1 Cwlth vs Maldanado & Calderon
INDEX 2 THE COURT: [went over the 9-1-1
».m.‘,_au___\n transcripts at home last night. After hearing
4. $§ t‘f‘the tapes and | also did research on foundation
5 B and excited utterance, et cetera. And I must
MR. WILLIAMS 38 6 say | do agree with the Commonwealth that
7
8
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MR. CUNNINGHAM 11

excited utterance in and of itself is not
necessarily admissible evidence. There has to
be some kind of a foundation. So I think |

P.O. MARK FLACCO ~ 7( «= ¢ {." 10 have worked out a good compromise.
MR. SACHS 71 76 1" Number 1 and Number 21 can come in because
MR. WALLACE 73 12 that was Ms. Kane and she laid a foundation for
- - - 13 the call. Yes, the call tape might be somewhat
14 cumulative but | don't think that it's so
15 prejudicial that it should not come in.
EXHIBITS Documents received and 16 Number 7 can come in because | believe
marked for identification 17 that that is the sister calling of Ms. Waters
18 based on just my reading of it. She doesn't
19 identify herself, but 1140 Rosealee is the
20 address that | was given by Ms. Waters and
21 Number 8 --
22 MR. SACHS: 1140 is Ms. Kane.
23 THE COURT: 1140 is Kane?
24 MR. SACHS: That might be admissible any
25 way because of what you're saying, if that's
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