 wall, threw her on the floor or on the bed, and then called

25 her names.

~
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1 Q Did there come a time when you began to speak

2 with your father about the problems in the family?

3 A Yes.

4 Q How often would you talk to him?

5 A A couple times a week I would tell him how crazy

6 what he was saying is. And he wouldn't listen to me. He

7 would just ignore me.

8 I told him, "What do you think is going to happen to

9 the children if you murder her? Do you think they are going

10 to live with you? Do you think they are going to go live

11 with relatives?"

12 He would just ignore me. He wouldn't even listen to

13 me. He just said, "If she tries to take away my family, I

14 am going to kill her before I let her leave."

15 Q Do you recall a conversation with your father at

16 the family restaurant?

17 A Yes.

18 Q Could you tell the ladies and gentlemen about that;

19 MR. WHITE: Objection. When are we talking about?

20 THE COURT: When? Just a minute, what period of time

21 are we talking about?

22 MR. PULVER: I bring your attention to September of

23 1985.

24 THE COURT: You are asking about a conversation he had

25 at the restaurant with his father in September of 1985?

~
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1 MR. PULVER: That is correct.

2 THE WITNESS: Since my father wasn't listening to me

3 at home when I tried to talk to him —

4 MR. WHITE: I object to him putting in these remarks

5 all the time.

6 THE COURT: You just try to answer the question if you

7 can, the conversation you had with your father.

8 THE WITNESS: Because of that my mother and I went to

9 the store together, and I started talking with my father

10 there about what he was saying —

11 THE COURT: You say the store. Is that —

12 THE WITNESS: The restaurant. His restaurant.

13 THE COURT: Your dad's place of business?

14 THE WITNESS: Stephano's. I started telling him there

15 how crazy what he was saying is and what the results are

16 going to be if he actually did kill her. He was just

17 ignoring me. He was going about his work.

18 I started talking about her, and all the employees were

19 listening to the conversation, and he was getting upset.

20 So I asked him to step outside with me, just for a few

21 minutes, to talk about it.

22 After about a half an hour of asking him he agreed to

23 go out with me for a few minutes. When we went outside I

24 said to him, "Dad, you have got to be crazy with what you

25 are suggesting. Do you really think that you can even do it
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and get away with it? What do you think is going to be the

impact on the children?"

I said, "Are you serious about what you are saying?"

I was hoping what he would say was —

MR. WHITE: I object to what he was hoping.

THE COURT: Just tell us what he said.

THE WITNESS: He said he was serious, he was going to

kill her, and she would never leave him. She would be dead

first.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Do you recall at about that same time meeting with

a Mr. Wayne Marcinko?

A Yes.

Q Where did you meet with him?

A He came to the house for dinner.

Q Who invited him to dinner?

A My mother did.

Q After dinner, did your parents and the children

speak with Mr. Marcinko?

A Yes.

Q What did your — excuse me.

(Discussion off the record.)

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Who is Wayne Marcinko?

A He is my father's counselor.

~
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1 Q Had you ever seen him before?

2 A Yes. My father brought him to the house one night

3 to talk to the three children.

4 THE COURT: What is the last name?

5 MR. PULVER: Marcinko.

6 THE COURT: Your dad's attorney?

7 THE WITNESS: No, no, no. His like counselor, marriage

8 counselor.

9 MR. PULVER: Would you want me to spell that?

10 THE COURT: Yes.

11 MR. PULVER: M-a-r-c-i-n-k-o.

12 THE COURT: He was a marriage counselor?

13 THE WITNESS: I don't know if it was a marriage

14 counselor. He was some type of religious counselor.

15 BY MR. PULVER:

16 Q Did your father talk with Mr. Marcinko at that

17 meeting?

18 A Yes. He was upset at f i rs t and wouldn't talk with

19 us —

20 MR. WHITE: Objection.

21 THE COURT: Don't tell us that. He didn't ask you that

22 He asked did you talk with him. The answer would be yes or

23 no.

24 THE WITNESS: Yes, he did.

25

~
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BY MR. PULVER:

Q What was said during that conversation with your

father?

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: What is the nature of the objection?

MR. WHITE: He is talking about what who said?

MR. PULVER: Again —

THE COURT: What was said by whom? The father or both

of them?

MR. PULVER: Both of them. There was a conversation.

The defendant is going to make statements in response to

those questions. They don't make any sense unless you hear

what he said.

THE COURT: Are you objecting to what the father said?

MR. WHITE: I am not objecting to what the father said,

but what somebody else may have said.

THE COURT: What the other man said.

MR. PULVER: There is no way of making any sense —

THE COURT: It may be. I am concerned if it is

admissible. I am not concerned whether it makes sense.

MR. PULVER: I am not offering it for the hearsay

purpose. We are not offering it for the truth of what he

said, whether it is true or not, but only the effect on the

defendant and the defendant's response.

THE COURT: You are only offering it for the effect on

~
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1 the defendant?

2 MR. PULVER: That is correct.

3 THE COURT: For that purpose we will let it in.

4 BY MR. PULVER:

5 Q Tell the ladies and gentlemen about the conversa-

6 tion your father had with Mr. Marcinko?

7 A Well, first Mr. Marcinko was asking if there was

8 any way the marriage could be reconciled. He talked to us

9 about that for a little while.

10 When he realized that there wasn't, he started talking

11 about the threats of violence. He told my father how crazy

12 it was, what he was suggesting.

13 He said, "Steve, are you really serious about what you

14 are saying you are going to do?"

15 And he said, "I am serious." He said again that he

16 would kill her before he would let her walk out of the

17 marriage.

18 So I said to my father, I said, "It looks like from

19 now on we are going to have to put mom in our room to sleep

20 and put furniture in front of the door to keep you out."

21 He said, "If that is how you have to do it, then do it.1

22 Q Now, between that time and December of 1985 had

23 anything changed with regard to your parents' relationship?

24 A No. They were still arguing regularly. Now that

25 this door was open, the only time that they would talk was

^
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when my father would be desparate at the store for help and

he would call her up sometimes three times in the night and

beg her to come down to the store because someone didn't

show up, and it was always a different excuse why he needed

her at the store. So a lot of times she would go, and a

lot of nights she would stay and close.

Sometimes he would insult her so much from the time

she got there, or he would send her out instead of helping

at the restaurant, he would send her out on deliveries and

stuff. When he started insulting her, a lot of the times

she just came home.

MR. WHITE: I object to that. He wasn't there at the

time.

THE COURT: That is right.

THE WITNESS: I was there some.

THE COURT: I don't know how we are going to handle

this. He has to give you a direct answer and then stop.

MR. PULVER: It is difficult, I know.

THE WITNESS: I was at the restaurant, sir, when he

called.

THE COURT: That is all right, you just answer the

questions. Don't volunteer any information.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Now, were you ever present when your mother told

your father what her plans were as far as staying in the

"
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And what did she say she was planning to do?

WHITE:

PULVER:

purpose

Objection.

Your Honor, this is obviously hearsay,

of offering it at this point is just to

knowledge on the part of the defendant.

THE

MR.

COURT:

PULVER:

Knowledge of what?

Knowledge of the date that she said she

leaving. Again, I am not offering it for the hearsay

of whether it was true or false, but just that he knew.

she

That

THE

MR.

was

THE

MR.

THE

is

COURT:

PULVER:

leaving.

COURT:

PULVER:

COURT:

the only

knowledge, that

your

and

MR.

THE

Q

PULVER:

COURT:

BY MR.

He was there when she said it?

In front of Michael she informed him v/hen

The father was there?

The father was there.

He is objecting on the grounds of hearsay.

purpose you are offering it, is to show

he knew --

That he knew about it.

I will let it in.

PULVER:

Were you present, Michael, when your mother told

father what

leaving?

her plans were as far as the marriage goes
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A Yes.

Q And what did your mother say her intentions were?

A She said she was going to let the children have

the Christmas Holiday, but right after New Years she was gono

She was going to get her divorce then, right after the

holiday.

Q And your father heard that?

A Yes.

Q What was his response?

A He said she wasn't going to leave him. She would

be dead before she took his children.

Q Do you know whether your mother ever contacted a

lawyer?

A Yes.

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: What is the objection to that? Do you

know whether she did or not? Overruled. He has answered

yes.

BY MR. PULVER:

Do you know whether your father was aware of that

fact?

Q

>

A

Q

A

Yes, I do.

How do you know?

Because a letter came in the mail one day for him

about the divorce. The lawyer sent it, saying he had been

~
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contacted, and we all left it in the mailbox so that my

father would have to get it. He couldn't say he didn't get

the letter. Then I saw the open letter on his bedroom

dresser later that night.

Q Where was your mother sleeping at this time?

A She was sleeping in my sister's room, with Alexis,

Q And how long had she been sleeping in Alexis's

room?

A Maybe ten months. Almost a year.

Q Did you observe your mother doing anything in

preparation of leaving?

A Yes.

Q What was she doing?

A She had taken her jewelry and a lot of the things

my grandmother had given her that were family antiques and

stuff that had sentimental value to her, and she also took

— we had a wall going down into the basement called the

fmaily wall. It had a lot of old pictures of the family

and some of us, and she had packed all these things and

taken them to my aunt's house for safekeeping.

Q Was your mother still working at Westinghouse

during the day?

A Yes, she was.

Q Was she working at the restaurant at night?

A Yes, she was.

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



~

~

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

108

Q What was your mother's daily routine at this time

in December?

A She would get up in the morning and on her way

out to work she would get us up, about five minutes before

she left. She usually got me about ten after seven and then

left about a quarter after seven.

She was usually home from work by about five, and by

5:30 she had changed and gone down to the restaurant to

help out.

Most nights she would stay and close. She and my

father would either both close, and a lot of times my

father came home early so he could see the children a little

bit and she would close the restaurant.

Q Who is doing the cleaning of the house at this

time?

A

Q

A

Q

A

Q

A

Q

A

morning,

My mother was doing it.

When would she do that?

She would do it either at night or on weekends.

At night, at what time?

After midnight.

Who was doing the laundry?

She was.

And when would she doing that?

She generally did the laundry around one in the
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Q Now, again, what time would your mother leave for

work in the morning?

A About 7:15.

Q What would she do before she left in the morning?

A She would get me up for school and get Alexis up

for school.

Q Did she ever fail to get you up for school?

A No.

Q What time would your father get up?

A About 8:30.

Q Now, drawing your attention to December 15th of

1985, that was a Sunday. Do you recall what you did that

day?

A Yes.

Q Could you tell the ladies and gentlemen what you

did?

A I got up that morning and went to church, myself.

When I got back the children were all dressed and we went

down to the restaurant, Stephano's, for lunch.

After we had lunch my mother and the three children

went out shopping for a Christmas tree in Essex.

Q Where did you go after that?

A We went home. She went back to the restaurant

to work and the three children went home.

Q Who had her car?
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1 A She did, at the restaurant.

2 Q Can you describe that car?

3 A It is a 1973 yellowish Coupe deVille Cadillac

4 with brown leather seats.

5 THE COURT: What was it now?

6 THE WITNESS: A 1973 yellow Coupe deVille Cadillac

7 with brown leather seats.

8 BY MR. PULVER:

9 Q Where was your father that evening?

10 A At the store.

11 Q With your mother?

12 A Yes.

13 Q What time would the business close on Sundays

14 back in December?

15 A I believe it was at 9:00 o'clock.

16 Q And do you recall what time your mother and

17 father would normally get home?

18 A They would usually get home around 10:30, 11:00

19 o'clock, on Sundays.

20 Q Now, drawing your attention to the next day,

21 December the 16th, do you recall what you did that day?

22 A Yes.

23 Q Would you again tell the ladies and gentlemen?

24 A That morning I went to school. After school I

25 went to work at Congresswoman Bentley's office. After I
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1 went to work I changed my clothes and I got off and I went

2 to pick up a friend who I was going out with to a concert

3 that evening.

4 THE COURT: You work in the Congresswoman1s Baltimore

5 County office, not in Washington, D.C.?

6 THE WITNESS: In the Baltimore County Office, Towson.

7 So after I changed my clothes, I went up to my friend's

8 house to pick him up. We were going to a Rush Concert in

9 Landover, Maryland, at the Capitol Center.

10 After I picked him up, when I was at his house I

11 called my mom to just let her know we were getting ready

12 to head off for the concert.

13 BY MR. PULVER:

14 Q What time was that, Mike?

15 A 6:30. And then I went to Pikesville. I picked

16 up two other friends who were going to the concert. Then

17 we grabbed hamburgers and went down to Washington for the

18 concert.

19 Q Where did you call your mother that evening?

20 Where was she?

21 A She was at the store.

22 Q Now, you indicated you went to a concert that

23 evening, is that correct?

24 A Yes, sir.

25 Q was anybody drinking that night?

~
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Yes.

Were you drinking that night?

Yes, sir.

And how much did you have to drink?

I had two whiskey sours before the concert.

Did you have anything else to drink that evening?

No.

Was anybody else drinking that night?

Yes.

Did you have a friend named Keith with you that

Yes, I did.

And had he been drinking?

Yes.

What was his condition at the concert?

He had had too much to drink. He was sick.

COURT: You say he was sick?

WITNESS: Yes, sir.

BY MR. PULVER:

Now, do you recall what time that concert was over!

About 11:00, 11:30.

And who did you leave with?

We left -- I left with my friend Keith, another

and his friend, and another girl.

And what was the other girl's name?
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1 A Helen Prodromou.

2 THE COURT: What was the first name?

3 THE WITNESS: Helen.

4 THE COURT: So there was five of you?

5 THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

6 BY MR. PULVER:

7 Q And who was driving?

8 A I was.

9 Q Did you have any trouble driving that evening?

10 A No, sir.

11 Q Where did you go when you left the concert?

12 A We went to Pikesville.

13 Q And who did you drop off there?

14 A I dropped off two of my friends there because they

15 live in Pikesville.

16 Q Where did you go after that?

17 A We went to a Farm Store, Royal Farm Store.

18 Q Why did you go there?

19 A Because my friend Keith was going to stay at my

20 place, and he had contact lenses and he needed saline

21 solution to put them in at night.

22 Q Where did you go after the Farm Store?

23 A They didn't have the saline solution at the Farm

24 Store, so we went to a 7-Eleven and got it there.

25 Q Where did you go after that?

~
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We went home.

Now, do you recall what time you got home that

evening?

A It was around 1:30, 2:00 o'clock.

Q And how do you know it was that time?

A Because when we were at the 7-Eleven I checked

the time and remembered thinking it was a lot later than I

was generally allowed to be home. I thought I would get

in trouble when we got home.

Q

evening?

A

Q

A

Q

A

Do you recall what the weather was like that

It was real cold-

Had it been like that that week?

I believe so, yes.

When you got home, where did you park your car?

The top of the driveway.

When you pulled in, did you notice whether your

mother's car was there or not?

A No, I didn't.

Q No you didn't notice whether it was there?

A I didn't notice whether it was there.

Q Do you recall seeing any other cars in front of

your home?

A No, I don't.

Q Now, when you got home that evening, did you notice

~

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



-

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

115

anything unusual?

A

pulling

because

up, and

around

Well, yes. We were real quiet when we were

in, and I told all my friends not to shut the doors

they squeak and they were going to get my parents

just to leave them all open. I was going to go

and shut them because I know how to keep them from

squeaking.

But as soon as I turned the car off, before we got

out of

dressed

Q

A

Q

A

the car, my father was in the front door, and he was

•

How was he dressed?

In jeans and a pajama shirt.

Was there anything unusual about that?

The fact that he was up at 1:30, 2:00 o'clock in

the morning. Usually he just comes home, gets undressed

and falls asleep. He is never up that late.

Q

late?

A

Q

A

waited

Q

manner?

A

And had your father ever been up when you got home

No, sir.

Who would ordinarily be up?

My mother was always up when I got home. She

for me.

Was your father doing or acting in any unusual

He said my friends couldn't stay.
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Q Why was that?

A He said there wasn't any place for them to sleep.

Q Had you ever had friends spend the night before?

A Yes, s i r .

Q Had you ever had —

A Often.

Q Did you ever have two friends spend the night?

A I have had as many as twelve friends.

Q Had your father ever objected before?

A No, sir.

Q What did you tell your father were going to be the

sleeping arrangements that evening?

A I told him I was going to sleep on the floor next

to my bed, Keith was going to sleep in my bed, and Helen

was going to sleep on the couch in the basement.

Q And why was she going to sleep in the basement?

A Because that is the only place to sleep.

Q What did your father say?

A He said no, she couldn't sleep in the basement.

I said, "Where is she going to sleep?" He was adamant. He

kept saying no, she couldn't sleep in the basement.

Then he said have her sleep on the white couch in the

living room. That is a brand new couch that we aren't

allow to sit on during the day. I knew she would get in

trouble if she slept there.
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1 I said, "She has to sleep in the basement." He said

2 no, like ten times, she can't sleep there.

3 I said finally, "She is sleeping there. There is no

4 where else." So he gave in.

5 Q Did he say what he was going to do first?

6 A Yes. He said the basement was a mess and he wantec

7 to straighten it.

8 Q Had your father ever straightened the house for

9 your friends before?

10 A No, sir.

11 Q Was that unusual?

12 A Yes, sir.

13 MR. WHITE: Objection.

14 THE COURT: Overruled.

15 BY MR. PULVER:

16 Q How was your father acting during this time?

17 A He was pacing around the upstairs while we made

18 our telephone calls.

19 THE COURT: He v/as what, sir?

20 THE WITNESS: Pacing the hallway.

21 BY MR. PULVER:

22 Q Did you see your mother at any time up to that

23 point?

24 A No.

25 Q Did you notice whether any of your mother's
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belongings were in the house?

A Her purse and her wallet were on the kitchen

table when we went to make our phone calls.

Q What did you do after your father went into the

basement?

A Well, after we made our telephone calls, Keith

went to bed, and Helen and I sat on the bedroom floor and

talked for a while.

Q Who was in your bedroom?

A Gregory was on the top bunk. We have bunkbeds.

Gregory was on the top bunk asleep. Keith was on the

bottom bunk. Helen and I were sitting on the floor.

Q Did Helen go anywhere while you were in your

room talking?

A I don't know. I don't believe so.

Q How long did you talk in your room?

A About an hour. I think she did go to move her

car once, but I can't remember if that was during or before,

We were talking for about an hour.

Q Where was your father at that time?

A Downstairs.

Q Did you hear him upstairs at anytime?

A No.

THE COURT: What do you mean downstairs? Is this a

three-story house or two-story?
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1 THE WITNESS: No, sir, two-story. My bedroom is on

2 the second floor, and he was on the downstairs part.

3 THE COURT: There is a basement under that, is there?

4 THE WITNESS: It is a basement, and then the first

5 floor. My bedroom is on the first floor. He was on the

6 bottom floor.

7 MR. PULVER: Maybe Michael, if you would come down for

8 a second. Your Honor, if the witness may be allowed to

9 step down and I can show him the chart.

10 THE COURT: Yes.

11 BY MR. PULVER:

12 Q Michael, I would like to ask you to look at the

13 diagram and ask you if that is a fair and accurate diagram

14 of the upstairs of your home?

15 A Just about exactly.

16 THE COURT: I can't hear you, sir.

17 THE WITNESS: Exactly.

18 BY MR. PULVER:

19 Q And is this marked correctly, this is your

20 parents' room and this is your bedroom?

21 A My bedroom, Alexis's bedroom.

22 Q This is the kitchen (indicating).

23 A Yes.

24 Q Is this where the front door is?

25 A Yes.

—
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1 Q You were in your room, is that correct?

2 A Yes.

3 Q How long were you in there?

4 A An hour. About an hour.

5 Q At any time while you were in your room did you

6 hear your father in the upstairs?

7 A No.

8 Q When you got home that evening -- let me ask you

9 this: Does this diagram truly and accurately depict the

10 area in which you live?

11 A Yes.

12 Q And would this be your house?

13 A Yes, that is our house.

14 Q Where did you park your car that evening?

15 A At the top of the driveway.

16 Q Fine. Now, Michael, did there come a time when

17 you went down to the basement of your home?

18 A Yes.

19 Q At approximately what time was that?

20 A About three in the morning.

21 Q You got home at 1:30, is that correct?

22 A Yes.

23 Q Now, again I want you to look at this diagram.

24 Does this diagram accurately depict the basement of your

25 home?

~
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you notice anything

gentlemen what you

was going to sleep

father was coming out of the laundry room door.

COURT: Hold your voice up.

WITNESS: My father was coming

room door, pulling the door shut behind

Q

A

THE

THE

Q

A

Q

A

Q

A

Q

THE

BY MR. PULVER:

This would be this room marked

Yes.

COURT: That is the basement?

WITNESS: Yes.

BY MR. PULVER:

He was coming out of this door

Yes.

out of the laundry

him.

laundry room?

here?

Did you ask your father what he was doing?

Yes.

What was his reply?

He said nothing.

Did you notice anything —

COURT: You mean he didn't say anything?
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THE WITNESS: He said "Nothing".

THE COURT: He said, "I am doing nothing?"

THE WITNESS: Nothing.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Go ahead. Is there a door leading out of this

laundry room to the outside?

A Yes.

Q Is that correctly marked here on the diagram?

A A little bit off, but it is in that spot at the

back of the house.

Q You can retake the witness stand.

Michael, when you went down to the basement, did you

notice anything different about the basement?

A No. It was the same way it was that morning.

Q Where had your father said he was going?

A He said he was going down to the basement to

straighten it up for Helen.

Q But when you got down there there was nothing

different?

A The trains were still scattered all around the

room. There were Leggos scattered around the room. There

were a bunch of Fisher-Price toys. The room was the same

way it was that morning.

Q Now, what time did you go to bed that night?

A About four.
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Q During the evening did Alexis or Gregory ever

get up, to your knowledge?

A No, they didn't.

Q I am not sure whether I asked you this, but where

was your mother sleeping at this time?

A Alexis's bedroom.

Q Did you see your mother at any time during that

evening?

A

Q

A

Q

A

No, I did not.

Did you look for her at all?

No.

Why not?

I was just trying to avoid her so we wouldn't get

in trouble for getting in so late.

Q Did you ever have an opportunity during that

evening to go to your parents' room?

A Yes, right before Helen and I went downstairs.

Q Did you see your mother there?

A No. We went in to get the blankets. That is

where we store them. Nobody was in there.

Q Had your mother been home, would you have expected

to see her?

A She always got up when I got in, just to make

sure there wasn't alcohol on my breath or to see if I had

a good time.
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1 Q At any time during that evening did your father

2 ever ask you about your mother's whereabout's?

3 A No, he didn't.

4 Q Now, what time did you get up the next morning?

5 A I got up the next morning about a quarter to nine,

6 Q And what woke you?

7 A I got up earlier than that. I got up at seven,

8 a little after seven, because there was a horn beeping in

9 front of the house.

10 Q Did you know who that was?

11 A It was my carpool ride, the lady that takes

12 Alexis and I to school in the morning. I looked in and

13 Alexis was still asleep.

14 I went and told her to go ahead, we weren't ready.

15 Then I went to bed, and about an hour later there was

16 another beeping outside the house. I looked and it was

17 Gregory's ride, and I saw he was still up in the bunk.

18 I went out and told her we weren't going to school.

19 Gregory wasn't ready for school that morning either. Then

20 I went back to bed again. About a quarter to nine is when

21 I got up for good.

22 Q Did your mother ever fail to wake you and the

23 other children up?

24 A No, she didn't. She always got us up.

25 Q Now, did you talk to your mother at all on that
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day? That would be Tuesday, December 17th?

A No.

Q Did you see her that night?

A No.

Q Who woke you and the other children up the next

morning?

A

Q

I did.

Did there come a time when you began to wonder

about your mother's whereabout's?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sustained.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Where did you go that morning? This is Wednesday,

December 18th.

A I went to school in the morning.

Q And how long were you at school?

A 30 minutes.

Q And what did you do?

A Since I had not seen my mother, I started thinking

about it. It has been a few days, what is going on?

So I called down to Westinghouse where she worked.

I asked the people she worked with if they had seen her.

They said no. They were concerned because she was switching

departments, and there was a party for her the day before.

She never missed work.
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This is the day after the concert?

This is two days.

Wednesday the 18th.

You skipped a day.

Your Honor, if I may, the 16th was the

the concert.

He got back on the morning of the 17th.

The 17th he woke up. His mother didn't

The 17th we are not concerned with, right?

That is right.

During the day.

PULVER:

now to the 18th, the morning of the 18th.

to the people at Westinghouse, what did you

;hey said —

Objection to what they said.

He said what did you do.

: I went to — I called Norma Vatenos.

if she had seen her. She said no. And I went to

house —

PULVER:

WHITE:

I know it is hard —

Would you instruct the witness? He keeps

trying to go ahead and say what somebody else said.
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1 THE COURT: I asked him not to volunteer anything,

2 number one. Number two, don't tell us what other people

3 told you unless we tell you to.

4 BY MR. PULVER:

5 Q Based on your conversation with Norma Vatenos --

6 who is Norma Vatenos?

7 A She is Alexis's godmother, and she is like an

8 aunt to our family.

9 Q After you talked with her, did there come a

10 time when you went to see your father?

11 A Yes.

12 Q What time was that?

13 A 10-ish. A little before.

14 Q And why did you go to see your father?

15 MR. WHITE: Objection to why he went to see him.

16 THE COURT: I am going to let him tell us why he went

17 to see him. Why did you go see your dad?

18 THE WITNESS: I wanted to know if he knew where mom

19 was.

20 MR. WHITE: No objection to that.

21 BY MR. PULVER:

22 Q When you got to the restaurant did you ask your

23 father any questions?

24 A Yes.

25 Q What did you ask him?
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A I asked him if he knew where mom was.

Q And what was his response?

A He said he didn't know.

Q What did you ask him after that?

A I asked him if he was doing anything to try to

find her or figure out where she was. He said no.

Q Did you ask him anything else?

A I asked him if he had called the police yet. He

said no.

Q Then what did you say to him?

A I said, "Well, I am going to call the police and

file a missing person's report."

Q What did he say to you?

He said, "Do whatever you want to do."

And then what did you do?

I went home and called the police.

And did you make a report?

Yes. They sent a policeman over and I filed a

A

Q

A

Q

A

report.

Q

A

Q

Do you recall who you talked to?

I forget the officer's name.

And what did you tell him?

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: What did you tell him?

MR. PULVER: I withdraw the question.

~
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1 BY MR. PULVER:

2 Q Did there come a time when you went back to see

3 your father at the restaurant?

4 A Yes.

5 Q And what time was that?

6 A That was close to noon then, a little earlier.

7 Q And what did you tell your fahter at that point?

8 A I told him that I had filed a report with the

9 police, a missing person's report.

10 Q And what did he say?

11 A He said, "I am going to call the police and file

12 a missing person's report."

13 Q What was your response to him?

14 A I told him, "Why bother? You haven't done anythinc

15 for three days. The only reason you are going to call the

16 police now is so you don't look bad."

17 Q What did he say to you?

18 A He didn't say anything. He just said he was

19 going to call and file a report.

20 Q At any time that you saw your father on the 18th,

21 on either of those occasions, did your father offer you an

22 explanation as to where she might be?

23 A No, he did not.

24 Q Did you see your father later that evening?

25 A Y e s .
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And where was that?

When I got home. He was home, and there was a

policeman there.

Q

would be

that day:

A

Q

A

Q

A

MR.

THE

Q

A

Q

A

MR.

second.

Now, drawing your attention to December 19th, that

Thursday, do you recall meeting your grandmother

>

Yes.

And where did you meet her?

Which day is this?

This is Thursday evening.

Okay. When she found out —

WHITE: I am going to object.

COURT: Just tell us where you met her.

BY MR. PULVER:

Where did you meet her, if you recall?

At my aunt's house.

Where had she come from?

She flew up from Florida.

PULVER: May I have the Court's indulgence for one

(Discussion off the record.)

Q

BY MR. PULVER:

Now, had you heard from your mother at all by this

time, Thursday?

A No.
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Q Drawing your attention to the next day, Friday,

December the 20th, were you home that morning?

A Yes.

Q Do recall at approximately 9:30 whether any

police came to your home?

A Yes.

Q Do you know who that officer was?

A It was Detective Pfouts.

THE COURT: What is his last name?

MR. PULVER: P-f-O-U-t-S.

