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(11) UNLESS THE STATE AND THE DEFENDANT AGREE,
OR_THE COURT ORDERS OTHERWISE, THE DEFENDANT SHALL FILE A NOTICE
OF _DEPOSITION AT LEAST 5 DAVS BEFORE THAE DATE OF THE DEPOSITION;
ANT

(I11) EXCEPT WHERE INCONSISTENT  WITH THIS
PARAGRAPH, THE PROVISTONS OF MARYLAND RULE 4-761 SHALL APPLY 10 A
DEPOSTTTION TAKEN UNDER THIS PARAGRAPH.

(D) IN ORDER TO DETERMINE IF A CHILD'S STATEMENT POSSESSES
PARTICULARIZED GUARANTEES OF TRUSTWORTHINESS ’
THE COURT MA¥-EONSIDER-ALL-REBEVANF-EIREBMSPANEES;-INEEUDING7-BUP
SHALT CONSTDER, BUT TS NOT LIMITED TO, THE FOLLOWING FACTORS:

(1) THE CHILD'S PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE OF THE EVENT;

(2) THE CERTAINTY THAT THE STATEMENT WAS MADEy
INCHUDING-FHE-EREBIBIbLIF¥-OF--PHE--PERSON--TESTIF¥ING--ABOUT-~FHE
STATEMENT ;

{3) ANY APPARENT MOTIVE TO bBIE--6R FABRICATE OR
EXHIBIT PARTIALITY BY THE CHILD, INCLUDING INTEREST, BIAS,
CORRUPTION, OR COERCION;

(4) WHETHER THE STATEMENT S WAS SPONTANEOUS OR
DIRECTLY RESPONSIVE TO QUESTIONS;

(5) THE TIMING OF THE DEELARAPION STATEMENT;

- (6) WHETHER THE CHILD'S YOUNG AGE MAKES IT UNLIKELY

THAT THE CHILD FABRICATED A THE STATEMENT THAT REPRESENTS A

GRAPHIC, DETAILED ACCOUNT BEYOND THE CHILD'S KNOWLEDGE AND

EXPERIENCE AND THE APPROPRIATENESS OF THE TERMINOLOGY TO THE
CHILD'S AGE;

(7) THE NATURE AND DURATION QOF THE ABUSE;

(8) THE INNER CONSISTENCY AND COHERENCE OF THE
STATEMENT; i

(9) WHETHER THE CHILD WAS SUFFERING PAIN OR DISTRESS
WHEN MAKING THE STATEMENT;

(10) WHETHER EXTRINSIC EVIDENCE EXISTS TO SHOW THE
DEFENDANT'S OPPORTUNITY TO COMMIT THE ACT COMPLAINED OF IN THE
CHILD'S STATEMENT;

(11) WHETHER THE STATEMENT WAS--SHYGGESPER--B¥ 18
SUGGESTIVE DUE TO THE USE OF LEADING QUESTIONS; AND

t32)-—WHEPHER---FHE———SPATEMENT---WAS---AUDIOPAPED-~6R
¥iBEOPAPEDy-~IFP-FAPING-WOULD-HAVE-BEEN-REAGONABLY-PEASEIBOE~
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