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A	jury	of	12	residents	con-
victed	a	Tall	Timbers	woman	
of	taking	part	in	the	brutal	as-
sault	of	a	man	who	broke	into	
a	trailer	where	she	was	resid-
ing	to	steal	drugs	and	money.

The	 two-day	 trial	 had	
Robin	 Alana	 Thompson	 fac-
ing charges of both first-de-
gree	 and	 second-degree	 as-
sault	 for	 sodomizing	 the	vic-
tim	 in	 the	 case,	 Jason	Yates,	
with	a	plunger	causing	serious	
physical	damage.

During	the	trial,	it	was	re-
vealed	 that	Yates	was	a	drug	
addict	who	entered	the	trailer	
in	 Clements	 that	 Thompson	

and	 an	 alleged	 drug	 dealer	
were	living	in	back	in	January	
of	 2007	 where	 attempted	 to	
steal	crack	cocaine	and	mon-
ey	from	the	alleged	dealer.

It	 was	 at	 this	 time,	 ac-
cording	to	closing	arguments	
from	both	the	prosecution	and	
the	 defense,	 that	 Yates	 was	
beaten	 as	 many	 as	 50	 times	
with	a	hammer	by	the	alleged	
dealer.

It	was	after	being	beaten	
bloody	 that	 Thompson	 as-
saulted	Yates	further	by	ram-
ming	a	plunger	up	his	rectum,	
according	to	prosecutor	Kevin	
McDevitt.

“[She]	committed	a	horri-
bly	 violent	 crime,”	 McDevitt	
argued	 to	 the	 jury.	“She	vio-

lated	him	in	the	most	disgust-
ing	way	possible.”

According	 to	 testimony,	
Yates	 was	 ejected	 from	 the	
trailer	after	being	beaten	and,	
with	 his	 pants	 pulled	 down,	
his	 testicles	 were	 squeezed	
with	such	force,	McDevitt	ar-
gued,	that	he	collapsed	on	the	
trailer’s	porch.

It	was	then	that	the	plung-
er	assault	began,	he	said.

“He	 screamed	 stop,	 she	
didn’t	 stop,”	 McDevitt	 said.	
“She	 pulled	 the	 plunger	 out	
then	put	it	in	his	face.

“This	 is	 a	 chaotic	 situ-
ation;	 an	 extremely	 violent	
situation.”

Public	defender	Sean	Mo-
ran	argued	that	the	credibility	

of	 the	 state’s	 witnesses,	 who	
he	 called	 “people	 at	 a	 crack	
house	doing	their	thing,”	was	
unreliable.

He	also	said	Yates	and	his	
companions	had	already	been	
to	the	trailer	two	times	before	
the	 assault	 had	 occurred,	 re-
ceived	 free	 drugs,	 and	 had	
consumed	so	much	that	 their	
recollection	 could	 not	 be	
trusted.

It	was	the	third	return	to	
the	 trailer	 and	 Yates’	 subse-
quent	actions	that	early	morn-
ing	 that	 lead	 to	 the	 violent	
assault.

“Who’s	 going	 to	 break	
into	 a	 trailer	 at	 4	 a.m.,	 the	
home	 of	 a	 drug	 dealer,	 and	
reach	 over	 him	 while	 he’s	

asleep	 to	 grab	 drugs	 and	
cash?”	Moran	asked	the	jury.	
“He	started	 this	whole	night;	
he	 was	 the	 whole	 cause	 of	
these	events.”

The first and second-de-
gree	 assault	 charges	 against	
the	 alleged	 dealer,	 Joseph	
Louis	 Herbert	 of	 Clements,	
were	 dropped	 by	 prosecu-
tors	 before	 Thompson’s	 jury	
trial,	 according	 to	 court	
documents.

Moran	 argued	 that	 Her-
bert	had	more	motive	to	com-
mit	the	crime	than	his	client.

Moran	 also	 refuted	 the	
prosecution’s	 argument	 that	
it	 was	 Thompson	 violently	
squeezing	Yates’	testicles	that	
caused	him	to	collapse	on	the	

porch.
“His	 being	 beaten	 with	

a	 hammer,	 and	 consuming	
crack	 cocaine	 that	 had	 noth-
ing	 do	 with	 his	 fall,	 it	 was	
her?”	Moran	argued.

But	the	jury	took	less	than	
an	hour	to	convict	Thompson	
of both charges of first and 
second-degree	assault.

Judge	C.	Clarke	Raley	or-
dered	a	pre-sentencing	inves-
tigation	 in	 Thompson’s	 case	
and	also	remanded	her	to	the	
custody	of	sheriff’s	deputies.

The first-degree assault 
conviction	 could	 mean	 as	
many	 as	 25	 years	 in	 prison	
for	Thompson,	while	the	sec-
ond-degree	 assault	 convic-
tion	could	net	her	10	years	of	
incarceration.

Woman	Convicted	In	Violent	Assault	Case

By:	Bob	Schaller

What	 is	 the	 top	 economic	 development	
challenge	facing	St.	Mary’s	County?	Answers	
will	 certainly	vary	but	 a	 consensus	 response	
would	be	 the	availability	and	affordability	of	
housing.	Attracting	and	retaining	skilled	work-
ers	goes	hand-in-hand	with	providing	housing	
options that are financially within reach. Thus 
the	phrase	“Workforce	Housing”	captures	the	
idea	 that	 housing	 must	 be	 accessible	 to	 the	
workforce	 that	 our	 economy	 depends	 upon.	
The	school	 system	knows	 this,	 as	does	NAS	
Patuxent	River,	the	hospital,	Sheriff’s	Depart-
ment,	the	defense	contracting	community,	and	
several	other	local	employers.