BY MR. PULVER:

Was this the same officer you had talked toQ

before?

A

Q

A

Q

A

Q

Yes, it is.

With your mother?

Yes.

Who was he talking with, Detective Pfouts?

He was talking with my father.

Did there come a time when you talked with

Detective Pfouts?

A Yes.

Q When was that?

A Afterwards he asked me to talk to him in his car

for a few minutes.

Q What happened just before you went out with
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Detective Pfouts?

A My grandmother and aunt showed up at the house.

Q Was anybody else with them?

A No.

Q What did you tell Detective Pfouts when you went

outside?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: This is what we said you couldn't do.

MR. PULVER: No, this is outside on the — may we

approach the bench?

THE COURT: Approach the bench.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

MR. PULVER: We talked about what he told Detective

Pfouts when they went to the police the first time to report

the contract. This is the second time he met with Detective

Pfouts.

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. PULVER: That is what I am asking.

THE COURT: What is he going to tell him?

MR. PULVER: Basically that he hasn't seen his mother

since that night and his father was acting unusual.

THE COURT: That is going to be it?

MR. PULVER: That is it.

THE COURT: You object to that?

MR. WHITE: I object. Yes, sir.

~
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1 THE COURT: Overruled.

2 (The conference at the bench concluded.)

3 BY MR. PULVER:

4 Q What did you tell Detective Pfouts?

5 A Well, he asked me if I had seen my mother. I

6 said no, I hadn't. Then he asked me if I thought that my

7 father was --

8 THE COURT: Wait a minute, just tell us what you told

9 him.

10 THE WITNESS: I told him that I had not seen my mother

11 since — I hadn't talked to her since Monday, and that I

12 thought my father might have something to do with it.

13 BY MR. PULVER:

14 Q Did you tell him about your father's conduct on

15 the 16th?

16 MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

17 THE COURT: Overruled.

18 THE WITNESS: Yes, I did.

19 THE COURT: Okay, that is it.

20 BY MR. PULVER:

21 Q Now, do you recall whether you saw Ed Mattson

22 that morning?

23 A He showed up a few minutes after my grandfather

24 and aunt.

25 Q And what did you do after you talked to Detective
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Pfouts?

A I went to work.

THE COURT: What time of day was this that you talked

with the police?

THE WITNESS: It was in the morning.

THE COURT: Early?

THE WITNESS: Not real early.

THE COURT: You still hadn't gone to work that day.

It was that early?

THE WITNESS: I wasn't going to go to work, I was

going to ask the people I worked with to see if they could

do anything.

THE COURT: It was before noon?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. Maybe nine or ten o'clock.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q What time did you leave home?

A Maybe a quarter to ten, 9:30.

Q Did there come a time when you learned that your

mother had been found?

A Yes.

Q And when was that?

A My aunt called me at work and told me to come home;

right away. When I got home, they told me.

Q Now, Michael, I would ask you to step down from

the witness stand again. For clarification for the record

~
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we would call the different diagrams one, two and three,

just so that I can refer to them and the record will be

clear.

THE COURT: All right. If you want to you can mark

them.

MR. PULVER: I will, Your Honor. For the record, the

diagram of the vicinity around the Kosmas home will be

diagram number three. The one of the downstairs will be

diagram number two.

THE COURT: That is the basement.

MR. PULVER: Yes. The basement will be diagram number

two. The upstairs will be diagram number one.

THE COURT: That is the first floor.

MR. PULVER: That is correct.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Now, again referring you to diagram number three,

Michael, what is this area that is marked "Parking Lot"?

What is this area?

A It is the Kenwood Park Apartments.

Q How far are those apartments from your home on

Garvey Road?

A Not far at all.

THE COURT: You mean those rectangular shaped things

are apartment buildings?

MR. PULVER: Yes, Your Honor.
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COURT: Where is the parking lot?

BY MR. PULVER:

Michael, have you ever been in the

Apartments?

A

Q

Yes.

136

Kenwood Park

And the spaces that are marked with little lines

on this diagram, is that pretty accurate as

lot?

A

THE

THE

Q

lots?

A

Q

Yes, it is.

COURT: I can't hear you, sir.

WITNESS: Yes, it is.

BY MR. PULVER:

And what is between your house and

Just a wooded area.

to the parking

these parking

So is it safe to say these apartments are directly

behind your home?

A

Q

Yes.

You can retake the stand.

Michael, can you get to that apartment

your house through the backyard?

A

Q

A

cross to

Sure.

How would you do that?

Well, from the top of our yard you

the next backyard, which is Norma's

complex behind

would just

Then at the
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1 woods you go right through the woods and you are there.

2 Q So if I understand you correctly —

3 THE COURT: Do you want him to do that?

4 MR. PULVER: Maybe that would be better. Michael, I

5 am sorry, please come back down again. Just mark how you

6 get through to the apartments in the backyard.

7 THE COURT: Show me where the parking lot is we are

8 talking about.

9 MR. PULVER: Where the car was found?

10 THE COURT: No. Didn't you say something a while ago

11 about a parking lot?

12 MR. PULVER: It is probably hard to see. There are

13 little marks here. This area is a parking here. Maybe I

14 will just put a red line where all the apartment buildings

15 are to distinguish them from the parking lot.

16 THE WITNESS: From our house, the Bowman's property goes

17 all the way out. We touch —

18 THE COURT: Just draw a dotted line how you would go

19 if you are going from your house to the apartment complex.

20 Is there a path or something through there?

21 THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

22 THE COURT: Are those apartment buildings?

23 MR. PULVER: Those are apartment buildings.

24 THE COURT: All right.

25

~
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BY MR. PULVER:

Q During the time that your mother was away from

the home, from December 16th when you got home, did you

notice any of your mother's personal property in the house?

A No. I looked to see if anything clothes were

missing, if any of the suitcases were gone. Everything was

there, and her wallet was still on the kitchen table.

Q Did you tell anybody about the purse being on the

kitchen table?

A I believe I told the policeman who had come.

Q Now, what was your mother's habit as far as her

jacket and shoes when she came in from the outside?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: What is the nature of the objection to that

MR. WHITE: I just don't think that it is proper for

him to answer that question.

THE COURT: Well, do you know what the habit was?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Okay, I will let him answer.

THE WITNESS: When she would come in she would take her

shoes off and leave them near the apothecary and hang her

coat in the foyer closet.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q What is the apothecary?

A The chest of drawers we keep in the foyer area.

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



~

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Q

139

She would leave her coat and jacket in the foyer

area?

A Always.

Q What was the weather like at this time?

A It was real cold.

Q Did you see your mother leave the home without

her purse?

A Never without her wallet.

Q So she would leave without her wallet —

A The wallet was in the purse, and she never left

without it.

Q Did you see the purse in your home at that time?

A Yes.

Q Did you know your mother to ever leave without

her coat or shoes on?

A No, sir.

Q Does your mother ever leave your home for any

length of time without telling you, for any long period of

time without telling you?

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: How would he — you mean without telling

him, or without telling somebody?

MR. PULVER: Without telling him or anybody.

THE COURT: How would he —

MR. PULVER: I can leave it up to him, Your Honor.

~
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Excuse me, if I may, he knows his mother. He has lived with

her for 17 years. The question is basically has she ever

left before without telling him. Did he ever notice her

gone for a couple of days and didn't know where she was.

THE COURT: You are asking him whether his mother

would leave for that length of time, two or three days,

without leaving word where she would be found or something?

MR. PULVER: That is correct.

THE COURT: To your knowledge had she ever done that?

THE WITNESS: No, sir.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Michael, I show you what has been marked as

State's Exhibit No. 1 for identification. Can you identify

that?

A That is my mother's ring.

Q And she generally always wore that ring?

A Everywhere she went.

Q Michael, I show you what has been marked as

State's Exhibit No. 2. Can you identify that?

A My mother's purse.

Q Is this the same purse that you saw in the home on

the 16th, the evening of the 16th, the early morning hours

of the 17th?

A It is.

Q Where v/as this purse again?
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A On the kitchen table.

MR. PULVER: At this time the State would move to

admit State's Exhibits 1 and 2 into evidence.

MR. WHITE: I assume they will be connected up later.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. WHITE: I ask the Court to take it subject to it

being connected up.

MR. PULVER: Yes. I could even wait, if you would

like me.

THE COURT: It is up to you.

MR. PULVER: Subject to your overruling it.

(The items referred to were

marked for identification as

State's Exhibits 1 and 2 and

were received in evidence.)

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Michael, do you own any blackboards?

A Yes, sir.

Q How many blackboards are in your home?

A Two.

Q Where are they kept?

A In the junk room.

Q Can you describe those blackboards?

A One is a three feet by four feet play school

blackboard, green on one side, black on the other. It has
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a red metal frame around it.

The other is a small hand-held blackboard on a wooden

frame, maybe the size of a sheet of looseleaf.

Q One final question for you: During the entire

time that your mother was missing, did your father ever

offer you an explanation as to where your mother was?

MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Overruled.

THE WITNESS: No, he did not.

MR. PULVER: I have no further questions of this

witness, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right, gentlemen. Do you have any

objection if we take our afternoon recess now?

MR. WHITE: No objection.

THE COURT: All right, folks, we are going to take a

20 minute recess. We will be back in — I can't see that

clock very well — but 20 minutes from now.

(A recess was taken from 2:15 P.M. to 2:35 P.M.)

THE COURT: Have a seat, folks. Let the record show

all the jurors have returned, the defendant and his attorney

are at the trial table.

All right, gentlemen.

CROSS-EXAMINATION

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Michael, when did you first find out that your

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
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1 mother was running around or going out with somebody else?

2 A From my father.

3 Q Well, didn't you make a statement to the police

4 where you told them that you knew that, and then later on

5 your father told you?

6 A No.

7 Q What?

8 A No. Everything I knew came from my father.

9 Q Didn't you tell the police that she began to make

10 new friends and often stayed out after her shift for dinner

11 or to work late?

12 A I wouldn't call that running around.

13 Q Didn't you say, "My mother was unhappy in her

14 marriage and she began to see the person who helped her get

15 the job?"

16 A Yes.

17 Q You told them that?

18 A Yes.

19 Q And was that based on what your father told you,

20 or was that based on something else?

21 A My father told me that she was seeing Aris.

22 Q Your father told you she was unhappy in her

23 marriage and she began to see a person who helped her get

24 the job?

25 A She told me she wasn't happy in her marriage. He
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1 told me who she was seeing.

2 Q But she told you before that that she was seeing

3 somebody else, didn't she?

4 A No, she did not.

5 Q Didn't you say, "Somehow my father knew about it

6 or found out about it?"

7 A Yes, I did.

8 Q Didn't you know how he found out about it, if he

9 told you?

10 A Yes.

11 Q Well, you didn't tell the police you knew how you

12 found out about it, did you?

13 A I would have to look at my statement of the whole

14 thing in context.

15 Yes.

16 Q Didn't you tell the police or imply to the police

17 at least that you knew about this before your father said

18 anything to you?

19 A No. That was written after the whole thing

20 happened.

21 Q Pardon me?

22 A That was written in retrospect, after the whole

23 thing happened, that statement.

24 Q I see. Well, would somebody reading this get

25 that impression, that you knew about it before your father
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said anything to you?

MR. PULVER: Just to make clear, why don't we have the

witness read what he said and let the jury make up their

mind?

THE COURT: I'll leave that up to Mr. White, if that

is what he wants to do.

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Let me ask you this: Did you tell the police,

"My mother, unhappy in her marriage, began to see the person

who helped her get in -- or helped her get a job, Aris

Melissaratos?"

A Yes, I did.

Q And then immediately following that, you said,

"Somehow my father knew about this or found out about it."

A Um hum.

Q Is that the way you told it to the police?

A Yes, it is. That is what I wrote.

Q Did you generally approve of that with your

mother?

A No, I didn't approve of it at first. I think, as

I said earlier in my testimony, that for a while I wasn't

even talking to my mother. I was making snide remarks.

After I heard the whole story, I was just happy she had

one year of happiness with him.

Q Didn't you and your mother sort of become confidant
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A Only after I knew that —

Q In a time you did become confidants?

A When I was told my father tried to —

THE COURT: He can explain his answer.

THE WITNESS: I only became confidants with her when

my father said he was hiring someone to kill her and when I

found out he tried to hire his detective to kill her in

Florida.

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Now, when was the last time that you ever heard

your father threaten your mother?

A He threatened her almost right up until the time

she died.

Q Didn't you tell the police that the last time you

ever heard him threaten her was in July, sometime in the

summer?

A No, I don't believe so.

Q Would that have been untrue if you told the police

that?

A It would have been a mistake.

Q Excuse me just one second, Your Honor.

A Why would I have gone to see him —

THE COURT: Wait a minute. Don't volunteer anything.

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Let me see if this refreshes your recollection.

~
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The question the police asked you, page 8, "Had you actually

heard your father threaten to kill your mother before?"

Your answer was, "Yes, a number of times."

"Question: When was the last time?"

"Answer: I guess it was mid to late summer, maybe late

July was when he threatened her with a gun."

Was that your answer?

A It could have been.

Q Let me show it to you.

A Let me take a look at it.

Q Yes.

A I must have meant something else, because if that

were so then I wouldn't have gone to see my father in

September at the restaurant to ask him were you serious about

threatening to kill her.

Q Was that what you told the police or not, the last

time you heard your father threaten to kill your mother was

in the late summer, probably July? Did you tell the police

that?

A Yes, that is what I wrote on the paper.

Q And what you have done, you have supplemented

this statement quite a bit today, haven't you? You have

added a lot of things to it that you didn't tell the police

back then?

A That paper was written around 8:00 or 9:00 o'clock
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at night, three days after they found her.

Q I see. Did you write it?

A I wrote it.

Q Is your memory better today than it was back then?

A No, but if I made a mistake in the paper, I am

not —

Q Was that a mistake?

A I must have taken whatever the question the police

gave me, I must have misunderstood it.

Q I see. Now, when you were working you still worked

for Congresswoman Bentley?

A Yes.

Q She is a Republican Congresswoman in Baltimore

County?

A

Q

Yes, that is true.

Did you ever — you said something before in your

testimony about asking the people at work for some help or

something like that. Did you say something like that?

A In what part? You mean calling on them?

Q In your direct testimony did you say something

about asking the people at work to help you in some way?

A No. I called them to see if they had seen her.

Q Did you ever have anybody from Miss Bentley's

office make a phone call to the police?

A Yes, I did.
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1 Q Who did you have make phone calls?

2 A The Congresswoman's administrative assistant,

3 Dan Zackamini. When I went to see him in the office he

4 said he would make a call for me. He called the FBI to see

5 if they had any news on this case.

6 Q why didn't you call Mr. Pulver or somebody with

7 the police?

8 A Because I felt very close to Zack. We went through

9 a lot of problems in the past. I thought maybe there was

10 something he could do from his office in Towson.

11 Q You were trying to use the Congresswoman1s

12 influence to do something?

13 A I was trying to find out where my mother was.

14 Q I am talking about after — this is afterwards,

15 after your mother discovered.

16 A Yes.

17 Q Did you have the --

18 A No. I called -- the only time I went to Zack to

19 ask for help was before she was found. I asked him if he

20 would call the FBI and see if they had any news on the case.

21 Q Did you ever have Congresswoman Bentley make a

22 phone call to anyone?

23 A No.

24 Q Do you know whether she did or not?

25 A No, none that I recall.

~
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Q Were you a signatory on your father's safe deposit

box?

A Not to my knowledge.

Q Had you ever checked it afterwards to see if you

were?

A No, I did not.

Q Is there any way you could have gone to a safe

deposit box if you are not a signature on it? Do you know

of any way?

A I have never had a safety deposit box. I wouldn't

know, no.

Q Did anyone physically keep your mother from moving

out of the house?

A No.

Q She chose to stay there herself, is that correct?

A Yes. She was planning on leaving after the

holidays.

Q Now, when you found out that your mother was

seeing somebody else, did you ever talk with that person?

A No.

Q Did you know how frequently your mother was seeing

this other persson?

A Yes.

Q How frequently?

A Quite frequently.
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1 Q I see. And would she tell your father this?

2 A Never to my knowledge.

3 Q I see. It was sort of a little secret between you

4 and your mother?

5 A He knew, because he was having someone follow her.

6 Q Well, you don't know what he knew actually, do you?

7 A No, I don't know what he knew.

8 Q As far as you are concerned, she never told anybody

9 except you, did she? Maybe some other confidant of hers?

10 A I wouldn't know that.

11 Q Pardon me?

12 A I wouldn't know that.

13 Q Did your mother have more than one pocketbook?

14 A Yes, she did.

15 Q I see. Did your mother leave her socks there that

16 particular evening on the 17th?

17 A Not that I am aware of.

18 Q She wore socks, didn't she?

19 A Not always.

20 Q You said it was cold.

21 A Yes.

22 Q Would she have worn socks on a night like that?

23 A Possibly.

24 Q Now, you said that your mother always came to the

25 front door when you came home late to see if you had been

~
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Whenever I got in she got up.
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Yes.
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correct?

that was all the time, is that

make any inquiry

to see if she was there because she

this particular evening?

A

Q

A

time.

Q

Didn't

A

No.

Why not?

I had no reason

I mean, you said

you think something

No. I was just

for getting in late.

Q

go to

A

Q

A

Q

A

on the

I got

about — did you

didn't come down

to suspect anything right

that every time

was unusual?

happy we weren't

You said every morning she would

school.

Yes.

Without fail.

Yes.

And she did not

I left the note

note I am not going

in late.

wake you up the

on my door that

to go to school

she came

getting

wake you

following

night. I

on time

at the

down.

in trouble

up to

morning.

said

because

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



~

~

153

1 Q You didn't tell us that before. You just said

2 that —

3 A I wasn't asked.

4 Q Oh, I see. Did you make any attempt to see her

5 in the morning, go in the room and check?

6 A She would also be gone by the time I got up.

7 Q How do you know, if you didn't see her the night

8 before? What did you assume? Did you assume she had just

9 gone to work then?

10 A I just assumed she had gone to work.

11 Q You assumed she was home then, even though she

12 didn't come to the door that night?

13 A Yes.

14 Q I see. The fact that she didn't come to the door

15 didn't make you believe that she wasn't home that night,

16 is that correct?

17 A It never occurred to me.

18 Q And you never inquired about her that next day,

19 did you?

20 A No.

21 Q Did you come home that evening?

22 A Yes.

23 Q Never made an inquiry?

24 A Many nights by the time I got home from work she

25 was at the store and she would get in after I went to bed.
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Q Did you make an inquiry?

A No, I did not.

THE COURT: What time did you get off work as a rule

in the evenings?

THE WITNESS: About half the time I got off around

6:00 o'clock. About half the time I would stay and drive

that evening and get home around 9:00 o'clock.

MR. WHITE: Excuse me, this is a lengthy statement here,

THE COURT: Take your time.

BY MR. WHITE:

Q You say you and your mother did have conversation:

about this Aris Melissaratos?

A Yes.

Q She confided in you about that, is that correct?

A Yes.

Q Did you ever tell her to leave the house?

A No.

Q Why not?

A Why should she?

Q You talked about all these threats your father

had made and everything. Didn't you want to see her get

out of the house or anything?

A Well, she was planning to. She was — she said

in front of both my father and I that after these holidays,

that was it. She wanted the children to have their Christmas

~
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Q I am talking about all this time. You told the

police the last time a threat was made in July and you talked

about threats being made before that, about guns being held

to the head and things like that. Why didn't you make a

recommendation to her way back then or sometime between then

and December? You said why should you? I don't know what

you meant by that.

A The recommendation I did make to her was she get

an ex-parte order ordering him out of the house. She

shouldn't be forced out of her house because of his threats.

Q Did he ever try to force her out of the house?

A No. He said if she left the house he would kill

Q Well, apparently she wasn't afraid of him, was

her.

she?

A What makes you say that?

Q Well, I mean she didn't do anything about that.

You said at one time --

A If a detective tells you your husband tried to

hire you to kill her, I think you would be afraid.

Q But nobody asked for any help, did they then?

A She went to the police.

Q Well, you said that was way back though, is that

correct?

A She went to the police in August.
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Q Yes.

A The end of August.

Q Did she ever ask anybody for any help between

August after she went to the police, between August and

the time that this happened?

A Did anybody what?

Q Did she ever summons the police or anything like

that, about any of these beatings that you talked about?

A No.

Q Do you know whether or not she obtained any

doctors treatment or any hospitalization or anything in

connection with any of these beatings?

A She wasn't hospitalized. She was bruised.

Q I see. Do you know if she sought any medical

treatment anyplace or were there any records of any doctors

having seen her or anything like that?

A She did, she didn't tell me she needed medical

treatment. I saw the bruises though.

Q Now, Keith is your friend who was with you that

particular evening?

A He was one of my friends with me.

Q And what was his conduct like that evening?

A He was just out of it.

Q Pardon me?

A He was just out of it.
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Q How do you express being out of it?

A He slept through most of the concert.

Q Was he at any time uncontrollable?

A No. No, he wasn't.

Q Was he at any time rowdy or boisterous?

A When we were taking — just when we were taking

him from the parking lot, we had to tell him to calm down

because he was singing or something, to get him through --

when we went through the gate. After that he slept through

the concert.

Q He was making a lot of noise at one time?

THE COURT: This is at the concert you are talking

about, going to the concert?

THE WITNESS: This is at the concert. From the time we

got out of the car and when we were walking into the parking

lot, he was singing loudly. We told him to calm down so we

could get in. After that he went in the concert and we got

him a cot and he slept.

THE COURT: Got him a cot?

THE WITNESS: Yes. He just wanted to sleep. We got

him a cot at first aid and he slept through the concert.

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Now, when you said you became concerned about

your mother not being there, that was the 19th?

A That was Wednesday, whatever the date Wednesday

~
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1 was. I think it was the 18th.

2 Q You said that all the next day, I believe, the

3 next day you never made any inquiry about her?

4 A On Tuesday.

5 Q On Tuesday you never made any inquiry?

6 A Right.

7 Q And Wednesday was the first time?

8 A Right.

9 Q You said you went and talked with your father?

10 A Yes.

11 Q Didn't you and your father go out to Westinghouse

12 to look for her?

13 A That wasn't that day.

14 Q When was that?

15 A That was the next day. I said I was going to

16 Westinghouse. He said, "I am going to go with you," only

17 after I said I was going.

18 Q And you both went in the car to Westinghouse?

19 A Yes.

20 Q Were there any lights on in the house when you got

21 home?

22 THE COURT: You are talking about when they came back

23 from Westinghouse?

24 MR. WHITE: No, excuse me, Your Honor.

25
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1 BY MR. WHITE:

2 Q When you came home the evening that your mother --

3 the 17th, when you came home, you said you came home with

4 Keith and the girl named Helen.

5 A I believe the only light that was on was just a —

6 Q The only light on was a —

7 A Was a dim light in the back of the living room.

8 Q Is that usually kept on?

9 A Generally.

10 Q So there wasn't anything unusual about the light-

11 ing or anything like that?

12 A No. The house was dark.

13 Q Where did you get served the whiskey that you

14 drank the evening of the 16th?

15 A We didn't buy it that evening. I had it leftover

16 from — I had it leftover from another party that we had had

17 Q Leftover in what?

18 A Pardon me?

19 Q Leftover in what kind of container?

20 A Bottles.

21 Q I think you said you had whiskey sours?

22 A Um hum.

23 Q Did you have a bottle of whiskey sours or something?

24 A Well, we have the bottles leftover from another

25 party, and we made the whiskey sours before we left, and theJi

-
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had some apple schnapps.

Q Where did you have the apple schnapps?

A Leftover from the party.

Q How much apple schnapps did you have?

A Just about a third of a bottle.

Q So you had more than two whiskey sours?

A No, that is how much we took with us. There were

four of us.

Q You drank it at the concert?

A No, on the way down.

Q Do you know whether or not your mother had been

seeing Ed Mattson at all?

A She had not been.

Q Do you know that?

A Yes.

Q You mean from talking with your mother?

A She told me that.

Q I mean do you have any personal knowledge other

than from your mother?

A No.

Q And you say your mother told you she had not been

seeing Ed Mattson?

A She didn't specifically say that. What she said

was she told me on a number of occasions she was in love with

Aris and that is who she was seeing. She wanted a divorce

~
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from my father and wanted to see Aris.

Q Why did you say she was not seeing Mattson? How

do you know she was not seeing Mattson?

A Because she told me. She said — on one occasion

my father was calling her a whore in front of the children,

and she said, "You better go look up what a whore is. A

whore is a person who goes around sleeping with men." The

person she was in love with and was sleeping with was Aris.

Q Why did you say she was not seeing Mattson? Is

that the only reason? I thought you said before because she

told you —

A Because she confided in me, and I believed what

she told me.

Q Did she ever mention Mattson, specifically say,

"I was not seeing Ed Mattson?"

A No. But she did tell me the only person she was

seeing was Aris, and she was inlove with him.

Q I see. Was Mattson the same person who caught her

in the motel?

A Yes.

Q I see. Excuse me, Your Honor.

(Discussion off the record.)

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Can you tell me who some of your neighbors are?

Do you know these people?

~
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1 A Yes, I do.

2 Q Do you know the Bowmans?

3 A The Bowmans, I know them.

4 Q You know all of these people?

5 A I know them all.

6 Q Who are the peole that you would say have been

7 closest to your mother and father?

8 THE COURT: You mean in distance?

9 MR. WHITE: No, I don't mean closest in distance, I

10 mean closest --

11 THE COURT: Friends or relatives — not relatives,

12 excuse me, friends or just people who knew them?

13 THE WITNESS: The only ones they knew well were the

14 Vatenos. My father was a partner in his business.

15 THE COURT: The top one?

16 THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

17 BY MR. WHITE:

18 Q Were the Bowmans friends with your mother and

19 father, do you know?

20 A Not close friends. They would say hi to each

21 other if they saw them walking out to the car.

22 Q Do you know who Mr. Mattson is now?

23 A Yes, I do.

24 Q What kind of car does he drive, do you know?

25 A I have never seen Mr. Mattson's car.

~
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Q You have never seen it?

A No.

Q Has anybody told you what it is or anything?

A No.

Q Were you present the day that Mattson went out

and found the car where your mother was? Were you there witl(i

Mr. Mattson at that time?

A No, I was not. I was at the Congresswoman1s

office.

MR. WHITE: That is all I have. Thank you.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Michael, you testified you put a note on your door

asking your mother not to wake you up in the morning, is

that correct?

A Yes.

Q Did that note say not to wake up the other childreiji?

A No, i t did not.

Q When your mother got you up in the morning, would

she stay and make breakfast or do anything like that?

MR. WHITE: Objection. That is a leading question.

THE COURT: Don't lead.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q What would your mother do after she woke you up?

A After she woke us up she would go to work.
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1 Q Would you see her in the morning then?

2 A Not after she woke me up.

3 Q And she would work until what time at Westinghouse

4 A I believe about 4:30.

5 Q And you testified other times she would go to the

6 restaurant after working at Westinghouse, correct?

7 A Yes.

8 Q So was it unusual for you not to see your mother

9 on any given day?

10 A No. A number of times we would go a day without

11 seeing each other because of my work schedule and her work

12 schedule. They were both heavy.

13 Q Did you talk to your mother though during the day?

14 A Generally, yes.

15 Q Now, on cross-examination you testified that after

16 your mother went to the Baltimore County Police to make a

17 report, that she didn't see anybody else, didn't talk to

18 anybody else?

19 A She did.

20 Q She did?

21 A Yes.

22 Q Who did she talk to?

23 A Mr. Mattson.

24 Q Do you recall the evening that Wayne Marcinko came

25 to the house?

~
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1 A Yes, I do.

2 Q Is that after she had gone to the police, if you

3 remember?

4 A I don't recall which was first.

5 Q Now, you testified that on Thursday, December 19th

6 that you told your father you were going to Westinghouse,

7 is that correct?

8 A Yes.

9 Q And why were you going to Westinghouse?

10 A I wanted to look around the parking lot to see

11 if her car was there.

12 Q Whose idea was that?

13 A It was my idea.

14 Q What did your father say?

15 A He said he wanted to go with me.

16 Q During your ride down to Westinghouse, did you

17 have a conversation with your father about college?

18 A Yes.

19 Q Had you talked with your mother and your father,

20 both present, about where you wanted to go to college?

21 A Yes.

22 Q And where did you want to go to college?

23 MR. WHITE: Your Honor, this is not proper redirect

24 examination.

25 THE COURT: This didn't come out on cross-examination.

~
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MR. PULVER: The trip to Westinghouse came up.

THE COURT: You have asked him about that. We are not

going to --

MR. PULVER: If I may, Your Honor, the only reason I am

getting into this, they brought up the fact the defendant

went with him to Westinghouse.

THE COURT: They went to Westinghouse together. That

doesn't open it up for you to go into everything they

discussed on the trip down, going to college, and what is it

going to take.

MR. PULVER: Very well.

BY MR. PULVER:

The two whiskey sours that you had that evening —

Yes.

— that was before you got to the concert, is that

Q

A

Q

correct?

A

Q

A

o'clock.

Q

A

Yes, it was.

What time did you get to the concert?

I got to the concert a little bit before 8:00

And you had nothing to drink after that?

That is right.

MR. PULVER: No further questions.

MR. WHITE: Nothing further.

THE COURT: Let me ask you a couple of questions.
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BY THE COURT:

In December of '85, you were what, 17 years old?

Yes, sir.

And you were in high school then?

Yes, sir.

So you would go to high school during the day?

Yes.

And then go to work after school with the Congress'-

That is correct.

So when you left the school, would you just go on

work, go home and change clothes, or what did you do

I would just go straight from school to work.

You get out of school about what time?

I got out of school — we operated on a modular

so it could be anytime from 12:45 to 2:45.

You are always out early in the afternoon?

2:45 is the normal school day.

Then you would go to the Congresswoman's office

through there some days at 6:00 o'clock —

Just whenever I finished my work.

Some days you said you drove until 9:00.

If the Congresswoman had somewhere to go in the

You would drive her?
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A I would be the driver.

Q Some days that lasted until 9:00 o'clock?

A Right.

Q If she had an engagement that evening. You said

when you went to the concert, when you got down there your

friend wanted to sing a little bit. How about when you got

back home? What was his conduct like when you returned

to your house?

A He was fine, but he slept on the way back also.

By the time we got to Pikesville, which is where I dropped

some friends off before I got home, he was fine.

Q How about when he pulled up in your yard at your

home, what was his conduct?

A He was fine.

Q Was he loud?

A No.

Q How about Helen, the lady with you?

A She doesn't drink.

Q Was she loud or making any unusual commotion?

A No. I told them all a number of times they have

to be quiet so they don't wake anybody up.

Q You didn't want anybody to know you were getting

home late?

A Right. In fact, I told them to all leave the

doors open and I would shut them because I can do it without
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them squeaking.

THE COURT: Thank you. Any questions?

MR. PULVER: May I ask one more question — no, never

mind. No further questions.

THE COURT: Thank you, sir. You are excused. Don't

discuss your conversation or your testimony with anyone,

please.

(The witness was excused.)

THE COURT: Call another witness.

MR. PULVER: At this time the State would call Edward

Mattson to the stand.

THE COURT: Is this the detective?

MR. PULVER: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: How do you spell his last name?

MR. PULVER: I believe it is M-a-t-t-s-o-n.

Whereupon,

EDWARD MATTSON

was called as a witness and, after being first duly sworn,

was examined and testified as follows:

THE CLERK: Please be seated. State your name and

address for the record?

THE WITNESS: My name is Edward Mattson. I live at

3 02 East Joppa Road, Towson, Maryland.
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DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. PULVER:

Mr. Mattson, where are you employed?

I am a retired Baltimore City Police Sergeant.

I am presently a private investigator with my own company.

Q

A

Q

A

Q

A

Q

How long have you been a private investigator?

Three and one-half years.

Do you know the defendant, Stanley Kosmas?

Yes, I do.

Do you see him in the courtroom?

Sitting right over there on the left.

Indicating for the record the defendant at the

trial table today.

When

A

Q

A

Q

A

came to my

He came to

Q

A

far as his

did you first meet the defendant?

Can I refer to my notes?

If you need to.

I met Stanley on January, the end of January, 1985,

And do you recall where and when you met him?

Yes. Stanley called me at my home, and then he

— I was living at 28 Alleghany Avenue in Towson.

my home to visit me.

And why was he meeting with you?

He wanted to talk to me about investigations as

wife, who he suspected of running around with

somebody else.
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Q Who got the defendant in contact with you?

A A friend of mine that I work out with at the

health club named Wayne Marcinko, a friend I went to high

school with, that is also a friend of Stanley's.

Q What did the defendant tell you he wanted to do

exactly?

A He said he wanted me to follow his wife and get

evidence that in fact she was seeing someone else.

Q Did he give you anything to help you identify her?

A He gave me a photograph of his wife Maria and a

photograph of her suspected boyfriend, and information as

to where they worked, and the building.

He took me down to Westinghouse also a couple of days

later and showed me the building that the man worked in and

the building that Maria worked in and showed me her

automobile.

Q How often did you follow her?

A Total time? I started off following her in the

early part of February. I followed her one time and it was

uneventful. She didn't do anything that would be of a

suspicious nature.

Q Did there come a time when you found something of

a suspicious nature?

A Yes, there was.

Q How long had you been following her before —
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A This was the second time I followed her.

Q Would you tell the ladies and gentlemen what you

observed?

A I went to Westinghouse on the morning — I

believe it was February the 5th — and I sat surveillance

on her automobile.

And it was in the afternoon, and I decided that

watching her car was a bad location. I decided to watch

the gentleman's car whom she was suspected of running with.

About 4:00 o'clock or so he came out of his office.

It was a Cadillac Eldorado he was driving. I followed him

out of the Westinghouse property and followed him to a motel

called the Red Roof Inn on Dorsey Road on the Baltimore-

Washington Expressway.

He went into the office. He checked in. He got a

room. I believe it was Room 209. And he parked his car

at one end, got a room, and went up to 209 and went in.

He kept coming in and out of the room like he was

looking for somebody. Sure enough, a little later another

automobile came in. It was Maria driving a little car with

a BXE — I knew her tag number. She pulled up and parked

next to him. She went upstairs, greeted, and went into

the room.

Q After seeing that, what did you do?

A I went to the phone and I gave Steve a call at

~

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



~

173

1 home and told him exactly where I was and what I had. He

2 asked me to remain there and wait for his arrival. It is

3 a good distance from Rosedale to where we were. We were

4 out on the Baltimore-Washington Expressway.

5 Q Did there come a time when he arrived?

6 A Steve arrived. I was waiting for him. I indicate

7 the room. We went up to the room and the curtains were

8 closed and all that. We knocked on the door. They said,

9 "Who is it?" I said, "Room service."

10 The gentleman's name was Aris Melissaratos. She came

11 to the window and saw us standing there. There was a lot

12 of standing around. A few minutes later they let us in the

13 room.

14 Q What did you do before you went in the room?

15 A I patted Stanley down and made sure he didn't

16 have a weapon.

17 Q Once you got in the room, what happened?

18 A There was just a confrontation. They were

19 accusing her of running with this guy, you know, catching

20 them together in the room. There was an argument that

21 ensued.

22 I said, "Okay, let's everybody go our separate ways."

23 I said, "I will follow Stanley and Maria home to make sure

24 that everything is okay until they get there." Melissaratos

25 went his way and Steve and his wife Maria went home in
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separate automobiles, of course.

Q And did you go into their house when you got

home?

A Yes, I did.

Q Now, did you continue to be retained by the

defendant?

A Yes, I was.

Q And for how long?

A It was at various times. He called me on occasion

and said, "Would you follow her?" I did. As far as I know,

the times I followed her, she wasn't seeing anyone else in

the time periods I followed her.

Q Did he begin to ask you to do something else

besides just follow her?

A He approached me down at the health club. He had

— he came to me at the health club and his hand was all

cut up. It had been bleeding. He said he had had a

confrontation with Maria and Aris Melissaratos in an

automobile and he knocked the window out, and he would like

to have something done with them. He would like to have

them disappear, either him or her or presumably both.

Q How many times did he make that request, do you

know?

A Several. And I humored him, because he was a pay-

ing client.
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Q Now, do you recall a meeting with the defendant

in early June of 1985?

A Yes, I do.

Q Do you believe it was June of '85?

A I would say it was June. Late May, early June

of '85, yes.

Q Where did you meet with the defendant?

A Steve called me at my house and said he wanted

to meet with me. I said I will be bicycle riding at Loch

Raven Reservoir. He could meet me by the lower dam. He

said he would meet me there.

So as I rode my bike around there, Steve was waiting

for me up there at the dam.

Q Did you meet with him there?

A Yes, I did.

Q Could you tell the jury what happened during

that meeting?

A Well, we went down by the water's edge, and Steve

had a blackboard. He was writing in chalk. He offered me

money to dispose of his wife, who was going to Miami at

some time in the near future.

He gave me a photograph of her, which I already had

one, but he gave me another one, with some X's on it, and

also a piece of paper with a phone number in Florida with

the word — a phone number, the area code of Florida and the

~
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first three numbers and the last three words were N-A-V-Y.

Whatever you dialed out, it came out to Navy.

Q How much did he tell you he was willing to spend?

A $5,000.00 down and $5,000.00 when the job was

finished.

Q Mr. Mattson, I show you what has been marked as

State's Exhibit No. 3 for identification. Can you identify

that photograph?

A Yes, I can.

Q What is that a photograph of?

A Maria, and of course her daughter Alexis, and

Steve. They are Xed out, showing just Maria, with the

arrow pointing towards her.

Q When did you receive this photograph?

A That day.

Q The day he approached you at Loch Raven?

A Yes.

Q And asked you about the contract?

A Yes.

MR. PULVER: At this time I would move to admit the

photograph into evidence as State's Exhibit 3.

THE COURT: Show it to these folks.

MR. PULVER: They have seen it.

THE COURT: Let me see it.

All right, no objection.
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(The document referred to was

marked for identification as

State's Exhibit No. 3 and was

received in evidence.)

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Mr. Mattson, was this the condition that the

photograph was in when you received it?

A Yes. Absolutely.

Q Were those Xes on the photograph?

A Yes, they were.

Q What was the defendant writing on the blackboard?

A The way he would like her to disappearr and how it

would appear what happened to her.

Q Did he tell you the amount or did he —

A The amount was written.

Q And did he tell you how he wanted her killed?

A He wanted it to look like a sex crime.

Q After hearing this, what did you say to him?

A I humored him. I said I would look into it.

Q Now, did there come a time when you talked to

Maria Kosmas?

A Yes. When she was going to Florida, Steve called

me almost daily and wanted to know was I doing anything.

I said not really, I don't know anybody down there, et ceter4,

et cetera, et cetera.
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Pretty soon she was back. After she came back he

still continued to approach me on this. He came to the

health club and approached me, and I realized that he was

serious at that point.

Before that I thought he was just an angry husband and

then I realized he was really really serious.

Q And did you talk to Maria?

A I really didn't talk to Maria at that point.

Maria called me sometime later. Steve had given her

permission to call me and get the photographs I had taken

and the sheets I would write up, the sheets I keep my

information on.

THE COURT: Photographs?

THE WITNESS: I had taken photographs with a camera.

THE COURT: When?

THE WITNESS: At various times when I was following

her.

THE COURT: Oh.

THE WITNESS: Which I had already given to Steve. I

didn't have them. I had the empty envelope. I gave him the

negatives and the photographs.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q During any conversation with Maria, did you tell

her about the defendant's request to have her killed?

A I did. I said —
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MR. WHITE: Objection to what he told Maria.

THE COURT: As to what —

MR. WHITE: It is hearsay.

THE COURT: As to what he told her?

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Overruled.

THE WITNESS: I told Maria I thought perhaps she was

in danger and she should come and see me and we can talk

this over, what she should do.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Did she come and see you?

A Yes, she did. She came with Michael.

Q Michael her son?

A Michael Kosmas.

Q And at that time what did you tell them?

A I advised her to go to the Baltimore —

MR. WHITE: Objection.

THE COURT: As to what he told her to do? What he

advised her to do?

MR. WHITE: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Overruled. Just tell us what you advised

her to do.

THE WITNESS: I advised her to go to Baltimore County

Police Department —

THE COURT: Hold it.
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THE WITNESS: Okay.

MR. PULVER: If I may have one second, Your Honor.

(Discussion off the record.)

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Now, Mr. Mattson, did there come a time when you

learned that Maria was missing?

A Yes, there was.

Q And when was that?

A I have to refer to my notes on this.

On the 16th of — let's see, on the 17th of December,

Paula Nyitrai, who is a friend of Maria's, called me to

tell me Maria was missing, and I advised her to call the

police department.

Q At that time did you tell her where to look, if

anywhere, if Maria was missing?

A I said look in the neighborhood. You know, look

to see if she is around one of her girlfriend's. She asked

me if I knew where she was or seeing anybody. I said no,

not that I knew of, other than Melissaratos. I said call

Melissaratos.

Q Did you talk to anybody else about Maria?

A On the 18th of December, Jemette Thanos, Maria's

sister, Steve's sister-in-law, called me and asked me to

look for her sister.

Q And what did you tell her?
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A I told her I would look into it. So I -- you

want to know what I did?

Q All right, after talking to Jemette, what did you

do?

A I called Aris Melissaratos and asked him if he

had seen Maria. He said no, he hadn't seen her for a

while, for a month or two, except maybe around the office,

because they worked in the proximity of each other. Then

I called Steve.

THE COURT: Who is Steve?

THE WITNESS: Steve Kosmas, the gentleman right there.

THE COURT: The defendant.

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q And when did you talk to him?

A I talked to Steve on the 19th of December.

Q That was Thursday?

A If that is what the 19th is.

Q And during that conversation, what did he tell

you?

A He told me that Maria had come home about a

quarter to twelve, 11:45, and she had came up to the bedroom

and asked him for money, and he said, "Go away, Maria.

Leave me alone. See me in the morning."

And then she left the room, and the next thing he heard
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was noises downstairs. And he said he thought it was about

1:00 o'clock, and Michael and some friends had came home,

and that Michael wanted his friends to stay and he didn't

want Michael's friends to stay, and anyway, they ended up

staying.

He never saw Maria after that. I said, "Did you see

her after that?" He said, "No, I didn't." I said, "Did

you call the police?" He said, "Yes, I did."

That was the end of our conversation.

Q Had you asked him what he was doing that evening?

A I told Steve, "You better hope nothing has

happened to her, because she has been to the police." I

said, "You know that." I said, "I warned you about that

once before, once she made a complaint to the police, you

know."

Q You never asked him to give an account of where

he had been that evening?

A He said he had been working earlier. She relieved

him at the restaurant and he came home.

Q The question is did you ask him to give you an

account of where he was?

A Yes. He said he was home sleeping. I asked him,

"What were you doing?" He said he was home sleeping when

she came home and asked for money. He said it was about a

quarter to twelve.
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Now, he told you that Maria got home at approximate

>

No, 11:45.

11:45?

Yes.

Did you look for Maria at that time?

Not at all. I hadn't been retained by anybody.

I was still working for Steve, for all intents and purposes.

Q Now, did you ever have a conversation with Miss

Irene Thanos?

A I did. At 10:30 on the 19th of December Miss

Irene Thanos called me up. It was the mother of Maria.

She said she got to Baltimore from Miami where she lived

and she would like to talk with me. She asked me to help

her find

THE

THE

THE

THE

THE

THE

daughter

THE

Q

her daughter.

COURT: When was that and who was it?

WITNESS: Mrs. Irene Thanos, the decease's mother.

COURT: When did she call you?

WITNESS: On the 19th of December, about 10:30 P.M.

COURT: She asked you to look for her?

WITNESS: She asked me if I would look for the

COURT: Okay.

BY MR. PULVER:

And did you agree to look for her?
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A I said I would come down the next morning and

speak to her and see what I could do for her, to get as

much information as she — as they possibly had. Then I

said I would see what I could do.

Q Did you meet with her the next morning?

A I met with her, her husband, and her sister

Kitty.

Q

A

Q

A

And were you retained at that time?

I was.

And what did you do next?

I left there and I went to Garvey Road where Steve

was, at his home, where I thought he would be. When I got

there the county police were there, Officer Donald Pfouts

from the Spousal Abuse Unit.

I went in and I asked Donald if it was okay if I

stayed. He said it was. He was interrogating or interview-

ing Steve. He was interviewing Steve about what happened.

I sat there and waited until they were done. Then

Donald Pfouts went outside with Michael into his car.

Q Did you talk with the defendant at that time?

A I sure did.

Q Had you been present when he was talking with

Detective Pfouts?

A I sure was.

Q Could you hear what he was saying to Detective
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Pfouts?

A Just the typical police interview, have you seen

your wife, et cetera, et cetera. Do you have any idea where

she might have been.

Q And then you talked to the defendant?

A Then I talked to Steve. I told him, I said,

"Would you take a lie detector?" He said no.

MR. WHITE: May I approach the bench, Your Honor.

(The following conference occurred at the bench.)

MR. WHITE: I am going to move for a mistrial, Your

Honor, at this point, because of what the witness just

blurted out. Mr. Pulver filed a motion in connection with

this man here about the lie detector test, and --

THE COURT: The motion was — I think his motion was

that the results of it wouldn't be divulged, or something

like that.

MR. WHITE: He is talking about this man refusing a

lie detector test.

THE COURT: The detective asked him if he would take

a lie detector test, and he said no.

Do you have anything you want to say?

MR. PULVER: He is not a police officer. Obviously

there are no results, no evidence of a polygraph being

given. It is a question of what he said and his response.

THE COURT: All right, the motion is denied.
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MR. WHITE: I think I should be permitted to ask him

about his lie detector test.

THE COURT: No, we are not going to let anybody talk

about a lie detector test. Nobody.

(The conference at the bench concluded.)

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, you will

ignore any remark about a lie detector test. It has nothing

to do with this case, and you will not consider it anymore

during the case and during your deliberations.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q After talking with the defendant, where did you

go, Mr. Mattson?

A After talking with him? I left and went outside

and talked to Officer Pfouts.

Q What did you tell Detective Pfouts?

A I asked him if he had cruised the neighborhood.

He said no. He said he had just gotten there, he hadn't

had time to do that. I says I would search the neighborhood,

see if I could find the automobile and/or Maria.

Q Now, you had been a police officer for 14 years?

A Yes, sir.

Q What was your training as far as looking for

missing persons?

A Well, the typical — in Baltimore City if you have

a missing person, the chances are they are going to be withii

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



~

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

187

a six block radius of their house in a good percentage of

the cases. If it was an automobile involved, we looked in

the neighborhood for the automobile.

That is what I did. I marked a circle on the map and

I did a circle search.

Q Where did you go?

A I left there. I drove out Garvey Road, around

Delegge, and entered the Kenwood Park Apartments.

Q Mr. Mattson, will you come down from the stand

and come to this board.

Can you just show them where you went?

A I was parked here.

THE COURT: Move over a little bit, if you will.

THE WITNESS: I was parked here in front of the Kosmas

house. I went down Garvey Road and I turned — I don't

know the name of the next road, but it comes back down here

into Delegge.

I come back Delegge and cruised up here. I went up,

and I knew there is a parking lot back in this area, because

I am familiar with the area.

I went back in here and I cruised. I checked each lot

as I went back. I checked this one, and as I got to

Dutrow Court, I saw the Cadillac parked facing in this

direction sitting right there.
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You don't know which of these Courts it was though?

I cannot tell by that. I

at the name on the sign.

And what did you find when

the neighborhood?

A I saw the '72 or '73 -- it

know it was Dutrow Court.

you were looking in

is a yellow Cadillac

with dark brown roof on it. Of course, I followed it

before,

The

so I knew the automobile.

doors were slightly ajar.

approached it. I saw the seats were

I noticed that when I

forward in the car.

When I looked in the back, I saw a body in the back,

the body

Q

State's

and tell

A

Q

of a female.

Mr. Mattson, I show you what has been marked as

Exhibit No. 4 and ask you to

me whether you can identify

This is the body I saw in

Does that photograph truly

the scene as you saw it?

A

Q

A

MR.

No. 4.

THE

Identical.

On the morning of December

The 20th.

PULVER: I move to admit it

COURT: Any objection?

look at that photograph

that?

the automobile.

and accurately depict

20th?

as State's Exhibit
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MR. WHITE: No objection.

(The document referred to was

marked for identification as

State's Exhibit No. 4 and was

received in evidence.)

BY MR. PULVER:

Q After finding the car, what did you do?

A I went back to the house where Officer Pfouts

was still standing and notified him that I had located the

automobile and a body in the automobile.

THE COURT: He was still at the house?

THE WITNESS: Officer Pfouts was still at the house,

yes, sir. He was sitting out in his car out front, as a

matter of fact, still talking to Michael.

THE COURT: How did you say you spell his name?

MR. PULVER: P-f-o-u-t-s.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Mr. Mattson, had you ever been to that car prior

to December 20th, 1985?

A No, I had not.

Q Now, did you talk to the police about this case?

A I sure have.

Q And do you recall who you talked with?

A Officer Pfouts, Officer Ford and Officer Duckworth

Q Did you tell them about your involvement in this
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1 case as far as being the investigator?

2 A Yes, I did.

3 Q Did you give them all the information you knew

4 at that time?

5 A I sure did.

6 Q When you first talked to the police, did you —

7 strike that.

8 When you first talked to the police, did you tell them

9 about being approached by the defendant regarding the

10 contract?

11 A No.

12 Q Why not?

13 A Well, I remember back before I retired there was

14 a charge called misprision of a felony. I thought to myself

15 man, he approached me for a murder contract and I didn't

16 personally go to the police, you know. I figured it was,

17 you know — I thought it might be an indictable offense.

18 Q Did you later tell the police?

19 A Yes, I did.

20 Q Who did you talk to before you went back to the

21 police?

22 A My attorney.

23 Q Did you talk to Henry Wysham?

24 A I talked to Henry Wysham.

25 Q Who is he?

~
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A retired county policeman, also a private

investigator.

Q

A

Q

Where did he work when he was a county policeman?

Homicide.

Who were you talking with at this time regarding

the investigation of the Kosmas murder?

A

Q

A

Q

A

Officer Duckworth, I believe.

Did you go back and talk with him?

I certaxnly did.

When was that?

Sometime, probably during Christmas week. I am

not really sure of the date.

Q

contract?

A

Q

And at that time did you tell him about the

Yes, I did.

Now, did you ever approach the police and ask them

for immunity —

MR. WHITE: Your Honor, this is impeachment testimony.

I think that should be left to the defense. I object to

the State

THE

police?

MR.

THE

answer it

impeaching its own witness.

COURT: You started to say did you ever go to the

PULVER: Yes.

COURT: What was your question going to be? Don't

, please.
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MR. PULVER: I was going to ask the defendant if he

had ever gone to the police and asked them for immunity.

THE COURT: All right. You are objecting to that?

MR. WHITE: I think that is impeachment testimony. He

cannot impeach his own witness. That is up to the defense

attorney.

THE COURT: Well, I don't think he is trying to impeach

his own witness. I am going to let him answer it. Go

ahead.

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Did you ever approach the police about getting

you immunity in this case?

A Yes, I did.

Q Why did you approach the police?

A Because, as I told you before, about misprision

of a felony. I think a crime could possibly have been

committed, and conspiracy to commit a murder is a felony.

I figured the law was still on the books. I figured if I

am going to testify against anybody, I want immunity to

protect myself.

Q Had you talked to your attorney?

A I talked to several attorneys.

Q Did you ever approach the State?

A Yes, I did.

Q Meaning myself about seeking immunity?
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A I did.

Q Were you ever granted immunity of any kind?

A None.

Q Have there been any deals or promises or have

you gain anything for testifying here today?

A Nothing.

Q Did you cooperate with the police in their

investigation of this case?

A Yes, I did.

MR. PULVER: I have no further questions.

CROSS-EXAMINATION

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Mr. Matson, when was it that you said you notified

Mrs. Kosmas about the threat that --

A It was sometime -- I am not certain of the date -

it was sometime either July or August. She called me and

said that Steve said she could have the photographs that I

had took and the papers that I —

Q The only thing I asked you was just the date that

you had —

A Oh, I am not certain. Sometime in July or August.

Q Sometime in July or August?

A Yes.

Q And you said you never went to the police about

that.
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A

Q

something

A
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No, I didn't.

What are you supposed to do as a licensed private

if something like that occurs?

There is no set-down rule that I know of.

Aren't you supposed to go to the police if

like that occurs?

Well, morally I think so. Personally, legally,

I don't believe so.

Q

A

Q

A

You don't believe legally?

I don't. No.

Did you think so at the time?

I thought telling her and letting her handle it

herself and me warning him was enough.

Q Weren't you afraid at one time you were going to

be charged with the murder?

A Not with the murder. I didn't do the murder.

Why should I be charged with it?

Q

it?

A

I worried

Q

suspect?

A

Q

Weren't you frightened you might be charged with

No. No, just the misprision of a felony is all

about.

Didn't Detective Duckworth tell you you were a

Didn't he tell you that?

Sure I was a suspect. I found the body.

He told you you were a suspect in the murder case,
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didn't

A

Q

A

Q

A

I found

didn't

Q

he, as being the murderer?

No, he didn't say as being

What did he say you were a

That I had knowledge of it.

Pardon?

That I had knowledge of it,

the body, and how did I find

find it.

195

the murderer.

suspect of?

that I knew, you know,

it so quickly and they

I see. You explained you were just a better

investigator, or what?

A

Q

That is what I told them.

I see. As a matter of fact, didn't you say they

were angry because you did —

A

Q

A

Q

A

Q

you say

A

Q

A

Q

A

Upstaged them.

You upstaged them, is that

That is right.

right?

You feel you did upstage them in that?

Yeah.

I see. Did Mr. Kosmas pay you for the time that

you caught his wife at the Red Roost Inn?

Every dime.

Pardon?

Every dime he owed me.

How much did he pay you?

A couple hundred dollars.
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Q I see. Do you have any records of that?

A A few records.

Q Pardon me?

A I gave Steve the bills for it. I gave practically

all my papers except for a few.

Q I mean can you refer to your records and tell me

what he paid you?

A Sure. He paid me $256.00 once.

Q What was that for?

A That was for the first part of the case when I

caught her.

Q When you caught her.

A Urn hum.

MR. PULVER: What was that amount?

THE COURT: $256.00.

THE WITNESS: $256.00. There is one more charge here.

Then he paid me $70.00.

BY MR. WHITE:

Q What was that for?

A That was also a couple days following her for a

few hours at a time. And then here is one day that would

be $60.00 also.

Q Anything else?

A That is it.

Q How about the Florida thing, didn't he pay you

~
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something then?

A No.

Q Didn't you charge him and tell him that you had

gotten somebody down in Florida to follow her?

A No, I did not. Did I charge him?

Q Yes.

A No, I did not.

Q You charged him $300.00, didn't you?

A That is not true. That is a lie.

Q That is a lie?

A That is a lie, that is what I said.

Q Had you heard that before? You say it is a lie.

A I just said it is a lie. You just said it is.

No, it is a lie.

Q Who is telling a lie?

A Whoever said he gave me $300.00.

Q Did I tell you that somebody told me that, or

somebody said that?

A You just said it. Whoever said it, he didn't give

me $300.00.

Q Did I tell you somebody said that? I j ust asked

you.

A I said he didn't give me $300.00, counselor.

Q When you went to the car, when you — do you have

a picture of the car, a photograph of the car? You said the
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doors were slightly ajar?

A

Q

A

at it.

THE

THE

deVille.

Q

A

Q

A

Q

A

Q

A

locked.

Q

A

Q

cars that

A

open area

Q

Slightly ajar.

You said doors, meaning more than one.

Yeah. I walked around the automobile. I

COURT: Both doors?

WITNESS: Yes, sir. It is a two-door car,

BY MR. WHITE:

How were they ajar?

Just like they hadn't been closed all the

I see. Did you open one?

I didn't touch the automobile.

Do you know whether it was unlocked?

I believe the automobile was locked.

How do you know?

It had the buttons on it. If it is down :

Up it is unlocked.

You observed that?

I am sure I did.

Now, this was in an area where there were

198

looked

a Coupe

way.

Lt is

other

would be parking adjacent to this car, wasn't it?

Yes. This is a fairly large area, fairly

, if you can see there.

Let me mark this. We can put these in as

wide

a joint
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exhibit,

THE

MR.
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I suppose.

COURT:

WHITE:

Are they yours?

These belong to the police. I show you

those three photographs.

THE

yes.

Q

A

MR.

WITNESS:

BY MR.

That is

Yes.

WHITE:

identification.

THE

MR.

Q

COURT:

WHITE:

BY MR.

It wasn

was in there, was

A

Q

see that

A

THE

It is a

Anybody

very eas

That is the car I saw sitting there,

WHITE:

the car that the body was in?

Can we mark this, please, just for

Yes, go ahead.

Defendant's Exhibits 1-A, B and C.

(The documents referred to were

marked for identification as

Defendant's Exhibits 1-A, B and C.)

WHITE:

't any problem to look inside and see what

it?

wide open automobile.

passing by that would have been able to

ily?

Probably if it wasn't ten degrees —

COURT: The temperature has nothing to do with

whether they could see in or not.
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THE WITNESS: No problem. All I had to do was look in

and look.

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Anybody passing by only had to glance in and see

that?

A I can't tell you what anybody else would do. I

would imagine.

Q What time of day was it when you went there?

A 11:05 A.M.

MR. SHELLENBERGER: Excuse me, could I get those

numbers?

MR. WHITE: You might as well mark this one too.

(The document referred to was

marked for identification as

Defendant's Exhibit No. 1-D.)

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Is this how the car looked when you saw it on the

20th?

A That is the way it was parked on the parking lot,

yes

Q Do you know that these pictures were taken the

same day? Do you know whether or not they were?

A The police photographers,"if they are the police

photographs, I assume they were taken the same day.

Q You looked inside and saw what was in there. Do
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you know she was dead at that time?

A I have seen enough dead people in my life. I

assumed she was dead.

Q

A

Q

A

Q

I know. You didn't know she was dead, did you?

Not gospel.

What?

Not gospel. I didn't take her pulse.

Why didn't you take her pulse? Why didn't you

look inside or do something to see if she was alive?

A I saw postmortem lividity. I could see the blue

in her body where the blood shifted down. I am a trained

observer. I was a policeman for a long time.

Q You were certain?

A I felt she was dead.

Q You didn't know that?

A I am not a doctor. I didn't know that.

Q Why didn't you look inside?

A I wasn't going to put my hands on that automobile.

Q Why?

A Why?

Q You weren't guilty of anything.

A You don't have to be guilty of anything. I didn't

want nothing to do with the automobile. I didn't want to

put my hands on it. It is the police's job to do that, not

mine. I am a private investigator.

r
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Q What were you afraid of?

A Smearing somebody's fingerprints.

Q Were you afraid of getting your fingerprints on it;

A Possibly. Why would I want mine on it?

Q You assumed you would not want yours on there.

A Absolutely I wouldn't.

Q Is that the reason you never went inside to see

if she was dead?

A I didn't touch it. Common police practice is you

find the scene of the crime, you leave it alone.

Q Apparently when you have somebody in there, lying

there, you don't know whether she was dead or alive, why

didn't you check?

A I said it was good enough for me. I am not a

doctor and I can't Monday morning quarterback. I thought

she was dead.

Q Did you call for any medical assistance at the

time?

A I went back and talked to Officer Pfouts. He came

up. We were talking about two minutes. I found it and

went back to Officer Pfouts. He came back. It is now a

police problem, no longer mine.

Q Do you know whether Detective Pfouts went inside

the car or anything?

A I don't know that.

~
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Q Did you go back with him or anything?

A I went back and showed him the car. He called

for help. I left.

Q Now, did any of the detectives, especially

Detective Duckworth, did he ever tell you that somebody

had identified you as having been at that scene previously?

A Yes — no, he didn't say that. No, he didn't

say that. He said someone who had a car like mine and had

a black coat on --

MR. PULVER: Objection, Your Honor.

THE COURT: What is the nature of the objection?

MR. PULVER: Your Honor, first of all it is a hearsay

question.

THE COURT: He asked him did Detective Duckworth ever

tell you.

MR. PULVER: That is correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT: What is hearsay about that?

MR. PULVER: What Detective Duckworth told him. I will

withdraw the objection, Your Honor. I believe it is a

hearsay statement made by Detective Duckworth to him.

MR. WHITE: Are you withdrawing the objection?

MR. PULVER: I will withdraw the objection.

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Did Detective Duckworth or one of the detectives

tell you that somebody had identified you, somebody similar

~
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1 to you, as being at the scene?

2 A He said someone with a black topcoat and driving

3 a black car, they had seen at the scene earlier in the week,

4 at that automobile.

5 Q I see.

6 A He didn't say me, he said someone with a black

7 coat and a black car.

8 Q Did you have a black coat?

9 A I certainly did.

10 Q And did they describe the person as having a

11 mustache?

12 A That I don't remember, counselor.

13 Q Do you have a black Cadillac?

14 A I sure do.

15 Q A shiny black Cadillac?

16 A A shiny black Cadilla.

17 Q What kind? Eldorado?

18 A Eldorado.

19 Q Did he tell you somebody had described that car

20 as having been there?

21 A He said a black automobile. He didn't describe

22 that car, he describe a car.

23 Q Were you at the location there?

24 A Was I? Yes, at 11:05 A.M. on the 20th I was there

25 Q Had you been there before that?
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A No, sir, I had never been there. I had no reason

to be there. I didn't know the car was there.

Q He said the person that was hanging around this

particular car at the time, the person they described as

being similar to you.

A No, he didn't say that at all. No, he didn't say

that at all. As a matter of fact, I thought Officer Duckwor

was putting me on, seeing if he could get a rise out of me.

Q Yes. I see. Did that get a rise out of you?

A I just told him, I said I hadn't been there.

Q Do you have the statement?

MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes.

MR. WHITE: We have not been furnished those statements

They are given to us after the witness testifies. If I

might just take a few minutes.

Thank you.

(Discussion off the record.)

BY MR. WHITE:

Q Now, the police asked you why you didn't come

forward to the police department with this information about

Steve having tried to hire you?

A Correct.

Q And you said because you were afraid of the

misprision of a felony.

A That is correct.
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~ 1 Q Didn't you tell the police, "I don't know why I

2 didn't. I can't give you any answer why I didn't. Also it

3 was my word against his."

4 A That is true.

5 Q Then it wasn't because you were afraid of — this

6 is something that came up later. You just thought of that -

7 A That is not true. I knew about the misprision

8 of a felony.

9 Q You didn't say anything to the police about it.

10 A I did later on.

11 Q You didn't tell them when you made that statement.

12 A That is the original statement. That was taken

13 whenever it was taken, a day later, the same day maybe.

14 Q It was taken on the 21st --

15 A The next day.

16 Q — of December, 1985.

17 A I am telling you why. I have had misprision of

18 a felony on my mind.

19 Q You didn't tell the police that, did you?

20 A Yes, I did tell the police that. Maybe not in

21 that statement I didn't, but I did tell the police that.

22 That is why I asked for immunity.

23 Q And you said that you weren't going to testify

24 unless you were granted immunity.

25 A Absolutely.
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1 Q That was immunity from prosecution for anything?

2 A Anything involving this case, yes.

3 Q Anything involved in the case, right?

4 A Right, which misprision of a felony is what we

5 are talking about.

6 Q Did you get some assurance you would not be

7 prosecuted?

8 A He said there was no charge —

9 Q What changed your mind about testifying?

10 A When the State's Attorney explained to me misprision

11 of a felony no longer existed. He got the law book out and

12 showed me the Maryland Law. He said it has been whatever

13 they do with the law they don't use anymore, it was gone.

14 Q When did he explain that to you?

15 A I don't remember the date.

16 Q Let's get it down to the month. How about the

17 month? What year?

18 A 19 — last year, 1986.

19 Q This statement was given in 1985.

20 A Well, it was in — it was in the summertime. It

21 was warm. I walked to the courthouse from my house.

22 Q The statement you gave to the police, when you

23 told the police, "I don't know why I didn't. I can't give

24 you any answer why I didn't. Also it was my word against

25 his." That was December of '85, correct?

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



~

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

208

A I have not been told anything about — I knew that

misprision of a felony, and I was still reluctant to testify

In my mind, then I thought I said I knew about it, you know,

it is an indictable offense. I didn't know whether it was

or wasn't. I felt the misprision was.

I testified before the grand jury. After that, Mr.

Pulver asked me why. I explained it to him. He said there

is no such law any longer, and dug in the books and showed m

After that I am more than willing to testify.

Q I know. You voluntarily gave this statement to

the police, didn't you?

A Sure I gave it to the police voluntarily.

Q That would be enough, if there would have been

misprision of a felony, that would have been enough in it-

self. It wouldn't make any difference whether you testified

or not?

A Let me tell you something: I felt bad about it,

because if I had went to the police myself something would

have been done about this, if I had went personally. If

I had went to the —

Q Why didn't you go to the police?

A Because I was on his payroll. Now we are talking

about, you know --

Q He was paying you not to go to the police?

A No, no, no, he was paying me to follow his wife.
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1 After I told her, I figured if she told the police, that

2 should be enough. After she told the police, I warned him.

3 if anything happens to her, beware, my friend.

4 Q You were concerned about being charged with the

5 murder itself?

6 A Not the murder itself. I am not worried about

7 the murder. Conspiracy that I knew it was going to happen,

8 yes.

9 Q Who did — you said you had an attorney. Did he

10 make an approach to the State's Attorney about getting you

11 immunity?

12 A I don't know whether he called him or not, to be

13 truthful with you. I really don't know that.

14 Q Didn't he tell you whether he did or not?

15 A The attorney was a friend.

16 Q I know. Didn't the attorney tell you —

17 A He said he would talk to him. I don't know

18 whether he did or not. You would have to ask Mr. Pulver

19 that. He would know that.

20 Q Let me ask you something again: You said you went

21 to Henry Wysham who is a private investigator. What did you

22 tell Henry Wysham?

23 A I explained to Henry the situation, the way it

24 was.

25 Q What did he —
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A He told me to go forth and make a statement, give

Duckworth a statement.

Q Wait a minute, don't go too fast. You said you

explained. What did you explain to him that was a problem

when you went to him?

A I knew that Steve had approached me about having

his wife done in with, having her killed, having her

disappear, is the word, having his wife disappear. I knew

it, and now it happened, and am I guilty? Henry said no.

Q Then you went to the police? And then you made

this statement?

A No. No. That was long after that, Mr. White.

Q When did you go to Mr. Wysham?

A I don't remember that.

Q Was it after this?

A Oh, it was long after that. This happened the

next day. I didn't see Henry for maybe two, three or four

weeks. Maybe a month.

Q You told Mr. Wysham you thought you were going to

be charged with the murder, didn't you?

A Complicity in it, yes, because I knew.

Q Right.; Not the other thing about the misprision?

A Misprision of a felony, absolutely.

Q You were more concerned about being prosecuted

for the murder?
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A Why should I be prosecuted? I didn't do it.

Q I understand. You said that before. You were

concerned, nevertheless, even though you were 100 percent

innocent, you were still concerned about being charged.

A I was worried about being charged, but knowing

that he offered me; money to do it and I didn't do anything

about it.

Q You were concerned about being chaged with murder

too?

A No. Why? I didn't murder anyone. Why should I

be charged with murdering somebody if I didn't do it? I was

worried about knowing it was going to happen.

Q Now, did he arrange then for you to see Detective

Duckworth?

A He certainly did.

Q I see. Did you tell Detective Duckworth anything

other than what you have said here?

A No, other than the money offer.

Q Pardon?

A There should be another statement somewhere.

Q You never told him in this first statement about

the money offer?

A No, I don't believe I did. I just don't remember.

You are talking about a year or better ago. I don't remember

Q I see. Anyway, let me see if I have got this right
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1 now. You were afraid you had not feold the police about

2 the money offer first?

3 A No, no, no. I wasn't afraid I had not told the

4 police. I didn't want to tell the police. I was afraid

5 of the misprision of felony.

6 Q Okay. After you talked to Henry Wysham sometime

7 in 1986, then you told the police about the offer of the

8 money to have him —

9 THE COURT: Who is Henry Wysham? I don't remember that

10 name coming up at all before.

11 BY MR. WHITE:

12 Q Can you explain to His Honor who Henry Wysham is?

13 A Can I explain to him? He is a retired county

14 police officer, homicide detective, who has a detective

15 agency, and we sometimes work together.

16 THE COURT: His name is Wysham?

17 THE WITNESS: Henry Wysham.

18 THE COURT: Wysham.

19 THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

20 BY MR. WHITE:

21 Q Now, let me ask you, isn't it true that you told

22 the police the first time that you had been offered

23 $ 1 0 , 0 0 0 . 0 0 ?

24 A I don't remember that, Mr. White.

25 Q Let me refresh your recollection. Pages 7 and 8,
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1 I want you to read from here, and the next page, and tell me

2 if that refreshes your recollection.

3 A I guess I did tell them, didn't I. I didn't

4 think that I had told them at that point. I really didn't.

5 But you have got the report here.

6 Q So would I be correct now that the thing that

7 you were concerned about when you went to the police,

8 without any doubt whatsoever, was that you might be charged

9 with the murder?

10 A No, you are incorrect. Still the misprision of

11 felony. I figured that they would give me immunity and then

12 couldn't come back with the misprision of felony against me.

13 Q You told them if that was a misprision of felony,

14 you had confessed it?

15 A I had confessed? Confessed to what? I had not

16 confessed to anything. I made a statement to the police.

17 I gave them the facts as I knew them.

18 Q Did you withhold anything here in this statement?

19 A No. Only moral things I withheld.

20 Q What moral things did you withhold?

21 A I should have went to the police instead of sendin

22 her. Then he wouldn't have killed her.

23 Q You didn't withhold any facts though in that

24 statement?

25 A No. It is little odds and ends. I didn't withhol

m
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them. They weren't asked, the questions.

Q

Duckworth

Do you know who the witness was who Detective

told you may have identified you or somebody being

close to you?

A

I have no

Q

Maria?

A

Q

A

the times

I wouldn't know the fellow if I fell over him.

idea who he is talking about.

Had you ever expressed to anyone an interest in

A personal interest?

Yeah.

I only seen the lady one time, with her son, and

that I followed her. No, I am afraid I didn't,

other than she was a nice lady. I may have said that to

somebody.

Q

anything?

A

Q

Had you ever seen her at any other motels or

Just the Red Roof Inn.

Okay. Now, didn't you, Mr. Mattson, attempt to

get Mr. Kosmas to make a conversation while you were wired

with a recorder?

A

Q

A

the 22nd.

Q

Yeah, I sure did.

I see. When did you try to do that?

I believe it was a Sunday, sir. It may have been

Right after you gave this statement?
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Whatever day it was, it was right around the day

it happened. They wired me, yeah.

Q

police and

This was after you had given your statement to the

you were being cooperative with the police, is

that correect?

A

Q

correct?

A

would put

Q

A

Q

That is correct.

I see. And you offered to be wired, is that

I didn't offer to be wired. They asked me if I

a wire on. I said I certainly would.

And you went to talk with Mr. Kosmas?

I sure did.

I see. And you tried to get him to implicate him-

self in this thing?

A

in nothing

Q

get him to

A

Q

A

Q

A

Q

to do that

No, I didn't try to get him to implicate himself

I just talked to him.

Wasn't that the idea, you were going to try to

make damaging admissions he had done something?

I guess that is the purpose of the wiretap.

Did he make any?

Did he? Not really.

That was the purpose that you did that, right?

That is the purpose of a body wire, counselor.

That was the reason that you had been instructed

, to try to get him to say something, right?
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A That is correct.

Q When you called him, he asked you to come out to

his home and you said you would meet him at McDonald's?

A He said don't come to my home because I believe

his children were there, I believe. He met me at a

McDonald's up on I think Kenwood Avenue.

Q I see. Okay. And did you later report all of

this back to the police?

A Report it? They were listening to it.

MR. WHITE: I see. Thank you, Mr. Mattson.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. PULVER:

Q Mr. Mattson, on the morning of the 20th of

December you went to the defendant's home with his mother-

in-law, Mrs. Thenos, correct?

A I went first. I didn't realize they were hot on

my trial behind me.

MR. WHITE: This is improper redirect. I didn't say

anything about that.

THE COURT: I don't remember any of this on cross-

examination.

MR. PULVER: Your Honor, Mr. White has just brought out

the fact that the defendant was body-wired and the fact that

the —

THE COURT: He wasn't body-wired on the 20th of Decembe
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He said it was on the 22nd.

MR. PULVER: I am just trying to lay a foundation to

explain something about the body-wire. I am not really

trying to talk about that event again, just to show the

defendant's knowledge of what happened on the 20th, to show

why he may or may not have said things when he was body-wired

later.

THE COURT: You go ahead. I don't quite follow you.

He was body-wired two days after the 20th.

MR. PULVER: That is correct.

THE COURT: He said he wasn't sure, he thought it was

the 22nd.

MR. PULVER: That is correct.

THE COURT: At the request of the police department.

MR. PULVER: He was hired on the 20th to look for Maria

by her mother-in-law.

THE COURT: That is correct.

MR. PULVER: When he was body-wired on the 20th — I

mean on the 22nd or 23rd, the defendant knew that he was

no longer on his side, as it were, and you would expect --

MR. WHITE: Come on now.

THE COURT: Wait a minute, we don't know what the

defendant knew.

MR. PULVER: I am trying to lay that foundation, Your

Honor, to show that.
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1 THE COURT: He is not going to be able to tell you what

2 the defendant knew.

3 MR. PULVER: I understand, Your Honor. Very well,

4 I will take another direction.

5 THE COURT: Go ahead.

6 BY MR. PULVER:

7 Q Mr. Mattson, you testified that you saw Maria at

8 the Red Roof Inn, is that correct?

9 A That is true.

10 Q How many times did you see her at the Red Roof

11 Inn?

12 A Once.

13 MR. WHITE: Objection, Your Honor. This is improper.

14 THE COURT: You asked him if he saw her at motels.

15 He said only one time, at the Red Roof, the only motel he

16 ever saw her at.

17 MR. PULVER: Thank you very much. No further questions

18 THE COURT: Thank you, sir. You are excused.

19 (The witness was excused.)

20 THE COURT: All right, gentlemen, it is five minutes

21 after four. There is no good starting with another witness

22 and having to finish that witness up tomorrow or the next

23 day. If there is no objection, we will recess now until

24 9:30 Monday morning.

25 Now, folks, I have admonished you a little earlier and
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I will do so again. Please don't discuss this matter with

anyone between now and until the case is over.

When you go home tonight and over the weekend there

will be a natural tendency I expect for some members of your

family to ask you what went on here today. You just tell

them that you had a criminal case transferred in from

Baltimore and you are not permitted to discuss it.

Remember, you are under oath not to. Don't discuss

it with anyone. With that, we will excuse you until 9:30

Monday morning. Leave your legal pads with MR. Windsor.

He will give them to you Monday morning. Make sure your

name is on them.

Gentlemen, any reason we cannot recess?

(Whereupon, at 4:08 P.M. Court adjourned, to reconvene

at 9:30 A.M. Monday, February 2, 1987.)

•

•

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT



•



r



^

1 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

2
STATE OF MARYLAND

3
vs. Case No. 86CR1648

4
STANLEY M. KOSMAS

5

6

7 REPORTER'S OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS
(Trial on the Merits)

8 Vol. I of VIII

9
Towson, Maryland

10
February 25, 1991

11

12 Before:
HONORABLE J. NORRIS BYRNES, Judge

13 (and a jury)

14 Appearances:

15 For the State:

16 SCOTT SHELLENBERGER, Esquire
MARK TILKIN, Esquire

17
For the Defendant:

18
RICHARD KARCESKI, Esquire ^/

19 C ? c?
20 rr S

21 ; ^

2 2 Co CD
;!J ;•— v...-,4-

23 £?
Reported by: °

24 Susan Felkoski
Official Court Reporter

25 Towson, Maryland

r
•



1 (PROCEEDINGS)

2 THE COURT: Good afternoon.

3 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Good afternoon. For the record,

4 Scott Shellenberger, here on State versus Stanley Kosraas,

5 86CR1648.

6 THE COURT: Is the file itself in the box?

7 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir, about five of them.

8 THE COURT: Mr. Karceski, the request for voir dire

9 is all — I can throw the old one away?

10 MR. KARCESKI: Yes, sir.

11 THE COURT: Let me make sure I understand where we

12 are with these Motions. With regard to what has been charac-

13 terized as the Angelos Statement, that issue is moot?

14 MR. SHELLENBERGER: That is correct.

15 THE COURT: The Court of Appeals made that moot?

16 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir.

17 THE COURT: And the statement of, with regard to

18 fear by the decedent is also moot?

19 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir.

20 THE COURT: Your Motion with regard to the defen-

21 dant's decision to try to bring in what you characterize, Mr.

22 Shellenberger, as character evidence and what Mr. Karceski

23 characterizes as motive evidence was reserved?

24 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir.

25 THE COURT: All right. So that issue is still open.



1 The issue about the polygraph, were there two polygraph

2 issues? One was the private detective that we discussed.

3 There is no question that he may not mention anything about

4 what he said to Mr. Kosmas about taking a polygraph test.

5 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir.

6 THE COURT: All right then.

7 MR. SHELLENBERGER: And there was the second issue

8 that the Court granted on the polygraph regarding the defense

9 not mentioning his, that the witness taking the polygraph —

10 THE COURT: Right.

11 MR. SHELLENBERGER: That is two-part.

12 THE COURT: And then there was the Motion to Sup-

13 press the grass clippings or testimony about the grass clip-

14 pings. The Judge ruled on that, too. He said that they were

15 admissible, that he could do that. Mr. Karceski, did you

16 indicate the other day that you wanted to revisit that?

17 MR. KARCESKI: Yes, your Honor, I did.

18 THE COURT: All right. And then there is the Motion

19 about the admissibility of the strap in exchange for -- well,

20 let me tell you, when I read this transcript I had a question.

21 Mr. Karceski, presumably, got control of the strap or had an

22 opportunity to do that. Whether you actually did it, I don't

23 know. There was a stipulation that you had at one point, Mr.

24 Shellenberger, said that you would agree to what the Medical

25 Examiner, Doctor Smyth, would say or actually did say, I

n



1 guess.

2 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir.

3 THE COURT: Are there any issues involving that

4 strap other than I assume you are going to object to its

5 admission?

6 MR. KARCESKI: I already did that without success.

7 I know that the Motion clearly says that. I don't think at

8 this point there is any reason for me to realistically object

9 to its admission. Certainly I would rather not have it —

10 THE COURT: I wouldn't grant it on the authority that

11 you advanced back last June because that in my mind is moot.

12 MR. KARCESKI: My theory then was this was a matter

13 that was coming in at the last minute. I don't think that it

14 should be allowed under the circumstances. You read the

15 transcript. The Judge said I don't buy that. I simply said,

16 well, I am in a position where I don't think it is fair to

17 make me proceed without at least making an inquiry. That is

18 all past. The strap is really coming in.

19 THE COURT: The rest of your argument was really

20 closing argument.

21 MR. KARCESKI: There is no objection that I can make

22 with good sense about keeping the strap out at this point. I

23 would like to object to a lot of things, but unfortunately you

24 have got to have a legal basis to keep it out.

25 THE COURT: There is many a lawyer that that doesn't

r



1 stop.

2 MR. KARCESKI: I know that. It probably wouldn't

3 stop me at some point in this trial.

4 THE COURT: That's all right. That's all right. So

5 then we are down to the grass clippings and speedy trial?

6 MR. SHELLENBERGER: And the one that was reserved on

7 with regard to the victim's conduct.

8 THE COURT: All right. Now, was that reserved —

9 let me tell you, I have feelings about that. There are some

10 cases that are close. I have never seen one exactly like

11 this. But there is the Worthington case, I think, that dealt

12 with evidence of past debts by a gambler, and here is how I

13 feel about this. I am not going to allow any testimony in

14 about any other, or any extra-marital affairs that Mrs. Kosmas

15 may or may not have had in a manner in which to suggest to the

16 jury that there may be others out there who would have or a

17 number of people out there who would have a reason to kill

18 her, absent some evidence of someone specific and the reasons,

19 and some reasons why this person may or may not have or may

20 have wanted to kill Mrs. Kosmas. Okay? Understood? I am not

21 asking for agreement. That is my decision. If there is some

22 evidence like that I will revisit that.

23 MR. KARCESKI: So I have it correct, we have to have

24 a name of a specific person rather than the world in general,

25 and we have to have, we have to advance a reason why that

r



1 person, if he was in a position to have an affair with her,

2 would have a reason to kill her?

3 THE COURT: Yes. There has to be some dispute. I

4 mean, the State's ability to get in the dispute between Mr.

5 Kosmas and his wife, of course, obviously I haven't read the

6 transcript, but I have read enough to -- it is motive. It is

7 state of mind. I mean, there are a couple of reasons why that

8 could be admissible. Anyway, I am not going to — yes, I

9 don't know how — if you don't have a name of somebody, but if

10 there is evidence that Mrs. Kosmas was going to a particular

11 motel two or three times a month and she checked in with

12 somebody and they were having this affair, and there were

13 these battles and there were statements that would lead a

14 reasonable person to believe that there was indeed somebody

15 out there who was very unhappy with her, for whatever reason.

16 MR. KARCESKI: Well, let me say this, Judge. In

17 answer to my question, without — I accept your ruling. I

18 don't know that I could ever possibly be in a position to be

19 able to prove what the Court asks of me because I don't know

20 now once I get beyond the first part of who that person is

21 could I possibly be able to give you a reason why. That is

22 very difficult.

23 THE COURT: The first part wouldn't be the hard

24 part. It would have to be somebody other than the defendant.

25 MR. KARCESKI: I think maybe what the best thing to
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1 do is, I will assure you, and maybe importantly because the

2 State is concerned I will assure it that I will not take off

3 in opening statement and make comments that are in any way

4 contrary to this Court's ruling. When we get to a point where

5 I think that that evidence that I may have becomes probative,

6 I will be more than happy to address the Court at the bench,

7 let you know where I am going and what I choose to do with it.

8 That way it will not be a matter of grandstanding. I don't

9 think anybody is choosing to do that.

10 THE COURT: With regard to the grass clippings, the

11 detective says that when he examines the body he sees — are

12 any of these people witnesses in this case?

13 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I believe that, I don't know if

14 Mr. Karceski is going to call Mr. Burns.

15 MR. KARCESKI: Yes, I may have to call him. No one

16 else is.

17 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Nobody else.

18 THE COURT: With regard, Detective Duckworth, I

19 guess it is, says that he goes to the scene where they find

20 the body and in his investigation he sees grass clippings on

21 her feet. Not certain exactly where. I have never seen the

22 photographs. He couldn't recall when Mr. Karceski was asking

23 about them exactly where on the feet they were. But they were

24 on her feet. Then they make application for a search warrant,

25 and the affidavit does not mention grass clippings but

r



1 mentions fibers. As Judge Horsey said, everything is made out

2 of fibers. I think even the lawyers, he said, are made out of

3 fibers. Then he goes into the house and they go down into the

4 basement. He has knowledge that one of the things Mrs. Kosmas

5 said was -- I think by then he had talked to the last person

6 to have seen her -- that among other things she was going to

7 do laundry. He goes into the laundry area of the house and

8 sees there a lawn mower and he sees grass clippings. He takes

9 or has someone take a sample of those grass clippings. The

10 defendant says that any evidence regarding those grass clip-

11 pings is inadmissible because they are outside the four

12 corners of the warrant.

13 Another thing that the Detective said was that

14 the grass clippings, when he went into the house —

15 First of all, it would seem to me to be an

16 unusual request to go to search a house and look for grass

17 clippings in the house. But be that as it may, with the grass

18 clippings knowledge he goes into the house and sees in this

19 laundry area or reasonably close thereto a lawn mower and

20 grass clippings. Then he says that triggered some importance

21 in that issue in his mind. He also is looking right at the

22 grass clippings. Why, I mean why wouldn't that — he is on

23 the premises legally or pursuant to the warrant. He has the

24 authority to search the house for certain things. Why isn't

25 that — let's not even talk about the warrant. Why isn't that



1 grass in plain view? Why wouldn't he be entitled to take

2 those samples, Mr. Karceski?

3 MR. KARCESKI: If it was, he could, but I don't

4 believe there is anything that I can come to a conclusion to

5 in that transcript that says that they were in plain view.

6 See, it is my feeling that this grass was taken from the deck

7 of the mower.

8 THE COURT: And Judge Horsey didn't have any problem

9 with that.

10 MR. KARCESKI: Well, I —

11 THE COURT: I mean —

12 MR. KARCESKI: I concede —

13 THE COURT: I guess that is why you want to revisit

14 it. I got from the transcript that there were clippings,

15 obviously there were clippings on the catcher and also got

16 from the transcript that there were clippings on the floor,

17 you know, in and around that area, which, of course, makes

18 sense.

19 MR. KARCESKI: Well, that is where I believe, I

20 think that is accurate. I think that there were grass clip-

21 pings certainly by the mower.

22 Let me try to paint a picture. This room,

23 although it isn't stated in this hearing, is a utility room

24 that is about seven by nine. It is at the far end of the home

25 that we are concerned with. In that home or in that room is a
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1 washing machine, a dryer, and a lot of junk, to be quite

2 frank, as many of us have in our homes in that particular

3 section. There is stored off to the side virtually in the

4 corner of that room a lawn mower.

5 If the Detective wasn't able to say in this

6 hearing whether or not this grass catcher was actually de-

7 tached, but if the Detective were to say that the grass was

8 taken from the lawn mower deck or after the bag was detached

9 from the mower and samples were taken for comparison, I

10 couldn't dispute that because I think he had a right even

11 though he was not honest, in my opinion, in his testimony. If

12 we had to gauge his testimony or the worth of the search on

13 his honesty he would tilt because he didn't, you know and I

14 know he didn't think that fiber was grass as it was written in

15 the warrant. I don't buy that. That is just a dead lie, that

16 is all.

17 THE COURT: I don't know.

18 MR. KARCESKI: It is a dead lie in my opinion.

19 THE COURT: I don't know if it gets to that level.

20 MR. KARCESKI: Well, it is certainly intellectually

21 dishonest in his approach to that warrant.

22 THE COURT: Quick thinking.

23 MR. KARCESKI: Okay. Quick thinking. I think he

24 has a right to take the grass. But the point I am making is

25 that what is created here is a situation where grass is not

r
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1 taken from the floor of the laundry room where there would be

2 traffic, where somebody would be doing the wash, but it is off

3 in the corner of a room where a mower is stored and a bag is

4 detached. What happens here is that there is an unfair

5 scenario painted, yes, grass is found in the laundry room and

6 grass is found on the feet of the woman who is found to have

7 been strangled. The amount of grass that is found on that

8 woman's foot or feet is wholly inconsistent with what the

9 testimony is in this case. She would have to have been

10 standing in the bag of the lawn mower to have gotten the

11 amount of grass on her feet that is indicated by the photo-

12 graph. Now, for them to say what we then did is we took it

13 from the floor —

14 THE COURT: Was it there?

15 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I have got it right here.

16 THE COURT: Let me see it. Go ahead.

17 MR. KARCESKI: We took it from the floor. I might

18 add the grass is also on the back seat of the automobile as

19 well.

20 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Do you want to see that first?

21 MR. KARCESKI: That is fine with me. Can I see

22 which ones you are showing?

23 There are some photographs, your Honor, that

24 you might want to take a moment to look at. The point I am

25 making, and I hope it is clarified a bit by the photographs,
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1 is that the area where the grass catcher is actually shown is

2 an area off the beaten track. It is off the path of where

3 people would normally be and where there would normally be

4 foot traffic.

5 THE COURT: I am having trouble identifying —

6 MR. KARCESKI: The photographs one with another?

7 THE COURT: Yes. Well, two of them I can do, but

8 the one I am having trouble hooking together is the one that

9 shows the lawn mower.

10 MR. KARCESKI: I think we can probably come to an

11 agreement if we can approach the bench.

12 MR. SHELLENBERGER: If you turn it around, that

13 photograph is, if you were standing where the washing machine

14 is and you are taking the picture, that is what you would see,

15 the grass catcher and lawn mower.

16 THE COURT: You mean looking over this way?

17 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir. If they were to, if

18 you were to stand near the door and the washer machine and

19 turn around, the photograph where the grass catcher is is that

20 picture.

21 THE COURT: Well, turn around facing back to the

22 camera man?

23 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir.

24 THE COURT: Or looking off to the side?

25 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Looking off to that side.
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1 THE COURT: Okay.

2 MR. KARCESKI: If your back is to the door you could

3 look at the photograph.

4 THE COURT: To the right then?

5 MR. KARCESKI: If your back is to the door, your

6 lawn mower is to your right.

7 THE COURT: I got you.

8 MR. KARCESKI: Now, there is no question that there

9 is grass on the floor where the lawn mower is. Whether it was

10 there prior to detaching the deck or after detaching the deck

11 or the catcher is really hard to say. But no matter what that

12 situation is, my question of the Court in my statement sup-

13 porting what I am trying to do here today really comes down to

14 there is no grass, and I realize we don't have a picture that

15 is a close up of the floor where there is traffic by and in

16 front of the washer machine. But there is no grass on that

17 floor. Certainly if it were there it would have been photo-

18 graphed, at least I think it should have been, and I think

19 simply put the grass was recovered from the floor, yes, and

20 from the mower deck and maybe from the bag.

21 THE COURT: Things were moved, weren't they, from

22 one of these photographs to the other?

23 MR. KARCESKI: They sure were. Yes. There is one

24 photograph where nothing has been moved. There is a second

25 where everything has been picked up off the floor and put on
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1 top of the washing machine.

2 THE COURT: The ironing board itself was moved.

3 MR. KARCESKI: The ironing board was removed from

4 the door. The first photograph is the one with all the

5 laundry on the floor. The second —

6 THE COURT: I am with you.

7 MR. KARCESKI: I simply say that this grass is taken

8 from where that lawn mower was, I just don't think it is

9 right. Certainly it was taken from the house, but everyone

10 who has a lawn mower and stores it in their basement is going

11 to have this situation near the lawn mower but not necessary

12 is it going to be where people are going to walk. You have to

13 look at the feet of the victim and the amount of grass at

14 least on one of the heels but you can see clearly, as well as

15 some even on the back of the vinyl seat of the car, and then

16 look at the picture of the floor to that basement. I just

17 don't think it is consistent. I think the grass —

18 THE COURT: But you are not arguing admissibility to

19 me; you are arguing weight.

20 MR. KARCESKI: I am arguing the weight of it, but I

21 think it has to go back to where it was taken because, Judge,

22 I am saying this: If it was taken from the mower, it has no

23 business being in this case. It is not a matter of weight

24 then. It is a matter of —

25 THE COURT: You know, it is a matter of weight. It
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1 wouldn't have any weight at all.

2 MR. KARCESKI: Exactly. But it is also a matter —

3 THE COURT: I don't know whether it would be in-

4 admissible.

5 MR. KARCESKI: Would this Court even allow it in for

6 the jury to consider?

7 THE COURT: If I wouldn't let it in it would be on

8 the theory of relevance and not that he didn't have the right

9 to take it, and that is really where we are. In other words,

10 he takes the grass and —

11 MR. KARCESKI: I agree. I agree. I think he can

12 take anything in the house.

13 THE COURT: Isn't that what we are talking about?

14 MR. KARCESKI: In all likelihood within the command

15 of the warrant. I have to agree, and I am not trying to be

16 stupid in my argument, I have to agree that he did have the

17 right and does apparently say that the grass clicked in his

18 mind. I am stuck with that. I think that was a click that

19 occurred after the fiber argument. But nevertheless, it is a

20 click. So I can't argue, and I agree with the Court that the

21 taking is proper. I just feel that the taking places me in a

22 position, as I view it all, that is an unfair position. I

23 think that the best way to remedy this is this testimony can

24 be taken and the man who recovered it can say where he re-

25 covered it from.
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1 THE COURT: We haven't gotten there.

2 MR. KARCESKI: We haven't gotten there but it is all

3 going to come in.

4 THE COURT: We will see what he says.

5 MR. KARCESKI: Okay. So we can proceed. Would it

6 be fair to say that if things develop in this case that are

7 consistent with my argument that the Court may at least

8 reconsider what has happened here?

9 THE COURT: Sure. I won't reconsider it on — yes.

10 The answer is yes.

11 MR. KARCESKI: Not on the theory of the taking as

12 much as on the theory of its relevance?

13 THE COURT: Yes.

14 MR. KARCESKI: Okay.

15 THE COURT: Now, let me make a note here.

16 With regard to the speedy trial issue, the

17 mandate comes down on September 6, 1989. Contact is made

18 shortly thereafter with the Circuit Court for Somerset County,

19 where his first trial was held. There is communication by

20 both the State and the Defendant with the Clerk's office down

21 there. Between September 6th and this communication with the

22 Somerset County Clerk's office nothing happened in this case.

23 There were no discovery requests, there was no, from what I

24 can tell from the docket, it is just, other than when the

25 Court indicates its rule sometime in August, there was a writ
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1 of habeas corpus filed to get Mr. Kosraas out on bail. As I

2 understand it, he has been out on bail since August 23, 1989.

3 Judge Simpkins told counsel that he was going to retire on

4 June 5, 1990, because he was going to reach the age of seven-

5 ty. There was an agreed upon trial date of June 11, 1990.

6 Mr. Kosmas, through counsel, waived his right to a speedy

7 trial for purposes of accommodating that June 11 trial date.

8 Though I think we can agree if the trial had gone forward on

9 June 11th there would have been absolutely no issue of speedy

10 trial. But that is not what happened because on June 5, 1990,

11 at a hearing, a Motions hearing, the State indicated to the

12 Defendant for the first time that a strap, that they had a

13 witness, an expert who was going to testify that a strap was

14 indeed the murder weapon.

15 The Defendant then asked the presiding Judge,

16 Judge Horsey, to do one of two things: One, proceed on June

17 11 and exclude the evidence of the strap, and absent that

18 permit him an opportunity to at least have it examined,

19 perhaps get his own witness and do whatever he felt was

20 necessary, that was appropriate for the proper defense of Mr.

21 Kosmas.

22 I want you to correct me where I am wrong,

23 okay? Judge Horsey's decision was to go along with the

24 continuance as opposed to prohibiting the State from introduc-

25 ing the evidence. That is clearly, in my mind anyway, a

~
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1 Defendant asking for a speedy trial. He asked to go forward.

2 Obviously if the Judge is going to admit it he obviously

3 needed a postponement to look at the evidence and indeed

4 discover what it was that the new witness was going to say.

5 So the period of time, as I see it, is from

6 June of 1990 until today, which is about eight months. That

7 is the period of time that we are really talking about with

8 regard to the speedy trial issue. While I recognize that for

9 certain purposes the length of time is from the date of the

10 mandate, and when you figure from September 6th, 1989, on a

11 remand until today, that is a delay of constitutional pro-

12 portions. But when you look at the reasons for it, it takes

13 on a somewhat different meaning.

14 The test as set out by the Supreme Court is the

15 length of the delay, the reasons, whether the defendant

16 asserted his rights, and what, if any, prejudice came to the

17 defendant during the period of time of the delay. One thing

18 is not really clear to me, but I think that it was sometime in

19 July or August of 1990 until the case was apparently reset,

20 and, in fact, it was not reset. The Court for Somerset

21 County, I don't know how that snafu happened, but I would

22 weigh that against the State. It is up to the State to set

23 the trial. It is up to the State to see to it that the Judge,

24 whoever is going to hear it, is going to be available. So

25 that was, there was another delay when the parties then agreed
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1 that the case could come back to Baltimore County.

2 We are now into the Fall of 1990, and the case

3 was rescheduled for today. So there is clearly no deliberate

4 attempt by anyone to delay this trial. As a matter of fact,

5 it is the State's position that the Defendant agreed to the

6 long delay through June of 1990 in order to take his chances

7 with a different Judge. He ordinarily would have gotten the

8 same Judge, but since Judge Simpkins was retired there was the

9 possibility that he would get somebody else unless Judge

10 Simpkins was specially assigned.

11 So, really, I guess what I ask is whether the

12 delay from June 5, 1990 until today is such that Mr. Kosmas

13 has been denied his right to a speedy trial. That is how I

14 see it. Do you want to say anything, Mr. Karceski?

15 MR. KARCESKI: Yes, your Honor, I do.

16 THE COURT: You may also disagree with me, obvious-

17 ly.

18 MR. KARCESKI: Well, I will.

19 THE COURT: I am not surprised.

20 MR. KARCESKI: And there are certain things that I

21 think I can support, hopefully I support my disagreement with

22 things that are factual.

23 I agree that the beginning point has to be

24 September 6 of 1989 when the matter is sent back to Somerset

25 County from the Court of Appeals. I think that the next issue
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1 subsequent to that comes in Judge Simpkins1 letter of Octo-

2 ber20, 1989. I know you have copies of all of these and have

3 seen these letters, but they are all attached either to my

4 memo or to the State's memo. They will be part of the file.

5 But it is a 10/20/89 letter and in that letter I think it is

6 clear to the Court, in fact, the Court says the earliest

7 possible assignment for Kosmas would be February 17, 1990,

8 through March 9. If it cannot be heard during that period I

9 would be unable to assign it until May. I understand that you

10 start a criminal case about the first of March and that will

11 take the entire month. Consequently, the February 27th

12 beginning date is probably out.

13 THE COURT: Now, that you, for the record, is

14 Michael Pulver?

15 MR. KARCESKI: That is correct.

16 THE COURT: Who was at that time an Assistant

17 State's Attorney for Baltimore County.

18 MR. KARCESKI: It is kind of clear to me that the

19 Court has a window of February 27 through March 9 to try this

20 case. It is also equally clear that the State can't try the

21 case during that period of time.

22 THE COURT: Okay.

23 MR. KARCESKI: That is why we get involved in the

24 administrative log jam is there is no Court or Courtroom or

25 prosecutor. Mr. Pulver was certainly at that point the lead
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1 prosecutor in the case. How do we try the case?

2 There is conversation that occurs between Mr.

3 Pulver and myself, and the conversation is that since May is

4 the first available date we will try it in May. I said I

5 agree, talk this over with Mr. Kosmas. Mr. Kosmas says I

6 would rather not have Judge Simpkins hear this case. I

7 respond by saying this is a jury trial. It has nothing to do

8 with whether Judge Simpkins likes you or dislikes you or

9 whether you like him. He is not going to decide the issue of

10 your guilt or innocence, but it is the jury. He said I

11 understand. He said there was some communication, some of

12 which was ex parte, between my son and Judge Simpkins after

13 the trial that had to do with my bail and whether I should get

14 one and also had to do with the question of child support and

15 whether I, the Defendant, should be paying child support.

16 Some conversation existed between the two of them. I am

17 concerned about it. If I can have another Judge, I would

18 rather have one.

19 That is when the conversation came about.

20 Judge Simpkins said it matters not to me, I retire June 1st.

21 THE COURT: You knew that on October 20. He put it

22 in the letter.

23 MR. KARCESKI: I retire June 1st. We will just give

24 it to whoever shows up here to replace me.

25 My logic is that when I filed the waiver there

r
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1 is really nothing that I am waiving beyond May because the

2 trial can't be held up until May.

3 THE COURT: Well, you agreed to the June 11 date.

4 MR. KARCESKI: I understand that. But I agreed to

5 the June 11 date after it was said and done that the trial

6 couldn't be tried until May in any event.

7 THE COURT: Wait a minute. There were two purposes.

8 One of them was, from what I gather from what you just said,

9 is that the Defendant had two choices. He could press ahead

10 and insist on an early trial date or he could, for whatever

11 his reasons, say here is an opportunity not to have the same

12 Judge in front of whom I was convicted before. I take option

13 two. When he does that all that goes before is waived.

14 MR. KARCESKI: That is where you and I disagree. I

15 don't believe that is the case, Judge.

16 THE COURT: How can you have it both ways?

17 MR. KARCESKI: I am going to try to explain it to

18 you. The reason I can have it both ways, forget the Defen-

19 dant's option. That exercise did not come about until Judge

20 Simpkins said to us the first available trial date is May 1st.

21 it doesn't matter what the Defendant said. Even if he wanted

22 Judge Simpkins to hear the case he couldn't have it heard

23 until May of '89.

24 THE COURT: All right.

25 MR. KARCESKI: That is where I begin.
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1 THE COURT: No. May of '90.

2 MR. KARCESKI: May of '90. You are correct. May of

3 '90. Nothing, nothing could have caused this trial to come

4 about prior to that date because the Judge wasn't available

5 and the prosecution wasn't available. So you cannot hold —

6 THE COURT: Okay. I see what you are saying.

7 MR. KARCESKI: You are saying my waiver is retro-

8 spective. It is an ex post facto waiver of time, which is not

9 the —

10 THE COURT: Wait. Hold it.

11 MR. KARCESKI: I am waiving for a period of time —

12 THE COURT: Here is what the State says.

13 MR. KARCESKI: — beginning with the earliest date,

14 which is May.

15 THE COURT: Okay. But the State says here are your

16 options.

17 MR. KARCESKI: Where do they say that?

18 THE COURT: Well, Judge, the Judge says it. Whereas

19 a docket, a crowded docket can be weighed against the State —

20 MR. KARCESKI: Right.

21 THE COURT: As I understand Barker it is weighed

22 much less heavily than other reasons.

23 MR. KARCESKI: I agree.

24 THE COURT: And so the picture that I see is the

25 defense and prosecution trying to arrive at a trial date.

r
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1 MR. KARCESKI: That is correct.

2 THE COURT: And the Judge says or the administrator

3 or whomever says maybe we can do it in February. The State

4 says, well, I will have a trial. Okay. We can't do it then.

5 MR. KARCESKI: Right.

6 THE COURT: Maybe we can do it in May. I gather

7 that you took the option back to your client and said, you

8 know, here is the option. But presumably Mr. Kosmas saw this

9 letter, the October 20 letter, or at least was aware of its

10 content.

11 MR. KARCESKI: We discussed it.

12 THE COURT: I am sure that you did. So the options

13 are May — but either through counsel or Mr. Kosmas1 own

14 thinking processes he says, well, wait a minute, if it is

15 later, if Simpkins is gone, if Simpkins is gone in June, if we

16 have it after June we won't get Simpkins. You have your

17 conversation with him that says, well, it is a jury trial.

18 What does Simpkins have to do with anything? He tells you

19 what you just told me. No need to repeat it here. The

20 decision is made back in the Fall to have the trial in June.

21 So when I say that he made a judgment I mean the judgment that

22 we are talking about he made fairly soon, as soon as the

23 discussions about the trial date came up. I can't weigh all

24 of that time — I mean, I weigh some of it against the State,

25 but I can't just ignore the fact that Mr. Kosmas agreed to a

r
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1 June 11 trial date. Well, I mean —

2 MR. KARCESKI: Let me ask it the other way. Is the

3 Court saying in its thinking that if Mr. Kosmas had said,

4 well, look, Judge, I don't care what your schedule is and I

5 don't care where the State is on February 27, I want my case

6 to be in February 27th, let's get to it. You don't think for

7 a minute the case would have begun on February 27.

8 THE COURT: No. But it would have made a differ-

9 ence. It may have.

10 MR. KARCESKI: Maybe it made a difference. But I

11 think we are approaching the same problem from a little

12 different angle.

13 THE COURT: One of the things that the Defendant is

14 interested in is trying to get the best set of circumstances

15 that he can when his case is tried. And if it means, look,

16 the best thing for me to do is get tried in '95, I am going to

17 sit back and wait until '95. Obviously, he doesn't get a

18 speedy trial.

19 MR. KARCESKI: I agree.

20 THE COURT: But that is his decision and it is not a

21 right, wrong. What we are really talking about is whether he

22 was denied his right to a speedy trial. That is what the

23 Constitution says. Did the State deny him his right?

24 MR. KARCESKI: Okay. I just don't believe that we

25 should be held accountable, and I have said it again, and I



26

1 will lay it to rest, that we should be held accountable under

2 the circumstances for the time beginning sometime in December

3 to May.

4 THE COURT: I don't do that.

5 MR. KARCESKI: I thought that is what you did say,

6 and that is the point.

7 THE COURT: I find some of that time neutral and

8 some of it I hold against the State.

9 MR. KARCESKI: Because in reality there is no way

10 possible this is going to be tried before May. I think we all

11 in fairness had come to that conclusion. The only thing I

12 believe I am waiving is the period of time beginning May 1

13 through June 11, because I have to agree that the case can

14 jump off the block on May 1st, that is the first day in May.

15 I will give them the benefit for that. 1990. So there is

16 some balancing that goes on there.

17 Then we come to the date of June 5, which is

18 the date set for Motions. I agree that information comes down

19 the evening before. I am told, I think the State even com-

20 mented in its transcript that they let me know that day. But

21 I think in fairness they told me the evening before that they

22 had found, not found this evidence, but had developed this

23 lead and that they were going to use the strap.

24 THE COURT: There is no question the clock ticks

25 against the State.
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1 MR. KARCESKI: From that point, I think that is

2 where the explanation is deserving. I think we agree, as

3 someone hopefully of sound mind, that without winning the

4 Judge's Order to exclude this evidence, I have no choice but

5 to postpone it.

6 THE COURT: I said it.

7 MR. KARCESKI: I follow it up, because there is some

8 inference that the State makes in its memo that the only

9 reason I did that is perhaps I wanted to go to Ocean City that

10 afternoon and didn't have anything much else to do. But I had

11 a meeting with Doctor Smialek and I spent a couple —

12 THE COURT: Actually you said you have to go to a

13 graduation, I thought.

14 MR. KARCESKI: That was the next day. That was the

15 next day. I was available that day. But I did meet with

16 Doctor Smialek and I did discuss with him at length his

17 conclusions. I ordered and received photographs to include

18 blow ups. I tracked down Doctor Smyth with the assistance, I

19 might add, of the State. I think they helped me to locate

20 him, and I located him from a second source, and I did speak

21 to Mr. Kosmas at length about this. It became a matter of

22 economics and it became other matters of consideration that

23 are tactics that we did not pursue the issue of the strap any

24 further. But those are tactical matters and I will just leave

25 it go at that.
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1 If the Court says it wants to know —

2 THE COURT: I don't need to know that.

3 MR. KARCESKI: Now we are with an October 15th trial

4 date. There were conversations between myself and Mr.

5 Shellenberger about this date. As the Court can see, there

6 was a little bit of a, well, maybe you can't see, there was a

7 little bit of a problem with Judge Simpkins because he didn't

8 have a replacement. The record really doesn't show that.

9 THE COURT: He is gone by now.

10 MR. KARCESKI: He is gone June 1st, but his replace-

11 ment is not Judge Horsey, who heard the Motion. Judge Horsey

12 is the District Court Judge for that County. He was sitting

13 as a Circuit Judge as he did, as I understand, on many oc-

14 casions. But no one had yet been appointed. So the matter

15 was being sort of in-the-air a bit now. I don't know exactly

16 when he was appointed and when he was confirmed. Those things

17 happen quickly. But I know it was after that June date that

18 that all happened. The case is set for October 15.

19 THE COURT: When?

20 MR. KARCESKI: The only way that I can tell the

21 Court, unless, Scott, do you have any specific reference in

22 your file as to when it was set for?

23 THE COURT: How did it get set?

24 MR. KARCESKI: This was a conversation that Mr.

25 Shellenberger and I had that was a result of a couple of

r
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1 conversations, and there was an agreement, and he said the

2 case was set on October 15. He might be able to --

3 THE COURT: How did you get to that?

4 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I think therein lies the prob-

5 lem. My conversations were with Judge Simpkins1 old secre-

6 tary, who was still working at that time. We came up to the

7 October 15 trial date as an agreement between Mr. Karceski,

8 myself and the secretary, although there was no Judge to

9 confirm that with. Judge Long was then appointed sometime in

10 late July, early August. I quite frankly went on the assump-

11 tion, as Mr. Karceski did, that October 15 had been cleared.

12 When we started getting down to the wire in September and

13 started asking for subpoenas and making sure that things were

14 set to go, Judge Long contacted me and said that isn't a firm

15 trial date in my Courtroom. In fact, that is when I under-

16 stood the Court did not recognize that trial date despite the

17 fact that the Judge's secretary said it had been cleared. So

18 there really is no way to say when it became a firm trial date

19 because according to him it was never one because there was no

20 one to talk to. So I think I have probably, I mean, I have

21 answered that as best I can.

22 THE COURT: That answers the question.

23 MR. KARCESKI: Now, what I want to have the Court

24 understand is that while there was an agreement of the date or

25 to this date it was the State through Mr. Shellenberger who
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1 communicated to me that the date that had been selected and

2 that we all agreed upon was the 15th. Now, with whom he did

3 that, I don't know. But he says Judge Simpkins1 secretary. I

4 accept that.

5 THE COURT: I guess —

6 MR. KARCESKI: I am sorry, Judge.

7 THE COURT: Let me ask Mr. Shellenberger —

8 MR. KARCESKI: There wasn't a conference call that

9 we all sat together.

10 THE COURT: He didn't suggest that.

11 MR. KARCESKI: Okay.

12 THE COURT: Mr. Shellenberger, do you agree or

13 disagree that the time from June 5 or June 11, 1990 until

14 today weighs against the State?

15 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Your Honor, I would, I would

16 agree that it weighs against the State. However, I believe

17 you have to look at it as you did before in light of the

18 efendant's subsequeni ; cticr. :r moving the ca.se back here.

19 Therefore, t.l • im» perio( i . ; ' T < topped OJ L< \ < . <_1 (c

20 lesser against the State. In other words, once the Defendant

21 then says to me, through Mr. Karceski, let's bring it back to

22 Baltimore County —

23 THE COURT: Whose idea was that?

24 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Well, frankly, it was Judge

25 Long's.
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1 THE COURT: Judge Long, right. He showed a desire.

2 MR. SHELLENBERGER: He showed a desire to not crowd

3 his really crowded dockets with out-of-county cases. In fact,

4 Somerset County is the place where just about all the cases go

5 from Baltimore County. Apparently Judge Simpkins was very

6 acceptable to those things but Judge Long felt he had more of

7 an obligation to his own citizens, which I can certainly

8 understand. Once he made that statement to me, I informed Mr.

9 Karceski and we began talking about it. He talked to his

10 client. We discussed the fact that it would be certainly

11 easier on all the parties to have it tried up here. That is

12 when he then said, all right, let's move it up here. There is

13 a waiver by the Defendant or consent to move it back. I

14 didn't even know if there was a provision for that. My

15 understanding is that in death penalty cases, which this is

16 not, that once you move you can't move again. I was concerned

17 enough that I had Mr. Kosmas sign a consent to bring it back.

18 I agree, to answer the Court's question direct-

19 ly, that that time weighs against me, but that weight is

20 lessened the moment he says it is okay to bring it back.

21 Because he knows then that we are not going to walk into Court

22 on December 1 when he said that in September or October 1st or

23 January 1st. He knows what the problems are to get the case

24 back. So, therefore, I think that the weight is lessened.

25 THE COURT: Now, Mr. Karceski, tell me where Mr.
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1 Kosmas asserted his right to a speedy trial. Where did he

2 press for it?

3 MR. KARCESKI: Can I answer? I will get to that.

4 But can't I answer, because I think there are things that are

5 not really on the mark about what was said —

6 THE COURT: Go ahead.

7 MR. KARCESKI: I think the chronology from my end is

8 correct. We were discussing when the case was set for the

9 14th of October. I supplied you a letter to my client, it was

10 dated August 9, 1990. So certainly some time very close to

11 that date we were advised. On August 2 3 —

12 THE COURT: That is what I said earlier. It was

13 July or August.

14 MR. KARCESKI: On August 23 there is correspondence

15 to the Clerk's office at Somerset County.

16 THE COURT: We are past that, you know. I mean, I

17 agree with what you all are saying, that there was an attempt

18 to get it put in in October and it didn't work. This is

19 weighing against the State.

20 MR. KARCESKI: But I wanted to explain Judge Long

21 for a minute because I don't agree with the State's version

22 about what Judge Long did or why he did it. On the 23rd -- we

23 have to get the picture. I know the Appellate Courts know

24 clearly that there is only one Judge in Somerset County. I

25 think we all in this room know that. But when I sent the
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1 subpoenas to Ms. Philips, I can't imagine that Ms. Philips

2 would not have said here is subpoenas from a guy and there are

3 fifty of them and we don't even have a trial date. He is

4 either drunk or doesn't know what he is doing, and why

5 wouldn't she have talked to Judge Long? Apparently she did

6 talk to Judge Long. What happens is that Judge Long then, and

7 I don't know if it is by writing or phone call, but Mr.

8 Shellenberger will answer it better than I, he gets in touch

9 with the State and says to the State in an ex parte fashion, I

10 want you to do research for me to find out how we can get this

11 case out of Somerset County.

12 Now, Scott, I would like you to say whether

13 that is pretty much on the mark or not.

14 MR. SHELLENBERGER: That is true, and it was a phone

15 call.

16 MR. KARCESKI: When a Judge from a Circuit Court

17 where I am going to have my client tried for murder calls the

18 State's Attorney and says I want you to research how we can

19 get this case out of this County, it sort of lends a chilling

20 effect to what might be the proceedings. Once I heard that, I

21 sent a letter to Judge Long dated September 18. It mentions

22 the matter of the research. I think I tried to be very

23 tactful in my approach to the Judge about this problem.

24 He wrote me back on the 20th, with a copy to

25 Mr. Shellenberger, and at that time he explained that there
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1 was no trial date and so on and so forth, and says to find a

2 date.

3 I take this matter of the research back to Mr.

4 Kosmas and I explain to him what I felt was my position. I

5 had to call it the way I think it is. I have never had a

6 Judge in twenty years call a prosecutor and say I want you to

7 research how you can get this case out of here. Two things.

8 I don't like the ex parte communication, number one. Number

9 two, I think it clearly tells me he doesn't have any time for

10 my client and he wants him out of his County so he can deal

11 with his business.

12 THE COURT: I don't know if it had anything to do

13 with your client.

14 MR. KARCESKI: My client's case or his trial.

15 THE COURT: But there is nothing personal about it.

16 MR. KARCESKI: Well, I think it is personal.

17 THE COURT: Plus he says to you that —

18 MR. KARCESKI: Can you imagine why on earth a Judge

19 would call the prosecutor and ask that prosecutor to research

20 how he can get a case out of his County?

21 THE COURT: No.

22 MR. KARCESKI: I mean, it doesn't make, not only

23 doesn't it make good sense, it is totally wrong. From that, I

24 said, we are out of here if I can get out of here. So this

25 whole business about signing papers to get the case back to
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1 Baltimore County was a necessity in the same light as it was a

2 necessity that I ask for a postponement of the case on June 5.

3 Now, I affirmatively asked in my letter of

4 September 18, 1990 that this be declared my request for a

5 speedy trial.

6 THE COURT: Right.

7 MR. KARCESKI: That is my first affirmative request

8 in writing or otherwise that I asked for a speedy trial. I

9 will say that.

10 Now, I will also say that I need not ask, but

11 it is certainly a factor to be considered.

12 THE COURT: Well, see, I look at it as your second

13 request.

14 MR. KARCESKI: Well, theoretically I asked for a

15 speedy trial on June 5 when I said I am ready to go today, as

16 long as you keep this evidence out.

17 THE COURT: Right.

18 MR. KARCESKI: But I was between a rock and a hard

19 place on that day. We have already visited that issue.

20 Now, there is some law that I quote in my memo

21 that even I, the advocate that I am, have difficulty in trying

22 to come to grips with. That is by filing a Request for a

23 reasonable bail you have noted your Request for a Speedy

24 Trial. There is out-of-State authority for that, but I am not

25 going to spend a whole lot of time trying to argue that. If I
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1 don't think I can make a whole lot of sense out of it, I don't

2 expect that I can successfully argue it to the Court. Cer-

3 tainly on June 5th I think I inferentially made the request.

4 So I think after all I have said we have a time that is just

5 not from June 5 because I don't think we can just forget about

6 all that went before. I think we have to somehow factor in

7 that there was arguments to be made on both sides about how

8 the case got to be June 11 instead of May 1st or instead of

9 February 27, but certainly not all of that is the responsibil-

10 ity, in fact, a greater part of it I argue is not the respon-

11 sibility of Mr. Kosmas.

12 Now, the issue of the strap becomes an issue

13 that I don't know that, I don't know that I have quite the

14 answer to.

15 THE COURT: See, well —

16 MR. KARCESKI: If I can show you, your Honor, there

17 are some —

18 THE COURT: I am not sure where you are going.

19 MR. KARCESKI: These are an exhibit. If I can mark

20 this as Exhibit 1 for the argument on the Motion.

21 THE COURT: You said the issue of the strap.

22 MR. KARCESKI: The issue of the strap, which goes

23 back to the June 5 hearing. The discovery of the strap and

24 how it —

25 THE COURT: I say I find, the way I see that, that
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1 is a Request for Speedy Trial.

2 MR. KARCESKI: But there is one other thing that I

3 would like to speak to with that strap issue, and the State

4 says that what happens is that the law enforcement personnel,

5 I think this is on the transcript — let me ask the Court.

6 Your Honor, was there testimony or at least argument made by

7 the State in the transcript that there was some twine that was

8 recovered by a family member of the decedent that was given to

9 the police officer? Okay. The police officer takes it to the

10 Medical Examiner's office and then the Medical Examiner says

11 bring me back the strap. He examines the strap and on the day

12 preceding the hearing or two days preceding he comes to the

13 conclusion that in all probability this is the strap.

14 Now, the problem I have with it, and I would

15 like the Court if you would to take a moment to look at the

16 packet I am showing you. The first page in order of things is

17 the front cover sheet of the Court of Appeals' Opinion, which,

18 as you can see, was filed July 25, 1989. So that is the first

19 date that anyone in the world would know that Mr. Kosmas'

20 conviction had been reversed. July 25, '89. The next is a

21 picture of the strap. If you will look, that is a picture of '

22 the strap, the third page in, which is clipped to the strap,

23 which shows the photograph was taken December 21, 1985 by

24 Brian K. Slack. The body was recovered on December 20, 1985.

25 This is the day after the body was recovered.
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1 The next photograph in order is a photograph,

2 as are the next three to follow, are photographs of that same

3 strap. If you will look at the date when those photographs

4 were taken it was June 1st, 1989. I thought at first that

5 maybe that was a mistake, that date was stamped on there, and

6 it really meant June 1st, '90, because that would have put it

7 right in time with the discovery and the notice to me. But I

8 don't, unless the State can show to the contrary, because we

9 have three markings, I don't believe that the State is inaccu-

10 rate. I believe it is June 1st, '89. For the life of me, I

11 can't figure out what the Medical Examiner's office is doing

12 photographing the strap at a period of time when Mr. Kosmas'

13 conviction has never even been reversed or decided upon. I

14 don't know long the issue of this strap had been visited. I

15 don't know how long this information was in the hands of this

16 Medical Examiner or in the hands of the police. I just found

17 this out on Friday. I told the State that I had seen some

18 photographs with the date on it that didn't jive in my opin-

19 ion.

20 Now, I never alleged, and believe me, I don't

21 allege bad faith on the part of either one of the prosecutors

22 at this point. But I think that this at least requires some

23 explanation. I don't know whether this information that was

24 in the hands of the police that was never divulged to me or it

25 should have been divulged to me. I don't know why anybody has

~
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1 taken a photograph on June 1st of '89 of this strap when the

2 case is still on appeal to the Court of Appeals. Maybe the

3 simple answer is that I am letting my mind speedily wander off

4 and this is really a mistake and it should have been stamped

5 June 1st, '90. But I don't know. These are questions that I

6 think should be answered to the Court. I think, depending

7 upon what the answers are, they can weigh heavily, maybe not

8 at all if the answer is it is a mistake, but could weigh

9 heavily with regard to whether or not there is more than just

10 a happenstance of examining evidence that caused this post-

11 ponement.

12 THE COURT: What does the State have to say?

13 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Well, Judge, should I comment on

14 all the speedy trial issues or just the last one?

15 THE COURT: The last one.

16 MR. SHELLENBERGER: With regard to the last one,

17 quite frankly, I think that Mr. Karceski's imagination is

18 getting the best of him in this case. I think that from what

19 you can gather from what Mr. Karceski has told you about the

20 State telling him things, you can gather I am without a doubt

21 honest and tell him everything to a fault.

22 THE COURT: But not everything that the State does

23 has to do with the prosecutor.

24 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I understand that, Judge.

25 Judge, I believe that the dates that are
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1 stamped on those second three photographs are a mistake. It

2 should be June of '90 because that is, in fact, the date that

3 Doctor Smialek is looking at the strap again or perhaps for

4 the first time and is coming to his conclusion that it is the

5 strap that, in fact, killed Mrs. Kosmas.

6 In June of 19 —

7 THE COURT: Who is Jacobson?

8 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Pardon me? That would be

9 someone in the photographic lab down at the Medical Examiner's

10 office.

11 THE COURT: Ricky Jacobson.

12 MR. SHELLENBERGER: In fact, your Honor, I have a

13 number of photographs that Mr. Karceski also has a copy of

14 that match perfectly with these photographs that we, despite

15 the fact that it says June 1st of '89 I believe were taken on

16 June 1st of '90. I think they just stamped the wrong date on

17 there. Doctor Smialek is going to be there and can answer to

18 all of that. I just don't think it is possible. In addition,

19

20 THE COURT: It could be important, though. I

21 understand his point.

22 MR. SHELLENBERGER: They didn't have the strap. The

23 strap I can prove was in the Baltimore County Police Depart-

24 ment and was never moved, removed from the Baltimore County

25 Police Department other than for the trial of this case.

~



41

1 THE COURT: Okay.

2 MR. SHELLENBERGER: On May 29 of '90. So I just

3 believe that the date is stamped wrong and Doctor Smialek will

4 be able to verify that or hopefully be able to explain that.

5 THE COURT: Okay. All right. Now, Mr. Karceski?

6 MR. KARCESKI: Well, I would like to find that

7 information out.

8 THE COURT: We will find it out.

9 MR. KARCESKI: If I could.

10 THE COURT: I don't know — we are going to get

11 moving with this jury in a couple of minutes even if I sit on

12 this for awhile. There is no reason I have to decide this

13 instantly.

14 Now, the fourth prong has to do with prejudice

15 to Mr. Kosmas. The trial, the original trial was when?

16 MR. KARCESKI: The original trial was, I think —

17 MR. SHELLENBERGER: January of '87.

18 THE COURT: So the murder was in '85, December. He

19 was indicted, I believe, sometime in early "86. He was on

20 bail, was it bail or recog?

21 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Bail.

22 THE COURT: Bail.

23 MR. SHELLENBERGER: It was bail.

24 THE COURT: And then until the trial, and then

25 presumably January of '87, upon his conviction in the Circuit
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1 Court for Somerset County, he was taken off to the Department

2 of Correction. So he was in jail from January of '87 until

3 August of '89, a year and eight months. Since that time, he

4 has been out on bail, is that right, Mr. Karceski?

5 MR. KARCESKI: Been out on bail since August 23,

6 correct.

7 THE COURT: Correct. Is there, if there needs to be

8 testimony on what is going on with him, I don't want to do it

9 now. I want to get that jury down here. I mean, is that what

10 you have in mind?

11 MR. KARCESKI: Well, I could probably make a

12 proffer. Since this matter is not going to be resolved at

13 this second anyway, I don't mind picking the jury and then

14 coming back to this.

15 THE COURT: I would just as soon get moving with

16 that.

17 MR. KARCESKI: That is fine with me, Judge.

18 THE COURT: All right. Can you call up there and

19 get them? Did you take a look at Mr. Karceski's voir dire?

20 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir, I did. There are a

21 couple of comments I would like to make.

22 I think that, quite frankly, most of his

23 questions are very similar to mine. The only one that —

24 THE COURT: I can't find yours.

25 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I have another copy. I believe
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1 mine was probably filed with Judge Cahill because I submitted

2 it a week before trial. Probably in the last folder in the

3 Court file. I am a little concerned with Mr. Karceski's

4 question about ever been a witness to, a victim or defendant

5 in a criminal case.

6 THE COURT: Give me a number.

7 MR. SHELLENBERGER: That would be his number ten.

8 In my experience, it is better to put it in terms of victim,

9 witness or defendant so that when people approach the bench

10 there aren't people who are kind of embarrassed. Say if they

11 have been in DWI's as a defendant or something like that. So

12 the way I couch my questions —

13 THE COURT: But eleven picks up the victim angle. I

14 don't remember him having a —

15 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I would ask a defendant, and

16 that is what I had asked in my question. It just seems to me

17 if you put all three together it saves some embarrassment for

18 the people in the Courtroom.

19 MR. KARCESKI: I don't have any problem with that.

20 MR. SHELLENBERGER: The other one that I would be

21 concerned with, your Honor, would be Defendant's number —

22 THE COURT: Go ahead, Mr. Shellenberger.

23 MR. SHELLENBERGER: The other one, I forget we were

24 on his new numbers now. Quite frankly, Judge, number twenty.

25 THE COURT: Oh, yes.
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1 MR. SHELLENBERGER: The added one. Judge, I really

2 think this is prying beyond the need to pry. Perhaps if Ms.

3 Bentley were going to be called as a witness, if she were

4 listed, or even the question, does anyone know or work for Ms.

5 Bentley, would be a proper question. But getting into a

6 member of the Republican party, active in the Republican party

7
i

8 THE COURT: I am not inclined to ask any of that.

9 MR. SHELLENBERGER: All right.

10 THE COURT: I certainly wouldn't ask all of that. I

11 will listen to you for a minute, Mr. Karceski, but I don't see

12 the relevance of that.

13 MR. KARCESKI: Well, I think that this witness who

14 is about to testify for the State in this trial, Michael

15 Kosmas, the son of this Defendant, is perhaps the key to the

16 State's case. I am not saying it is the only witness, but

17 certainly if they had to lose one it wouldn't be Michael

18 Kosmas. He would be the choice they would protect. He is

19 going to testify that during that period of time, or it is

20 going to come out, no way around it, that he was employed with

21 Ms. Bentley.

22 THE COURT: Why does that have to come out?

23 MR. KARCESKI: Well, that was his testimony. He

24 called Ms. Bentley's administrative aide to try to get some

25 assistance in developing where his mother was. It is not a
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1 situation where the State is going to sanitize it because I

2 don't wish it to be sanitized. I think that the matter has to

3 come out because it is part of the case. But in the direct

4 case of the State the last time it came out.

5 THE COURT: I don't see what the relevance of where

6 he worked has other than just general background information.

7 Where do you work? Does he work there now?

8 MR. KARCESKI: Yes.

9 MR. SHELLENBERGER: He does in the summer, but he is

10 a law student. So I intend to ask him were you a law student.

11 If Mr. Karceski wants to get into it about Ms. Bentley and all

12 this alleged political pressure, then he is doing it and not

13 me. He may —

14 THE COURT: You are the one that wants it? In other

15 words, you want to know who they are so you don't strike them,

16 not so that you do strike them?

17 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I think it cuts both ways.

18 MR. KARCESKI: I don't think it is an unfair ques-

19 tion as I have couched it. If the Court feels I have gone too

20 far, all I am saying, this young man is under her employ.

21 THE COURT: I am not asking anybody what party they

22 belong to.

23 MR. KARCESKI: But whether or not they are a member

24

25 THE COURT: I am not asking any of those, Mr.
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1 Karceski. It is none of our business.

2 MR. KARCESKI: Well, you know, the problem with this

3 is as follows: Somebody gets on the witness stand and says

4 that I am a volunteer for Helen Bentley, they are aces in my

5 book, I believe everything they say.

6 THE COURT: Or they would say —

7 MR. KARCESKI: I am not shooting craps.

8 THE COURT: It is looney tune, you know.

9 MR. KARCESKI: It is no different than have you ever

10 been convicted of a crime or your mother is a police officer.

11 THE COURT: Give me a break.

12 MR. KARCESKI: Well, let me ask you this. How about

13 asking the question, would you believe someone who works for

14 Helen Bentley any more or any less than you would believe any

15 other witness? Would you ask that question?

16 THE COURT: No.

17 MR. KARCESKI: Well, it is no different —

18 THE COURT: It is different.

19 MR. KARCESKI: I can only say to the Court that I

20 feel this question as proposed --

21 THE COURT: I tell you what I might ask, if she was

22 going to testify.

23 MR. KARCESKI: Well, I can't subpoena her because

24 the last time I tried to do that the world erupted. I am not

25 going to subpoena her to testify.
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1 THE COURT: You just except. I am not going to ask

2 that.

3 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Then I would go to page 7 of his

4 new voir dire, which now we are back to 18, 21, 22, 23. I

5 believe that many of these are, in fact, jury instructions and

6 really are not proper for voir dire. Is any juror member

7 unable to understand the principle that because a defendant is

8 indicted it does not necessarily mean he is guilty? I believe

9 that is an instruction that the Court can give at the end and

10 tell them that isn't so the law. In addition, unwilling to

11 accept the principle of innocent until proven guilty. I don't

12 feel strongly about these, Judge. I think these are all

13 instructions that the Court does not have to ask.

14 MR. KARCESKI: Judge, that is interesting when the

15 State asks the same kind of question —

16 THE COURT: You are ahead.

17 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Okay. Other than that — I have

18 an extra copy.

19 THE COURT: I think actually in my short career I

20 haven't had people stand up and say I had a problem with that.

21 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Actually here is an attached

22 copy with the witness list.

23 THE COURT: Call and get them down here.

24 MR. SHELLENBERGER: There is not one comprehensive

25 witness list, and some are on both.
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1 THE COURT: Now, did you have anything that is

2 different? Look at 6, Mr. Karceski, for a minute. I want to

3 tell them something about this case. Would you look at

4 State's 6?

5 MR. KARCESKI: That is fine, Judge.

6 THE COURT: Okay. Now, Mr. Shellenberger, your 1,

7 2, 3, 4 are all covered?

8 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir. That is fine.

9 THE COURT: And your 7, it will be direct and

10 circumstantial.

11 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I guess that is a jury instruc-

12 tion, but —

13 THE COURT: Yes, it is. In fact, it looks like

14 exactly what it is.

15 MR. SHELLENBERGER: You ask that question, and not to

16 get carried away, but when you ask the question, I don't

17 object to it.

18

19 THE COURT: I am not going to ask 7. That gets a

20 little, that goes a little far.

21 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Okay. Maybe I can help you and

22 compare the two witness lists and try to get it down to one

23 list.

24 THE COURT: All right.

25 MR. KARCESKI: Judge, we are going to pick this
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1 jury, and it is going to take us some time, I would imagine,

2 to get a jury.

3 THE COURT: I tell you —

4 MR. KARCESKI: It is not that I cannot miss lunch,

5 but we were here at 11:15. Are we going to get any kind of

6 break before we go into the trial?

7 MR. SHELLENBERGER: The only thing I did look up,

8 this is not a twenty and ten; it is a ten and five. I looked

9 it up. I looked it up this morning. It is Maryland Rule

10 4-313, Courts and Judicial Proceedings, 8-301. 4-313, I had

11 mentioned that in chambers it has to be life or death to be a

12 twenty and ten.

13 THE COURT: 4-313.

14 MR. SHELLENBERGER: It was changed about four years

15 ago. That is why we are all —

16 THE COURT: All slow learners. Let's take a break.

17 (Brief recess)

18 (The jurors enter the Courtroom.)

19 THE COURT: I guess the first thing we will do is

20 have a roll call.

21 (There was a roll call of the jurors.)

22 THE COURT: Is there anyone here whose name was not

23 called? Swear them for voir dire, please.

24 (The jurors were sworn to answer voir dire

25 questions.)
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1 THE COURT: Could I see the lawyers?

2 (Off record discussion held at bench.)

3 THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen, I am going to

4 proceed to conduct what is called a voir dire examination. If

5 at anytime during this examination my voice falls off and you

6 are having difficulty hearing me, please raise your hand,

7 because it is important. We are already having problems.

8 A voir dire examination is for the purpose of

9 determining if your decision in this case would in any way be

10 influenced by opinions which you now hold or by some personal

11 experience or special knowledge which you may have concerning

12 the subject matter to be tried. The object is to obtain

13 twelve persons who will impartially try the issues in this

14 case upon the evidence presented in this Courtroom without

15 being influenced by any other factors. Please understand that

16 this questioning is not for the purpose of prying into your

17 affairs for personal reasons, but it is only for the purpose

18 of obtaining an impartial jury.

19 Each side has a certain number of peremptory

20 challenges, by which I mean each side can ask that you be

21 excused without giving a reason therefor. In addition, each

22 side has challenges for cause, by which I mean that each side

23 can ask that you be excused for a specific reason. If you are

24 excused by either side, please do not feel offended or feel

25 that your honesty or integrity is being questioned, because it
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1 is not.

2 The case we are about to try is a criminal

3 case. It is entitled State of Maryland versus Stanley Kosmas.

4 On December 20, 1985, at 11:00 A.M., the body of Maria Kosmas

5 was found at 1 Dutrow Court in the Rosedale section of

6 Baltimore County. Mrs. Kosmas had been strangled and her

7 partially clothed body was found slumped over the back seat of

8 her 1973 Cadillac. Has any prospective juror received any

9 information from any source whatsoever or from anyone concern-

10 ing the facts of this case? Does anyone have any knowledge of

11 this incident?

12 All right. When you respond, here is how I

13 want to do it. I want you to stand and give me your call-in

14 number. Then you may be seated and we will get to everyone on

15 an individual basis.

16 Anyone who has any knowledge or information,

17 please stand. Start over here.

18 THE JUROR: 363.

19 THE JUROR: 58.

20' THE COURT: All right.

21 THE JUROR: 54.

22 THE JUROR: 67.

23 THE COURT: All right. The prosecutor, those

24 lawyers representing the State, are Scott D. Shellenberger,

25 and Mark H. Tilkin. The defendant is Stanley M. Kosmas. He
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1 is represented by Richard M. Karceski.

2 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Judge, may I interrupt? I want

3 to change this seat because it squeaks so loudly it is going

4 to distract everyone. Do you mind?

5 THE COURT: Is any member of the jury panel person-

6 ally acquainted with or related by blood or marriage to either

7 of the prosecutors, defense counsel or the Defendant?

8 THE JUROR: 383.

9 THE COURT: Has any member of the jury panel or to

10 your knowledge has any member of your family ever retained the

11 services of any of the attorneys in this case?

12 Now, I am going to read to you a rather exten-

13 sive list of names. This list are the names of persons who

14 may be called as witnesses in this case. My question will be

15 to you, do you know any of these witnesses? I will try to

16 give addresses because some of the names are fairly common

17 names.

18 Mr. Robert Phillips; Mrs. Erin Phillips of

19 Sollers Point Road; Mr. James Musciano and Mrs. Helen

20 Musciano of Garvey Road; Ms. Laverne Keene of Norwick Road in

21 Glen Burnie; Ms. Edna Carrick of Guy Way; Mrs. Margaret

22 Kuczinsky of the Rossville Inn on Philadelphia Road; Mr.

23 George W. Weinreich of Joppa Road; Mr. John E. Bowman or Ms.

24 Diane Bowman of Garvey Road; Ms. Karen Kauff of Sorgen Court;

25 Ms. Rosa Hall of the Dukes Motel on Pulaski Highway; Mr.
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1 Edward Green of Friendship Square; Mr. Francis H. Crawford of

2 Dutrow Court; Ms. Katherine R. Dreste, Rock Spring Road;

3 Michael Pulver, Esquire, who is with the law firm of

4 Sandbower, Gabler and 0'Shaughnessy; Ms. Norma J. Hansen of

5 Bigley Avenue; Mr. Keith Barberis of Galewood Road; Ms.

6 Laura J. Clary of Dutrow Court; Mr. John Callender and Mrs.

7 Ruth Callender of Garvey Road; Baltimore County Police

8 Officer Charles Jackson.

9 You can all just wait until I finish reading

10 and you don't even have to tell me who it is.

11 Sister Michael Kathleen of St. Clements Convent

12 on Chesaco Avenue; Mr. Robert F. Wuenschel and Mrs. Carole

13 Wuenschel of Pilgrim Road; Doctor Konstantinos G. Dritzas,

14 whose business office is at Good Samaritan Hospital; Ms.

15 Helen Prodromou of Baker Lane; Doctor Oscar B. Hunter, who is

16 from Montgomery County; Ms. Lisa D. DiDominico, for whom I

17 have no street address; Detective W. Wamsley, Jr., of the

18 Baltimore County Police Department; Ms. Christine Mattson of

19 Allegheny Avenue; Baltimore County Police Detective Karen

20 Ford Gentry; Ms. Robin Ann Wenzlaff, for whom I have no

21 address; Mr. Ron Cook of Sparrows Point High School; Mr.

22 Keith Randlett and Ms. Karen M. Randlett of King Arthur

23 Circle; Baltimore County Police Department Major Robert

24 Oatman; C. Bacasnot of the Baltimore County Police Depart-

25 ment; Major Walter Coreyal of the Baltimore County Police
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1 Department; Officer W. T. Crawford of the Baltimore County

2 Police Department; David Butanis, who is employed in the

3 Clerk's office for Baltimore County; Mr. Edward Mattson of

4 Joppa Road.

5 Counsel, from looking at your lists have I

6 missed anybody?

7 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Your Honor, I think there are

8 others. /

9 MR. KARCESKI: Sorry? I had another list, Judge.

10 THE COURT: Well, it is in large duplicative. You

11 can come up.

12 (Off record discussion held at bench.)

13 THE COURT: All right. Michael Kosmas of South

14 Oldham Street; Michelle Blackwell of Tujunga Avenue; Mary J.

15 Alban of Shire Court; Paula Nyitra of Delegge Road; Wayne

16 Ross of Ocean Pines; Baltimore County Police Officer Charles

17 Leader; Baltimore County Police Detective Donald Psouts;

18 Baltimore County Police Detective Milton Duckworth; Robert

19 Donald of Berwich Avenue; James Simms of the Maryland State

20 Police Crime Lab; Baltimore County Police Department Sergeant

21 Lenny Butt; John Smialek of the Office of the Medical Examin-

22 er; Aris Mellissaratos of Elmora Avenue; Michael Vatenos of

23 Delegge Road; Wayne Maranko of Madeira Avenue; Alexis Kosmas

24 of Oldham Street; Gregory Kosmas of Oldham Street; Detective

25 Doug Reed of the Baltimore County Crime Lab; Detective
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1 Gregory Kolberg of the Baltimore County Crime Lab; Paul

2 Weinstein, Esquire, whose office is in the Court Square

3 Building; Bradley Baker of 1 Dutrow Court; Special Agent

4 Michael Malone of the Federal Bureau of Investigation labo-

5 ratory; Mr. Alex Thanos and Mrs. Irene Thanos of Southwest 66

6 Court, Miami, Florida; Jimette Thanos of Fells Street; Kitty

7 Flezanis of Oldham Street; Baltimore County Police Officer T.

8 Murnane; Detective Ed Naylor; Detective J. Garrisi of the

9 Howard County Sheriff's Department.

10 Now, I ask the question, is there anyone among

11 the jury panel who knows or is related to any of the witness-

12 es, potential witnesses whose names I have just read? Start-

13 ing over here. Your number.

14 THE JUROR: 372.

15 THE JUROR: 70.

16 THE JUROR: 67.

17 THE JUROR: 54.

18 THE JUROR: 359.

19 THE COURT: This is a little redundant, but I am

20 going to ask it again. Has any member of the jury panel read,

21 seen or heard anything about this case, either in the press,

22 radio, on television or in any other manner? Let the record

23

24 THE JUROR: 58.

25 THE COURT: Anyone who has not already stood up?
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1 Okay.

2 Has any member of the jury panel ever discussed

3 this case or has any member of the jury panel heard this case

4 under discussion at any time or any place since the occurrence

5 of the alleged offense on December 17, 1985?

6 THE JUROR: 363.

7 THE JUROR: 72.

8 THE JUROR: 74.

9 THE COURT: Does any member of the jury panel know

10 anything at all about the facts of this case other than what

11 you have heard from me here in this Courtroom today?

12 All right. Has any member of the jury panel

13 formed any opinion relative to the guilt or innocence of the

14 Defendant or concerning the truth or falsity of any facts of

15 this case from reading the newspaper, magazines, discussions

16 you may have had, seeing or hearing television or radio

17 broadcasts or from just plain conversations?

18 Has any member of the jury panel ever served as

19 a petit juror before? That is to say as a juror for trial

20 Court such as the one you are in now? Yes, sir.

21 THE JUROR: 351.

22 THE JUROR: 345.

23 THE JUROR: 341.

24 THE JUROR: 70.

25 THE JUROR: 64.
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1 THE JUROR: 150.

2 THE JUROR: 155.

3 THE COURT: Has any member of the jury panel ever

4 served on a Grand Jury?

5 Now, this next one has a couple of parts to it.

6 Has any member of the jury panel or any member of your immedi-

7 ate family, parents, siblings, children or close friends, ever

8 been a witness, ever been a witness in a criminal case, ever

9 been a defendant in a serious criminal case -- I exclude, not

10 that I minimize it, but not DWI's or that sort of thing —

11 victim or defendant in a criminal case? That is you or

12 members of your immediate family or close friends, witness,

13 victim, defendant. I am going to start way on the left.

14 THE JUROR: 386.

15 THE JUROR: 151.

16 THE JUROR: 313.

17 THE JUROR: 81.

18 THE JUROR: 55.

19 THE JUROR: 152.

20 THE JUROR: 362.

21 THE JUROR: 369.

22 THE JUROR: 72.

23 THE JUROR: 77.

24 THE JUROR: 58.

25 THE JUROR: 373.
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1 THE JUROR: 62.

2 THE JUROR: 335.

3 THE JUROR: 0003.

4 THE COURT: Has any member of the jury panel or any

5 member of your immediate family ever had any experience with

6 the Criminal Justice System which would or might affect your

7 ability to sit as a fair and impartial juror in this case?

8 THE JUROR: 152.

9 THE JUROR: 72.

10 THE COURT: Is any member of the jury panel employed

11 by the Baltimore County Police Department, Maryland State

12 Police, F.B.I., or any other police department or law enforce-

13 ment agency?

14 THE JUROR: 152.

15 THE COURT: Has any member of the jury panel ever

16 been employed by the Baltimore County Police Department, the

17 Maryland State Police, F.B.I., or any other police department

18 or law enforcement agency?

19 THE JUROR: 073.

20 THE JUROR: 369.

21 THE JUROR: 371.

22 THE JUROR: 164.

23 THE COURT: Is any member of the jury panel's

24 immediate family presently employed by or have they ever been

25 employed by the Baltimore County Police Department, the
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1 Maryland State Police, the F.B.I., or any other police depart-

2 ment or law enforcement agency? Immediate family is obviously

3 self, parent, children. I call it persons who live in the

4 same household with you. Wait a minute. Yes, sir.

5 THE JUROR: 151.

6 THE JUROR: 066.

7 THE JUROR: 152.

8 THE JUROR: 67.

9 THE JUROR: 8.

10 THE JUROR: 150.

11 THE JUROR: 62.

12 THE COURT: There may be testimony in this case from

13 one or more active or retired Baltimore County Police Offi-

14 cers. Is there any member of the jury panel who believes he

15 would give more weight to the testimony of a police officer

16 merely because he is a police officer than to other witnesses

17 in the case?

18 THE JUROR: 151.

19 THE JUROR: 152.

20 THE COURT: Does any member of the jury panel feel

21 that the nature of this case would make it difficult or

22 impossible for you to render a fair or impartial verdict?

23 Is any member of this panel or member of your

24 immediate family presently separated from your spouse, recent-

25 ly divorced or in the process of a divorce?
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1 THE JUROR: 386.

2 THE JUROR: 168.

3 THE JUROR: 55.

4 THE JUROR: 350.

5 THE JUROR: 320.

6 THE COURT: Has any member of the jury panel ever

7 been a prosecuting witness — in other words, someone who

8 brought charges -- a defendant in a criminal case or a party

9 in a civil case which involved domestic or family abuse or

10 violent acts?

11 THE JUROR: 305.

12 THE JUROR: 152.

13 THE COURT: The law is that in order to begin the

14 process or one of the manners in which it can be done in a

15 criminal setting is that a Grand Jury returns an indictment.

16 That, of course, in no way indicates that a defendant is

17 guilty. Is there any member of the jury panel that has any

18 problems with that principle? In other words, is there anyone

19 here who believes that a person who is indicted by a Grand

20 Jury, that either they are guilty or that indictment itself is

21 evidence that they are guilty? Under our system, a defendant

22 is presumed to be innocent until he is proven guilty beyond a

23 reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty. Is there any

24 member of the jury panel who has any problem with that princi-

25 pie? In other words, has difficulty accepting the presumption
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1 of innocence or has difficulty, believes they will have

2 difficulty in applying the burden of beyond a reasonable doubt

3 and to a moral certainty?

4 Is there any member of the jury panel who

5 believes that they would have, be unwilling to perform your

6 duties as a juror because you may fear that at some later date

7 you would be criticized for a decision that you might make?

8 All right. Does any member of the jury panel

9 know of any reason why, whether personal or philosophical, why

10 you believe you may not be able to sit as a juror and be fair

11 and impartial?

12 All right. Now, there is one more, and it

13 comes with a little speech from the Judge. It is every

14 citizen's duty to sit as a juror. It is often a burden to do

15 that. Nevertheless, it is precisely the busy people that make

16 the best jurors. Often cases take time. This will take time.

17 I am told by the lawyers that it will take a week and a half

18 to two weeks. So I am going to use two weeks. My question to

19 you is this: Does any member of the jury panel know of any

20 compelling reason, and it must be compelling, why you would

21 not be able to sit as a juror in this case over a period of

22 two weeks?

23 Starting on the left.

24 THE JUROR: 151.

25 THE JUROR: 375.
"*•
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1 THE JUROR: 7.

2 THE JUROR: 326.

3 THE JUROR: 351.

4 THE JUROR: 57.

5 THE JUROR: 346.

6 THE JUROR: 70.

7 THE JUROR: 152.

8 THE JUROR: 72.

9 THE JUROR: 67.

10 THE JUROR: 80.

11 THE JUROR: 335.

12 THE JUROR: 155.

13 THE JUROR: 62.

14 THE JUROR: 358.

15 THE JUROR: 54.

16 THE JUROR: 317.

17 (At bench, with Defendant:)

18 THE COURT: I didn't read two of yours on purpose.

19 MR. KARCESKI: I won't except to you. I am sat-

20 isfied with the voir dire as except for the Helen Bentley

21 question.

22 THE COURT: Do you have any comments?

23 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No, sir.

24 (The Court addressed the prospective jurors:)

25 THE COURT: Here is how we will do this. We are
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1 going to have one juror in the batter's box and a couple on

2 deck. So you will come up and we will ask you individually as

3 to those questions about which you gave an affirmative reply.

4 Obviously if you responded to more than one, we will ask about

5 them all at the same time.

6 (The following discussion was had between

7 counsel and the Court at the bench, the Defendant being

8 present:)

9 MR. SHELLENBERGER: The only thing we should put on

10 the record is that Mr. Kosmas is now present.

11 THE COURT: Yes. Thank you.

12 MR. SHELLENBERGER: And I think we should just tell

13 him that he has a right to be at any bench conferences, an

14 absolute right to be up here. I know Mr. Karceski has talked

15 to him. If he is not here he is deemed to have waived his

16 right to be here.

17 MR. KARCESKI: So we are clear, I told Mr. Kosmas to

18 come with me every time I approach unless I tell him to the

19 contrary. That is the way we will operate, and I think that

20 will be fine.

21 THE COURT: I want you up here, and if it is just

22 administrative, I will let you know that. He is welcome to

23 come if he wants.

24 THE CLERK: 363.

25 THE COURT: Mr. Paradise?
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1 THE JUROR: Yes.

2 THE COURT: Who is it you know?

3 THE JUROR: Is Mr. Kosmas the owner of Stefano's

4 Restaurant?

5 THE COURT: Yes.

6 THE JUROR: I know about the case.

7 THE COURT: What do you know?

8 THE JUROR: I thought he had been convicted previ-

9 ously. But when I heard the name, I recognized him out in the

10 hallway.

11 THE COURT: You haven't discussed this with anybody,

12 have you?

13 THE JUROR: At the time it happened?

14 THE COURT: No, in here.

15 THE JUROR: In here, no.

16 THE COURT: Okay. Does anybody have any questions?

17 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No, sir.

18 MR. KARCESKI: I don't have any questions. I have a

19 statement.

20 THE COURT: Okay.

21 THE CLERK: He also answered the question —

22 THE COURT: That is okay. It doesn't matter.

23 Now, you were aware Mr. Kosmas was convicted?

24 THE JUROR: I used to eat in the restaurant and have

25 seen him in there before.
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1 MR. KARCESKI: I think I can do this while the

2 gentleman is here. I move because he has that knowledge that

3 he be challenged for cause.

4 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No objection.

5 THE JUROR: See, I used to live down the street from

6 the restaurant and I knew his wife.

7 THE COURT: You are excused. Thank you.

8 THE CLERK: 58.

9 THE JUROR: Good afternoon. I am a former resident

10 of 8403 Allison Lane in Rosedale, where my parents still

11 reside, and a former student at St. Clement's School. I

12 remember the circumstances involved the Defendant's case

13 around Christmas in 1985. Just from discussion because there

14 was some confusion over the family friend of the Kosmas'. On

15 the second question, the situation with the criminal case, one

16 of my employees and a close friend — I am with First National

17 Bank -- was murdered a few years back. That was a celebrated

18 case. I followed that case very closely with his widow at the

19 time. The third question, I wasn't sure about it. I didn't

20 respond to it, the divorce.

21 THE COURT: Wait. You lost me on the second. The

22 participation?

23 THE JUROR: Participation.

24 THE COURT: Let me take them one at a time. Well,

25 you said you were aware of the incident. First of all, do
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1 either one of you have any questions?

2 MR. KARCESKI: Not at this point.

3 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Nothing specific.

4 THE COURT: Whatever it is that you know, would that

5 prevent you from listening?

6 THE JUROR: Nothing prejudicial.

7 THE COURT: Would the knowledge that you have,

8 whatever it is, the information, I guess you should call it,

9 prevent you from listening to the evidence in this case and

10 rendering a fair and impartial verdict?

11 THE JUROR: No, sir, your Honor.

12 THE COURT: Now, with respect to the case following

13 that and becoming somewhat involved with the system, I gather,

14 and with the bereaved widow, would that circumstance prevent

15 you from listening to the evidence in this case and rendering

16 a fair and impartial verdict?

17 THE JUROR: I don't believe so, your Honor.

18 THE COURT: Now, you were going to say something

19 else?

20 THE JUROR: You asked a question about divorce,

21 active divorces. Does that include immediate family?

22 THE COURT: Well, who are you talking about?

23 THE JUROR: My brother has not presently filed for

24 divorce, but he is consulting with an attorney at this point.

25 THE COURT: No.
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1 MR. KARCESKI: In light of the Court's question, I

2 have a question or two for Mr. Waldych.

3 THE COURT: Yes.

4 MR. KARCESKI: Mr. Waldych, I am concerned with the

5 first issue, and that is whatever you may remember about this

6 matter, about the incident that occurred. Can you tell us if

7 you can remember any specifics at all about this and what are

8 they?

9 THE JUROR: It is rather fuzzy at this point. As I

10 recall, the speculation was that this was a murder that took

11 place and it involved the Duke's Motel. The conversation that

12 we had was this was another problem that seems to have

13 surfaced at Duke's Motel where there had been another murder

14 previously, where a body was found under the bed. Being in

15 the neighborhood, that was the basis of the discussion.

16 MR. KARCESKI: That is about all you can remember of

17 the case?

18 THE JUROR: Very, very non-specific.

19 MR. KARCESKI: You live not too far from where this

20 incident was to have occurred?

21 THE JUROR: Near the corner of Kenwood Avenue and

22 Golden Ring Road.

23 MR. KARCESKI: You know that area. More particular-

24 ly, let me say do any of the names you have heard in any way

25 jog your memory?
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1 THE JUROR: Some of the streets.

2 MR. KARCESKI: As being neighbors?

3 THE JUROR: I don't know any of the people. Some of

4 the street addresses were familiar. Not specific. But I know

5 the streets.

6 THE COURT: Okay.

7 MR. KARCESKI: That is all.

8 THE COURT: Thank you, sir.

9 THE CLERK: 54.

10 THE COURT: Mr. Segal1.

11 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

12 THE COURT: You have heard of this case?

13 THE JUROR: Only very sketchy. From the media.

14 That is all. I recall the name of the case.

15 THE COURT: The sketchy information you have, would

16 it in any way prevent you from listening to the evidence?

17 THE JUROR: No.

18 THE COURT: And rendering a fair and impartial

19 verdict?

20 THE JUROR: No, your Honor.

21 THE COURT: Okay. You indicated that you knew one

22 of the witnesses?

23 THE JUROR: Yes.

24 THE COURT: Who is that?

25 THE JUROR: Mr. Cook from Sparrows Point High
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1 School. I do business with him.

2 THE COURT: Okay. Segall Majestic. Anybody have

3 any questions?

4 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I do, your Honor. Mr. Segall,

5 would the fact that you know Mr. Cook, if he were to testify,

6 would you give more credence to his testimony than that of,

7 say, someone who said the opposite of what Mr. Cook said?

8 THE JUROR: Probably not intentionally, but quite

9 possibly, yes.

10 MR. KARCESKI: Can I ask what he remembers about the

11 facts?

12 THE COURT: He said it was just sketchy. He didn't

13 say.

14 MR. KARCESKI: Is there anything you can articulate

15 about those facts that you might remember?

16 THE JUROR: Just when the Judge mentioned the name

17 of the case.

18 THE COURT: All right. You might have problems with

19 the time?

20 THE JUROR: Yes, your Honor. I have some business

21 commitments that will take me out of town next week, late next

22 week.

23 THE COURT: Like what?

24 THE JUROR: There is a —

25 THE COURT: How big is Segall Majestic?
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1 THE JUROR: How big is it?

2 THE COURT: How many employees?

3 THE JUROR: How many employees? One hundred twenty.

4 THE COURT: What is your particular function?

5 THE JUROR: I am President of the company.

6 THE COURT: You are the one that tells people what

7 to do?

8 THE JUROR: Yes. Except my wife tells me what to

9 do.

10 THE COURT: That is a given. So are those things

11 that you have to go out of town, and you can't go, and you say

12 you go out of town for me?

13 THE JUROR: Yes, sir. This happens to be a prin-

14 cipals1 convention.

15 THE COURT: Okay. Well, I tell you, I will make a

16 note. I don't, none of us try to keep people here unwilling-

17 ly, but you are the kind of person that is educated, and it is

18 the busy people we want. So I will make a note of that. I

19 made a note.

20 THE CLERK: 167 is next.

21 THE COURT: Yes, Mr. Brown.

22 THE JUROR: Yes.

23 THE COURT: Keep your voice down. You have some

24 knowledge of this incident?

25 THE JUROR: Well, I read about it in the paper and
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1 heard it on television.

2 THE COURT: Television. Do you remember any of the

3 details of it?

4 THE JUROR: Very vague.

5 THE COURT: Do you believe that you would be able to

6 listen to the evidence in this case from the witness stand and

7 be fair and impartial and return a fair and impartial verdict?

8 THE JUROR: I think so.

9 THE COURT: Okay. Any questions? Is that the only

10 question you answered?

11 THE JUROR: Yes.

12 THE COURT: Thank you, sir.

13 THE CLERK: 383.

14 THE JUROR: What can I say?

15 MR. KARCESKI: I don't want to challenge him for

16 cause.

17 THE COURT: Tell us what Mr. Karceski has done for

18 you?

19 THE JUROR: He has defended me in a prior case.

20 THE COURT: This is Mr. Carter?

21 THE JUROR: Yes, your Honor.

22 THE COURT: Okay.

2 3 MR. KARCESKI: Maybe I don't want him.

24 THE JUROR: He did a good job.

25 THE COURT: He had a lot to work with, though. Do
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r
1 you feel that the fact you have been represented by him would

2 bias you in his favor?

3 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

4 THE COURT: Thank you. You may go.

5 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I move to strike for cause.

6 THE COURT: Granted.

7 THE CLERK: 372 is next.

8 THE COURT: Ms. Cross. You know one of the witness-

9 es?

10 THE JUROR: Two of the Officers. Walter Coreyal was

11 the father of one of my nursery school children, and Doug Reed

12 I knew years ago as a friend.

13 THE COURT: Well, first of all, would the fact that

14 you know them prevent you from listening to the evidence in

15 this case and returning a fair and impartial verdict?

16 THE JUROR: I don't believe so.

17 THE COURT: The second part of that is, do you

18 believe that you would tend to believe their testimony over

19 the testimony of another witness?

20 THE JUROR: Well, I haven't seen them for years.

21 The other thing I would mention is that I am pretty sure that

22 the woman that you mentioned that was murdered went to the

23 same high school that I did, but we weren't close at all.

24 THE COURT: Where did you go?

25 THE JUROR: Both went to Eastern High School.
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1 THE COURT: Do you remember her maiden name?

2 THE JUROR: Thanos. That is what made me think of

3 it.

4 THE COURT: Right. I did read that.

5 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No questions.

6 THE COURT: Thank you. You may be seated.

7 MR. KARCESKI: Judge, did you ask the lady whether

8 any of those things would cause her to —

9 THE COURT: I didn't hear you.

10 MR. KARCESKI: I didn't hear —

11 THE CLERK: 70 is next.

12 THE COURT: Ms. Hinkel. What witness do you know?

13 THE JUROR: I know all of the police officers from

14 Baltimore County except two, every one of them.

15 THE COURT: Because you work at the Credit Union?

16 THE JUROR: Yes. I also have a cruise I am leaving

17 for on March 8th and wouldn't want to take a chance on miss-

18 ing, which is already paid for.

19 THE COURT: When is March 8th?

20 THE JUROR: Like Friday. If it would run two weeks,

21 I wouldn't be able to leave.

22 THE COURT: The 8th is a Friday?

23 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, it is.

24 THE COURT: There is a chance that that will happen?

25 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes.
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1 THE JUROR: I would love to sit. I never got called

2 on a criminal case.

3 THE COURT: Let me ask you this question. Would the

4 fact that you know these police officers, do you tend to

5 believe their testimony --

6 THE JUROR: I don't think so. But I think people

7 would think that. Especially — my point is this. I wouldn't

8 want to put them under undue pressure.

9 THE COURT: You wouldn't.

10 THE JUROR: Because they do know me.

11 THE COURT: Have you served as a juror before?

12 THE JUROR: Yes.

13 THE COURT: Here?

14 THE JUROR: Civil cases mostly. Never sat on a

15 criminal case. Criminal stuff, I haven't.

16 THE COURT: Okay. Does anybody have any questions?

17 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No, sir.

18 MR. KARCESKI: None.

19 THE COURT: Leaving for your cruise on the 8th. All

20 right. Thank you. Have a seat.

21 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Judge, I should also put on the

22 record that Ms. Hinkel approved a loan of mine a couple of

23 years ago. She just didn't recognize me. That is fine. I

24 thought I would let you know.

25 THE COURT: What do you think about it? The only
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1 reason I would strike her is the 8th. Nothing to do with

2 anything else.

3 MR. KARCESKI: I have no problem in the world. I

4 think the primary reason is the loan to Mr. Shellenberger. I

5 think we should let her go.

6 THE COURT: I will if I can.

7 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I think we will have enough

8 people, Judge.

9 THE COURT: We will save her.

10 THE CLERK: 6 7 is next.

11 THE COURT: Mr. Schmidt.

12 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

13 THE COURT: You have a problem with the time?

14 THE JUROR: The time is a major problem, yes, sir.

15 THE COURT: Tell me about it.

16 THE JUROR: I am a sole proprietor of a small

17 business and my daughter is my only employee and one part-time

18 clerk. I have about twenty clients that depend upon my time

19 pretty much every day. I was told this would be up to three

20 days, and I blocked out two and gambled on the third. But

21 beyond that, I made all kinds of commitments.

22 THE COURT: What kind of business do you own?

23 THE JUROR: Construction estimating service.

24 THE COURT: And you are Mr. Schmidt?

25 THE JUROR: I am Schmidt.
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1 THE COURT: And when they call Schmidt, they get

2 you?

3 THE JUROR: That is right. Nobody else there.

4 THE COURT: Well, it is not my purpose to put

5 anybody out of business. Okay. I will excuse you. Don't

6 tell anybody why. Just go home or back to work.

7 THE CLERK: 359.

8 THE COURT: Ms. Morgan, which witness do you know?

9 THE JUROR: Detective Donald Pfouts.

10 THE COURT: Would the fact that you know Detective

11 Pfouts, if he were to testify, would you tend to believe his

12 testimony over witnesses who were not either police officers

13 or —

14 THE JUROR: Well, sort of. I met him through

15 church. We both go to the same church.

16 THE COURT: Well, how well do you know him?

17 THE JUROR: Well, well enough that I would believe

18 him.

19 THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Karceski?

20 MR. KARCESKI: I don't have anything more.

21 THE COURT: Okay.

22 MR. KARCESKI: I will also, while the lady is here,

23 make a motion. I don't know whether the State opposes it.

24 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No.

25 THE COURT: Ma'am, I am going to excuse you.
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1 Detective Pfouts is an important witness in this?

2 MR. KARCESKI: I think so.

3 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Yes, sir.

4 THE COURT: Thank you, ma'am. You may go for the

5 day. But don't tell anybody why I have excused you.

6 THE JUROR: I understand that.

7 THE CLERK: 72 is next. Four questions, including

8 time.

9 THE COURT: Mr. Morgan, let's start with the time.

10 What problem do you have with time?

11 THE JUROR: Currently I am a salesman with a con-

12 struction-oriented company. During the economic problems we

13 have reduced our crew of sales management force from nine to

14 four. I have a lot of responsibility regarding that. Through

15 this time, there is a possibility, with up to a two-week

16 period, I could lose my job.

17 THE COURT: I can promise you, you are not going to

18 lose your job.

19 THE JUROR: I can understand that.

20 THE COURT: I will have Joe Gross up here so fast I

21 will make his head spin.

22 THE JUROR: So just basically that is the main

23 reason, the sales-type of situation right now. If I am off

24 for two weeks, it may affect income.

25 THE COURT: How are you paid?
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1 THE JUROR: Salary, with a bonus system. But it

2 could affect the sales of my company.

3 THE COURT: Okay. Is Jimmy Berman still working

4 there?

5 THE JUROR: Yes, he is.

6 THE COURT: We will take that under advisement.

7 Let's talk about some other reasons, some other ones. You

8 also heard discussions about this?

9 THE JUROR: I don't know if it is true, but I feel .

10 that prior to coming down here I saw Judge Cahill, who I know,

11 and he referred to this as the Kosmas murder trial, and it

12 could last for a two-week period. He was going to hear the

13 trial, but -- I don't know if that is sufficient. I just

14 thought I better mention it.

15 THE COURT: Did you answer another one?

16 THE CLERK: Involved in a criminal case.

17 THE JUROR: You mentioned — well, my wife at one

18 time was the victim and a witness in a hold up and robbery

19 long before I knew her. But you mentioned any close friends.

20 I had a close friend who I went to high school with and I am

21 still closely associated with who was charged and convicted

22 with felony drug dealing.

23 THE COURT: All right. Would those facts about your

24 wife and the friend prevent you from sitting in this Courtroom

25 as a juror and listening to the evidence and returning a fair
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1 and impartial verdict based upon what you hear in Court?

2 THE JUROR: I would have to say yes.

3 THE COURT: Why?

4 THE JUROR: Can I explain? Based upon what happened

5 to my friend, and given the severity of the crime that he

6 committed and the minimal punishment he received, I found that

7 there was a loophole in the criminal justice system that I

8 just feel that can happen. It is just a personal feeling.

9 THE COURT: But why would that stop you from being

10 fair?

11 THE JUROR: I can foresee it happening in another

12 situation, whether it be here or —

13 THE COURT: But what would that have to do with you

14 and your basic concept of you being fair?

15 THE JUROR: None. Okay.

16 THE COURT: Okay. You talked about a brush with the

17 system. Is that what you are talking about, a friend? I had

18 you down here —

19 THE JUROR: I didn't have any.

20 MR. KARCESKI: Can I ask if the gentleman — I think

21 the best way to do that, if I could speak to you about this

22 matter just with the prosecutor and ask Mr. Morgan if he could

23 stand back for a moment. It may save some time. Could we do

24 that? I am sorry to — we will be right back.

25 I have a problem with the last question.
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1 THE COURT: The last question — he is trying to not

2 serve as a juror.

3 MR. KARCESKI: That is what I want to discuss with

4 you. I don't know whether I want to ask this guy any

5 questions if you are prone to let him go because --

6 THE COURT: I am not.

7 MR. SHELLENBERGER: He answered the question about

8 criminal involvement might affect his judgment.

9 THE COURT: He just explained that. You know —

10 MR. KARCESKI: I think I know —

11 THE COURT: That doesn't have anything to do, what

12 he wants to do is get off the jury and it doesn't have a darn

13 thing to do with whether he can be fair. In fact, it ought to

14 have the exact opposite effect.

15 MR. KARCESKI: I don't know if this is a solution to

16 the problem, but as it turns out there are more jurors here

17 than we need, I think. I am not so sure we should not let all

18 of the people go.

19 THE COURT: Maybe we will. But I have learned my

20 lesson.

21 MR. KARCESKI: I am real concerned with that last

22 question because I am afraid even though he says he is con-

23 cerned with the loophole what the net effect might be to find

24 a person guilty because he is only half-way guilty because he

25 wants to even the score.
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1 THE COURT: And he didn't, he sounded like to me

2 that he complained about the fact that his buddy didn't get

3 slammed.

4 MR. KARCESKI: I think that is certainly what he

5 says. He should have been given fifty years and only got

6 twenty.

7 (The juror returns to the bench.)

8 THE COURT: You have a question?

9 MR. KARCESKI: Mr. Morgan, my questions are as to

10 your feelings about the system involving your friend's case.

11 I take it that your concern is that your friend in your mind

12 was guilty and he didn't get enough punishment?

13 THE JUROR: That is correct.

14 MR. KARCESKI: He got off with maybe a slap on the

15 wrist or not much punishment at all?

16 THE JUROR: That is correct.

17 MR. KARCESKI: Now, would the fact that you have

18 that feeling about the system, and I take it it is not just in

19 his case but it is on cases throughout the system, that you

20 have this feeling that people get off lightly —

21 THE JUROR: I do. Because of technicalities arising

22 out of the investigation or the arrest or circumstances.

23 MR. KARCESKI: Suppose you were confronted with a

24 technicality in this case or what you believed was a techni-

25 cality, how would you judge that? Would you go and say, well,
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1 it's a technicality but I have to find the man innocent if he

2 is innocent or guilty if he is guilty? Would a technicality

3 bother you in this situation?

4 THE COURT: Not a question of whether it would

5 bother you; a question of whether it would prevent you from

6 doing what you are supposed to do.

7 THE JUROR: I think I am confusing technicality,

8 which may be reducing the fact whether this was an agreement

9 between the prosecution and defense and judge prior to going

10 to the jury and saying that, well, this didn't occur in the

11 arrest or this didn't occur in the investigation. And my

12 feeling is that I may see this thing all the way through and

13 on the ninth day, because an agreement is reached, there is a

14 settlement made, whether it be a reduced charge or something,

15 and that is where I have a problem with the system.

16 THE COURT: I see.

17 THE JUROR: And maybe that is —

18 THE COURT: Some day we will have to have a dis-

19 cussion and tell you how and why that happens, and you may not

20 have the same feeling anymore.

21 MR. KARCESKI: Let me ask you as directly as I can.

22 Would you feel more inclined to find somebody guilty because

23 you feel that the system doesn't work? In other words, you

24 would try just to come to a conclusion or arrive at a conclu-

25 sion that someone was guilty because of your feelings that the
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1 system is not working as best as it could and someone is not

2 getting a fair sentence or the right sentence?

3 THE COURT: Wait. That question is too long now.

4 MR.SHELLENBERGER: And sentencing has nothing —

5 THE COURT: The question is simple, and it is this,

6 and I think you have answered it. You have your opinions

7 about the system. My question is, can you listen to the

8 evidence from the stand and weigh it and come to a fair and

9 impartial verdict?

10 THE JUROR: Yes, sir, I can.

11 THE COURT: That's all. Thank you. You may return

12 to your seat.

13 THE CLERK: 74.

14 THE JUROR: 74.

15 THE COURT: You may have heard discussions about

16 this case, Mr. Lewis?

17 THE JUROR: Yes. I worked for the funeral parlor in

18 Rosedale that picked up the deceased. I work part-time, and I

19 wasn't there. I don't know anything about the case other than

20 the guy rode and picked up the deceased.

21 THE COURT: So you don't know any of the facts or

22 you never heard anything about the case other than where the

23 woman was found?

24 THE JUROR: Nothing other than where the body was

25 found and where she worked.
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1 THE COURT: Would that fact prevent you from listen-

2 ing to the evidence in this case and rendering a fair and

3 impartial verdict?

4 THE JUROR: No, sir.

5 MR. KARCESKI: You said nothing other than where the

6 body was found and something --

7 THE JUROR: Where she worked.

8 MR. KARCESKI: And where she worked. Okay.

9 THE COURT: Is that the only question you answered?

10 That is the only question you answered, right?

11 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

12 THE CLERK: 351.

13 THE COURT: Mr. Wallis.

14 THE JUROR: Yes.

15 THE COURT: You have a problem with the time?

16 THE JUROR: Yes. I am scheduled and have been

17 scheduled for sometime to go up for some intensive training in

18 corporate headquarters for my job. It doesn't start until the

19 10th of March.

20 THE COURT: We will be finished.

21 THE JUROR: Okay. If that is the case.

22 THE COURT: And you served as a juror before?

23 THE JUROR: Yes, I did.

24 THE COURT: Where?

25 THE JUROR: Here, yes, sir.
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1 THE COURT: Ever serve on a criminal case?

2 THE JUROR: It was a criminal case. It was, I

3 believe it was armed robbery. But it must have been about ten

4 or twelve years ago.

5 THE COURT: Okay. You don't look that old. Would

6 that experience prevent you from sitting in the jury in this

7 case and listening to the evidence and rendering a fair and

8 impartial verdict?

9 THE JUROR: No.

10 THE COURT: Is there anything about that experience

11 that would prevent you from doing this?

12 THE JUROR: No.

13 THE COURT: All right. Thank you.

14 THE CLERK: 345.

15 THE COURT: Ms. Volkman.

16 THE JUROR: Yes. Hello.

17 THE COURT: You served as a juror before?

18 THE JUROR: Yes.

19 THE COURT: In Baltimore County?

20 THE JUROR: Yes.

21 THE COURT: Criminal case or civil?

22 THE JUROR: I was on two civil and one criminal.

23 THE COURT: Would those experiences prevent you from

24 sitting in a jury in this case and listening to the evidence

25 and rendering a fair and impartial verdict?

r
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1 THE JUROR: No.

2 THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

3 THE CLERK: 341.

4 THE COURT: Mr. Litzinger. You served as a juror

5 before?

6 THE JUROR: Yes.

7 THE COURT: Baltimore County?

8 THE JUROR: Yes.

9 THE COURT: Civil or criminal?

10 THE JUROR: A civil and criminal case. Two.

11 THE COURT: How long ago?

12 THE JUROR: I don't remember the dates. I guess

13 about five years ago.

14 THE COURT: Would those experiences prevent you from

15 listening to the evidence in this case and returning a fair

16 and impartial verdict?

17 THE JUROR: I don't think so.

18 THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

19 THE CLERK: 64.

20 THE COURT: You served as a juror before?

21 THE JUROR: Yes.

22 THE COURT: Baltimore County?

23 THE JUROR: Yes.

24 THE COURT: Criminal or civil?

25 THE JUROR: Civil.
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1 THE COURT: How long ago?

2 THE JUROR: '81.

3 THE COURT: Would that experience prevent you from

4 listening to the evidence in this case and returning a fair

5 and impartial verdict?

6 THE JUROR: I don't think so, no. One more thing,

7 you said something about the divorce in the family. My son is

8 in the process of a divorce now. Would it make any differ-

9 ence?

10 THE COURT: Well, is it a battle of any kind?

11 THE JUROR: No.

12 THE COURT: Friendly, so-to-speak?

13 THE JUROR: Uh-hum.

14 THE COURT: Okay. No.

15 THE CLERK: 150.

16 THE COURT: All right. How are you? You served on

17 a jury before?

18 THE JUROR: Yes.

19 THE COURT: How long ago was that?

20 THE JUROR: About eight years ago.

21 THE COURT: Baltimore County?

22 THE JUROR: Right.

23 THE COURT: Civil or criminal?

24 THE JUROR: Criminal. It was a manslaughter case.

25 THE COURT: Manslaughter case. Would that
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1 experience prevent you from listening to the evidence in this

2 case and returning a fair and impartial verdict?

3 THE JUROR: I don't think so.

4 THE COURT: Okay. A member of your family is em-

5 ployed by the Police Department?

6 THE JUROR: Right. My husband.

7 THE COURT: What does he do?

8 THE JUROR: He works for the Baltimore City Schools

9 where he is commissioned by the Police, Maryland State.

10 THE COURT: Would you tend to believe the testimony

11 of a law enforcement person over the testimony of a lay

12 person?

13 THE JUROR: No.

14 THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

15 THE CLERK: 155.

16 THE COURT: Ms. Purcell. Tell us about the problem

17 with the time.

18 THE JUROR: The time, I am self-employed and I do

19 not make money when I am not there. My husband is

20 self-employed, too.

21 THE COURT: For whom do you work?

22 THE JUROR: For myself. Real estate. My husband is

23 an insurance broker.

24 THE COURT: Right. But is it Purcell Real Estate?

25 THE JUROR: Purcell & Associates.
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1 THE COURT: How many employees do you have?

2 THE JUROR: Me and him.

3 THE COURT: All right. You are excused.

4 THE JUROR: I previously served on a jury for a two

5 and a half month case, if that helps.

6 THE COURT: And you can't do it for two weeks now?

7 You are excused. Don't tell anybody why. Go quietly.

8 THE CLERK: 386.

9 THE COURT: You were a witness or a victim in a

10 crime?

11 THE JUROR: No. I have a relation.

12 THE COURT: Who is that?

13 THE JUROR: My cousin was convicted in October for

14 racketeering and witness tampering.

15 THE COURT: Your cousin? What is his name?

16 THE JUROR: William Isaacs.

17 THE COURT: Okay. Were you involved in that, not in

18 the wrong-doing, but in the case in any way?

19 THE JUROR: No.

20 THE COURT: All right. Would that fact prevent you

21 from sitting in this case and listening to the evidence and

22 returning a fair and impartial verdict?

23 THE JUROR: Uh-uh.

24 THE COURT: Okay. Any other question you responded

25 to? There was a separation in your family?
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1 THE JUROR: My sister is recently divorced.

2 THE COURT: And was it a reasonably smooth divorce?

3 THE JUROR: Yes. Uncontested.

4 THE COURT: Okay.

5 MR. KARCESKI: If I might, I just want to make a

6 comment for whatever it is worth. I did not represent Mr.

7 Isaacs at his most recent trial.

8 THE COURT: Does Ms. Jacobs have to be here for

9 this?

10 MR. KARCESKI: I think she should. I want her to

11 know. She doesn't know me, but I represented him in the past

12 and I do know him and I think I should present that to you.

13 We have never met, I can say that. But I do know who he is.

14 THE COURT: Have you ever heard of Mr. Karceski? I

15 guess not, or you would have stood up.

16 THE JUROR: No.

17 THE COURT: Well, the information that you have just

18 now heard, would that change anything?

19 THE JUROR: No.

20 THE COURT: Thank you.

21 MR. KARCESKI: The reason I said that in front of

22 her, she could find that out two days later.

23 THE COURT: I go by the school of thought of what

24 they don't know won't hurt them, but you are right.

25 MR. KARCESKI: I have met other members of his
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1 family, and that is the question or problem.

2 THE CLERK: 151. He has answered four questions,

3 including time.

4 THE COURT: Mr. Covington.

5 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

6 THE COURT: Your wife is a police officer?

7 THE JUROR: Yes, sir. A detective for the Baltimore

8 County Police.

9 THE COURT: First, what difficulty do you have with

10 the time?

11 THE JUROR: I am a self-employed heating and air

12 conditioning contractor and I stand to lose a major account if

13 I were out two weeks. It constitutes 90 percent of my annual

14 - income.

15 THE COURT: Do you have employees?

16 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

17 THE COURT: What is your company called?

18 THE JUROR: Choice Heating and Air Conditioning.

19 THE COURT: Why do you have to be there?

20 THE JUROR: I run the show.

21 THE COURT: How many employees do you have?

22 THE JUROR: My partner and one other employee. It

23 is one-third of the work force.

24 THE COURT: Okay. We don't want to put anybody out

25 of business. You are telling us that it is essential that you
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1 be there, and two weeks —

2 THE JUROR: It would be very bad.

3 THE COURT: All right. We don't want to do that.

4 THE CLERK: 313 is next.

5 THE COURT: Mr. Cox, you responded in the affirma-

6 tive to the question I asked about a witness or victim.

7 THE JUROR: Victim.

8 THE COURT: And what is yours?

9 THE JUROR: My uncle was murdered in Baltimore City.

10 THE COURT: When?

11 THE JUROR: It was over twenty years ago.

12 THE COURT: How old are you now?

13 THE JUROR: Forty-three.

14 THE COURT: So, you were —

15 THE JUROR: I was around twenty when it happened.

16 THE COURT: Did you become familiar with the case

17 back then?

18 THE JUROR: Just to a small degree, hearing from my

19 cousins.

20 THE COURT: How did it happen?

21 THE JUROR: He was coming out of work and three kids

22 pushed him in his car and shot him.

23 THE COURT: Did they ever find out why?

24 THE JUROR: No. They had three suspects but it

25 never came to trial because their families swore that they
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1 were at home when it happened.

2 THE COURT: Well, would that incident prevent you

3 from coming in this Courtroom and listening to the evidence in

4 this case and returning a fair and impartial verdict?

5 THE JUROR: I don't think so, no.

6 MR. KARCESKI: Is that the only question?

7 THE COURT: Yes.

8 MR. KARCESKI: I have none.

9 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Thank you.

10 THE CLERK: 81.

11 THE COURT: Yes, sir. You responded in the affirma-

12 tive to the question about whether someone in your family or

13 you was a witness or victim or prosecuting witness. Who was

14 that?

15 THE JUROR: I was a paramedic with the Fire Depart-

16 ment for sixteen years and picked up somebody I knew who had

17 been stabbed five or six times. He told me who had stabbed

18 him. We flew him in the helicopter.

19 THE COURT: You were a witness?

20 THE JUROR: Yes, a witness.

21 THE COURT: Would that incident prevent you from

22 listening to the evidence in this case --

23 THE JUROR: No.

24 THE COURT: — and basing a decision upon that,

25 returning a fair and impartial verdict? Would that prevent
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1 you from listening to the evidence and returning a fair and

2 impartial verdict?

3 THE JUROR: No.

4 THE COURT: Questions?

5 MR. KARCESKI: May I have a moment?

6 No questions.

7 THE COURT: Thank you, sir.

8 THE CLERK: 55 is next.

9 THE COURT: Mr. Huffman. First of all, you respond-

10 ed in the affirmative to my question about whether you or a

11 member of your family has been a witness or defendant or

12 prosecuting witness in a criminal case?

13 THE JUROR: No. I responded positive to the ques-

14 tion if myself or a member of my family or close acquaintance

15 had ever been a victim or anything. You said close acquaint-

16 ance in there, also.

17 THE COURT: That is the question I am talking about.

18 I shortened it up here.

19 THE JUROR: Yes. A good friend of mine, his sister

20 was murdered by her husband back in the early 70's.

21 THE COURT: What is the name?

22 THE JUROR: Her married name escapes me. Her first

23 name is Grace. She was murdered and concealed in the home.

24 He went around accusing the family of hiding her and split for

25 parts unknown. Further investigation found the body. They
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1 picked him up for hitchhiking on the Interstate in South

2 Carolina. He is still in jail.

3 THE COURT: That is her husband?

4 THE JUROR: The killer, right. And the other one, I

5 think you talked about being estranged or divorced. My son is

6 going through a, he is estranged right now and going through a

7 divorce.

8 THE COURT: Is it a knock down, drag out or —

9 THE JUROR: At times.

10 THE COURT: But is it a reasonable —

11 THE JUROR: The only thing they got going for them,

12 they don't have a lot of property to divide, but they are not

13 speaking.

14 THE COURT: Well, with regard to the first issue,

15 would that fact of what happened to, I guess the sister of

16 your friend --

17 THE JUROR: Well, I don't remember her married name.

18 THE COURT: Did you know her?

19 THE JUROR: Yes.

20 THE COURT: Would that incident prevent you from

21 listening to the evidence in this case and returning a fair

22 and impartial verdict?

23 THE JUROR: I don't think so because all the partic-

24 ulars there, this guy, he had committed the crime and covered

25 his tracks and made his accusations and left town. It wasn't
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1 a breakdown in the system.

2 THE COURT: Do you remember why it was he did it and

3 what the story was?

4 MR. KARCESKI: Why?

5 THE JUROR: Why he did it? It was domestic and they

6 were arguing about the marriage in general. They had a

7 daughter. A dispute over custody. I don't know if there was

8 any property involved. That was the crux of the thing.

9 THE COURT: Questions?

10 MR. KARCESKI: I do.

11 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No, sir.

12 MR. KARCESKI: I have a question. The facts that

13 would be revealed in this case would show a domestic problem

14 between the parties and the parties to this proceeding, the

15 defendant being obviously the husband, his wife is the de-

16 ceased, were going through domestic problems at the time.

17 Would that fact, because it may bear somewhat on the circum-

18 stances of your friend's case, would that have any influence

19 or in any way cause you to render an opinion here that would

20 not be fair and impartial? Anything about the other case that

21 could overflow in this one and in any way cause you not to be

22 fair and impartial? That is what we are trying to discover

23 here.

24 THE JUROR: It is hard for me to stand here and tell

25 you no, it wouldn't bother me. Once something like that
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1 happens to you, it is there and doesn't go away. I do my best

2 to be fair and impartial. I can't guarantee you.

3 THE COURT: All right. All we can ask is for you to

4 try.

5 I assume we are going to excuse him?

6 The next fellow is 152.

7 THE CLERK: He has seven questions.

8 THE COURT: He is a policeman. Shall we fool around

9 with this at all?

10 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No. I am not going to —

11 THE COURT: Mr. Jones —

12 THE JUROR: Good afternoon, your Honor.

13 THE COURT: It has been nice not knowing you.

14 THE JUROR: They use officers in civil cases when

15 they come out sometimes.

16 THE COURT: This is a little different. Nothing

17 personal.

18 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I assume you were going to make

19 a Motion, Mr. Karceski?

20 MR. KARCESKI: I don't think I have to.

21 THE COURT: Okay. I am going to.

22 THE CLERK: 36 9 is next. Two questions.

23 THE COURT: Mr. Hahn.

24 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

25 THE COURT: You responded in the affirmative to my
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1 question whether you or a member of your family or close

2 friend had been a witness or defendant or prosecuting witness

3 in a criminal case.

4 THE JUROR: My son was involved in a homicide by a

5 vehicle.

6 THE COURT: He was a victim?

7 THE JUROR: He was the driver.

8 THE COURT: Okay. How long ago was that?

9 THE JUROR: In 1985.

10 THE COURT: Okay.

11 THE JUROR: And also I have been a police officer

12 for thirteen years. I am not now. I am letting you know

13 that.

14 THE COURT: That is important. Where were you a

15 police officer?

16 THE JUROR: Baltimore City Police.

17 THE COURT: Now you work for the Department of

18 Defense?

19 THE JUROR: Right.

20 THE COURT: Okay. Questions? Do you know Mr.

21 Karceski?

22 THE JUROR: I don't.

23 THE COURT: When did you stop being a policeman?

24 THE JUROR: '83.

25 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Mr. Hahn, was your son
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1 prosecuted?

2 THE JUROR: Yes.

3 MR. SHELLENBERGER: What happened to him?

4 THE JUROR: He was given a year on the work release

5 program.

6 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Do you think that the people in

7 the system treated him fairly in light of the facts of the

8 case?

9 THE JUROR: Yes.

10 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Nothing further, Judge.

11 THE COURT: Mr. Karceski? I guess the obvious

12 question is would your experience being a police officer,

13 would that make you tend to believe the police officers or

14 disbelieve police officers, either way? Would you tend to put

15 more weight plus or minus on a police officer than you would

16 on a regular witness?

17 THE JUROR: Probably plus.

18 THE COURT: You would tend to believe them more? Is

19 that your question? One of them anyway.

20 MR. KARCESKI: Probably better than I would have

21 asked it, but that is my question.

22 THE JUROR: Okay.

23 MR. KARCESKI: I have nothing.

24 THE COURT: Thank you, sir.

25 MR. KARCESKI: I make a Motion.
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1 THE COURT: All right. I will excuse you. Just

2 don't tell anybody why. You are excused for the day. Until

3 the next time you are called.

4 THE CLERK: 77.

5 THE COURT: Mr. Rielly, you responded in the affir-

6 mative to the question about either you or a member of your

7 family —

8 THE JUROR: My son.

9 THE COURT: Tell us about that.

10 THE JUROR: I think it was about 25 years ago, he

11 was arrested for possession of hashish. He was given pro-

12 bation and reporting.

13 THE COURT: That was the end of it?

14 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

15 THE COURT: Would that experience with the system

16 prevent you from listening to the evidence in this case and

17 returning a fair and impartial verdict?

18 THE JUROR: I don't think so. I don't see how.

19 THE COURT: Thank you.

20 THE CLERK: 373.

21 THE COURT: Mr. Hakkarinen.

22 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

23 THE COURT: You responded that either you or a

24 member of your family or some close friend was a witness,

25 victim or defendant in a —
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1 THE JUROR: Criminal case. We were victims. Our

2 home was robbed and my parents' home was robbed twice.

3 THE COURT: Okay. How long ago was the latest?

4 THE JUROR: About four and a half years ago.

5 THE COURT: Would those experiences with the system,

6 so-to-speak, prevent you from coming in here and listening to

7 the evidence in this case and returning a fair and impartial

8 verdict?

9 THE JUROR: Experiences with the system? No.

10 THE COURT: Would anything prevent you from doing

11 that?

12 THE JUROR: Not related to the criminal case.

13 THE COURT: Well, go ahead.

14 THE JUROR: I am Chairman of Family Practice at

15 Franklin Square Hospital and one of my physician colleagues,

16 Doctor Michael Niehoff, is an Assistant County Coroner.

17 THE COURT: Well, he is not going to testify.

18 THE JUROR: Okay.

19 THE COURT: There will be a Medical Examiner testi-

20 fy, but who knows what that person is going to say. You may

21 agree or disagree with it.

22 THE JUROR: I am only responding to your questions,

23 your Honor.

24 THE COURT: That is what we need. Okay. Thank you,

25 sir.
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1 THE CLERK: 62 is next.

2 THE COURT: Ms. Derogatis, how are you? I guess we

3 should start with time. What is the problem with time?

4 THE JUROR: I have a company and I am responsible

5 for about ninety percent of what goes on in the deci-

6 sion-making. I spend three to four hours a day on the tele-

7 phone. It is a mail order company. Psychometric Research. I

8 am the technical support for software. We develop and publish

9 and send. I am concerned about the length of the period.

10 THE COURT: Sure.

11 THE JUROR: It was okay for a few days.

12 THE COURT: That is why I asked.

13 THE JUROR: Yeah.

14 THE COURT: Does your husband work there, also?

15 THE JUROR: No. He works in Philadelphia.

16 THE COURT: Do you have problems with children at

17 home or anything like that?

18 THE JUROR: Car pools that I would have to rear-

19 range.

20 THE COURT: Let me move on a little bit. You

21 indicated that some, either you or a member of your family or

22 close friend was a victim or witness.

23 THE JUROR: My father was a Delaware State Policeman

24 and he has been, he was a witness in several cases.

25 THE COURT: And that also answers the question about
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1 member of your family who was ever employed by a police

2 agency, which was the other question you answered.

3 Does anyone have any questions?

4 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No, sir.

5 MR. KARCESKI: I have none.

6 THE COURT: I will tell you what I will do. I am

7 going to make a note of it so that we have enough jurors. I

8 will probably excuse you, but I cannot promise you that. I

9 will make myself a little note.

10 Okay. Thank you.

11 THE CLERK: 335.

12 THE COURT: How are you? I guess we will start with

13 the time. What problems do you have?

14 THE JUROR: I am the only bookkeeper and secretary

15 at my job. I have work to do this week and payroll Friday and

16 the following week. I don't know if that is legitimate, but

17

18 THE COURT: It is certainly a legitimate problem.

19 How many employees do they have?

20 THE JUROR: We have twenty total, including Ed and

21 Jim.

22 THE COURT: And you?

23 THE JUROR: Well, that includes me, too, yes.

24 THE COURT: Do you have anybody to help you with

25 those?
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1 THE JUROR: Ed or Jim substituted this time.

2 THE COURT: Can Ed or Jim do it?

3 THE JUROR: No. I do the computer. We don't let

4 him do the computer.

5 THE COURT: All right. I try to accommodate. I

6 don't want to put anybody out of business.

7 THE JUROR: If it is necessary then we will have to

8 work something out.

9 THE COURT: I will let you know. Okay. If I can

10 strike you, I will.

11 THE CLERK: Number 3.

12 THE COURT: Mr. Gaines.

13 THE JUROR: Yes.

14 THE COURT: How are you, sir?

15 THE JUROR: Okay.

16 THE COURT: The question is, you responded yes to

17 was someone, either you or a member of your family or a close

18 friend, a witness, victim or defendant in a criminal case.

19 THE JUROR: Defendant.

20 THE COURT: Who is that?

21 THE JUROR: Two cousins and a good friend of mine.

22 THE COURT: Okay. City, County?

23 THE JUROR: City.

24 THE COURT: How long ago and what were the charges?

25 THE JUROR: One was assault. I think the other one
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1 was for attempted murder. My best friend. One of my best

2 friends.

3 THE COURT: Is that still pending?

4 THE JUROR: He is in jail now.

5 THE COURT: Well, would those experiences that your

6 cousins and friend had with the system prevent you from coming

7 in here and listening to the evidence in this case and render-

8 ing --

9 THE JUROR: It is possible. I cannot be sure.

10 Something could happen.

11 THE COURT: That is true. But as we speak is there

12 anything you can think of that —

13 THE JUROR: Not offhand, no.

14 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Mr. Gaines, did you testify in

15 any of those?

16 THE JUROR: No.

17 MR. SHELLENBERGER: And the one involving your best

18 friend, he went to jail, is that right?

19 THE JUROR: Yes.

20 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Do you think that he was treated

21 fairly by the system?

22 THE COURT: He doesn't know anything about the case.

23 THE JUROR: No.

24 MR. SHELLENBERGER: You don't know anything?

25 THE JUROR: No.
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1 MR. SHELLENBERGER: I misunderstood. You don't know

2 anything about the case?

3 THE JUROR: No. And one of the other questions, I

4 changed my mind. The last one you had, the time. I don't

5 think I am going to get two weeks off.

6 THE COURT: You will get two weeks off, I promise

7 you that. If he doesn't want to get the system down on his

8 back. Tell me what you do for him.

9 THE JUROR: A sales service clerk for the company,

10 and we just fired one person. He is still trying to get

11 somebody else on there.

12 THE COURT: Okay. I will make a note of that. If I

13 can take care of it, I will. Thank you, sir.

14 THE CLERK: 73.

15 THE COURT: Hello. You knew someone that used to

16 work for the Police Department?

17 THE JUROR: I did. I was a secretary for two weeks,

18 nine years ago. And also I wanted to ask, my father, eight

19 years he worked, he was the Executive Secretary for Parole and

20 Probation. I don't know —

21 THE COURT: What is his name?

22 THE JUROR: William Linton. My father-in-law was

23 like a bondsman for the City.

24 THE COURT: Well, would any of those things prevent

25 you from listening to the evidence in this case and rendering
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1 a fair and impartial verdict?

2 THE JUROR: No.

3 THE COURT: Thank you.

4 THE CLERK: 369 is gone. 164.

5 THE COURT: Miss Forthuber. How are you?

6 THE JUROR: Fine.

7 THE COURT: You are the owner of Incredible Vegeta-

8 ble. Is that one vegetable?

9 THE JUROR: There are four or five different vegeta-

10 bles. Down in the Harbor, the Light Street Pavilion.

11 THE COURT: Okay. Someone that you know?

12 THE JUROR: I worked for the F.B.I, in 1952 for

13 about three and a half months. I went back and forth to

14 Washington every day. I was a lowly file clerk and didn't get

15 any further than that.

16 THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

17 THE CLERK: 371.

18 THE COURT: Mr. Rhodes.

19 THE JUROR: Yes.

20 THE COURT: You were previously employed by a law

21 enforcement agency?

22 THE JUROR: Yes. Employed by Baltimore County.

23 THE COURT: As a what?

24 THE JUROR: Mechanic, under the Police Department.

25 THE COURT: Okay. Would that experience prevent you
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1 from listening to the evidence in this case and returning a

2 fair and impartial verdict?

3 THE JUROR: No. I don't think that would.

4 THE COURT: Tell me what would or might.

5 THE JUROR: I do have arthritis, and when I sit or

6 stand for any length of time my back bothers me quite a bit.

7 THE COURT: Okay. Well, I made a note of that. If

8 I can help you out, I will.

9 THE CLERK: 66. I am sorry, 66.

10 THE COURT: Ms. Custer. Some member of your family

11 is employed by the Police Department?

12 THE JUROR: My husband is a Maryland State Police-

13 man.

14 THE COURT: Okay. If you were to serve as a juror

15 in this case and there were lay people that testified and

16 officers that testified, would you tend to believe a police-

17 man's testimony over that of a lay witness?

18 THE JUROR: No, sir.

19 THE COURT: Do you know the name of the fellow from

20 the State Police Lab?

21 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Detective James Simms. He works

22 at the Crime Lab.

23 THE JUROR: No, I don't know him.

24 THE COURT: Where does your husband work?

25 THE JUROR: A Sergeant at the Security Barracks.
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1 THE COURT: Security.

2 MR. KARCESKI: No questions.

3 THE COURT: Thank you.

4 THE CLERK: Number 8.

5 THE COURT: How are you, sir? A member of your

6 family —

7 THE JUROR: Yes, my brother's wife.

8 THE COURT: Your brother's wife is a police officer?

9 THE JUROR: She is with the NSA, National Security

10 Agency. It would have no bearing on my judgment. I have no

11 idea what she does anyway.

12 THE COURT: All right. Thank you.

13 THE CLERK: 168 is next.

14 THE COURT: Ms. Conklin, you responded affirmatively

15 to the question I asked about separation, I think.

16 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

17 THE COURT: Are you separated?

18 THE JUROR: Yes, sir.

19 THE COURT: And on a scale of relativity is it a

20 reasonably smooth --

21 THE JUROR: No, sir.

22 THE COURT: Is there any hint of violence or any-

23 thing of that sort?

24 THE JUROR: No, sir.

25 THE COURT: If evidence were such that there may be
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1 evidence in this case that prior to the time Mrs. Kosmas was

2 murdered that Mr. Kosmas and Mrs. Kosmas had some domestic

3 difficulties, would that fact, in view of your present situa-

4 tion, make you prejudiced one way or another or prevent you

5 from just sitting and listening to the evidence and weighing

6 it and returning a fair and impartial verdict?

7 THE JUROR: I don't know.

8 THE COURT: Okay. Do you want to ask anything?

9 MR. KARCESKI: I think maybe if I could another way.

10 Because of your present situation would you have any tendency

11 to side with the wife or spouse's position versus the husband

12 or the defendant's position, or would you look at the facts

13 and say forgetting the domestic problem, I will decide this

14 case just as the facts tell me to?

15 THE JUROR: I think in my present state of mind, I

16 would tend to side with the wife.

17 THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

18 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No questions.

19 MR. KARCESKI: I ask that she be excused.

20 MR. SHELLENBERGER: No objection.

21 MR. KARCESKI: He already crossed her out, Judge.

22 THE COURT: I know. I am not so sure.

23 MR. SHELLENBERGER: Maybe I had a bad feeling, too.

24 THE COURT: You both agree. Okay with me.

25 THE CLERK: 350.