Affordability	of	housing	is	not	a	new	chal-
lenge,	nor	is	it	local.	Jurisdictions	everywhere	
are	dealing	with	this.	The	hot	housing	market	
that	 fueled	 the	 overall	 economy	 for	much	 of	
this	decade	has	since	cooled	off.	The	impacts	
on	 local	markets	vary	but	 sharp	 increases	 in	
median	home	prices	and	even	sharper	increas-
es	in	land	values	have	made	the	challenge	even	
harder,	especially	here.	Presently	the	housing	
market	is	soft	with	many	more	choices	avail-

able.	Prices	have	stabilized	and	in	many	cases	
are	falling.	It	is	a	buyer’s	market.	Industry	ex-
perts	expect	this	trend	to	continue	for	perhaps	
another	year	but	many	forecasts	show	a	turn-
around	in	early	2009.

So	there	is	some	short-term	relief	in	sight	
as	builders	and	developers	adjust	 their	plans.	
In	fact,	we’ve	heard	from	several	builders	and	
developers,	both	 large	and	 small,	who	desire	
to	 offer	 more	 workforce	 housing.	 This	 is	 in	
response	 to	market	 shifts	 but	 also	 a	 genuine	
desire	to	help	address	a	community	need.	One	
targeted	example	is	St.	Mary’s	Affordable	Rent	
for	Teachers	(SMART)	program,	a	partnership	
between	a	local	builder	and	St.	Mary’s	Coun-
ty	Public	Schools	for	discounts	on	rentals	for	
first-year teachers. Also, larger projects involv-
ing	public	investment	are	advancing	with	The	
Gateways	on	Great	Mills	Road,	Hunting	Creek	
on	Willows	Road,	even	the	new	off-base	mili-
tary	 housing	 communities	 Columbia	 Colony	
in	First	Colony	and	Challenger	Estates	in	Wil-
dewood	taking	shape.	This	is	all	good	news.

One	area	that	has	gotten	much	recent	at-
tention	is	Mobile	Home	Parks	and	what	future	
role	 they	play	 in	affordability	of	housing.	As	

the	closure	of	National	and	White	Oak	Parks	
off	Rt.	235	is	completed	in	the	coming	weeks	
there	will	be	 two	fewer	parks	 in	 the	County.	
This	continues	a	downward	trend	started	a	few	
decades	 ago	 when	 growth	 pressures	 brought	
offers	 for	development	projects	 such	as	Wal-
Mart	for	commercial	and	other	uses	for	these	
sites.

Historically,	 mobile	 and	 manufactured	
homes	 have	 offered	 a	 unique	 affordable	 and	
workforce	 housing	 option	 to	 this	 communi-
ty.	The	construction	of	 the	base	and	its	early	
growth were the reasons for the rapid influx 
of	mobile	home	parks	in	the	1950s	and	1960s.	
During that time the flexibility and speed of 
readying mobile homes resulted in a signifi-
cant	percentage	of	new	housing	stock	coming	
from	this	sector.	This	continued	into	the	1970s	
and	early	1980s.	According	to	the	Census	Bu-
reau,	in	1990	there	were	3,842	mobile	homes	
representing	 14%	of	 all	 the	 housing	 stock	 in	
St.	Mary’s	County.	At	that	time	St.	Mary’s	led	
both	the	nation	at	8.3%	and	state	at	3%	in	terms	
of	 mobile	 home	 percentage	 of	 total	 housing	
stock.	But	by	2006	these	rates	had	fallen	across	
the	board.	More	importantly,	in	St.	Mary’s	the	

rate	had	fallen	faster	than	both	the	state	and	
nation.	In	1996	St.	Mary’s	at	5.2%	was	actu-
ally	 less	 than	 the	 nation	 at	 6.9%.	 Maryland	
had	also	fallen	to	1.7%.	Over	this	16-yr	period	
the	County	had	lost	more	than	1,700	mobile	

homes,	almost	half	 its	 inventory.	Meanwhile,	
the	 total	housing	stock	grew	by	some	11,000	
units	with	median	prices	well	over	$300,000.

Mobile	Home	Parks	will	continue	to	play	
an	important	albeit	diminished	role	in	the	fu-
ture	of	affordability	of	 local	housing.	This	 is	
a	component	of	one	of	 the	 recommendations	
of	 the	 Community	 Workforce	 Housing	 Task	
Force:	 preserving	 and	 revitalizing	 existing	
neighborhoods.	The	added	challenge	we	face	
as	a	peninsula	and	a	community	interested	in	
preserving	 agricultural	 land	 confronted	 with	
similar	 development	 pressures	 is	 balancing	
these sometimes conflicting interests so that 
affordability	 of	 housing,	 present	 and	 future,	
can	be	achieved	so	our	community	can	con-
tinue	 to	 prosper.	 What	 we’ve	 learned	 about	
affordable	 and	 workforce	 housing	 from	 the	
market,	 the	mobile	 home	 park	 experience	 in	
particular,	 and	a	variety	of	 land	preservation	
efforts,	is	that	it	takes	a	collective	and	collab-
orative	effort	involving	the	private	and	public	
sectors,	along	with	community	and	other	non-
profit organizations, to bring	this	about.

Affordable	and	Workforce	Housing

Andrea	Shiell
Staff	Writer

Attorney	 General	 Douglas	 F.	 Gansler	
and	 Governor	 Martin	 O’Malley	 announced	
last week that the state of Maryland has filed 
suit	 in	Baltimore	City	Circuit	Court	against	
Constellation	 Energy	 Group	 (Constellation)	
and	its	subsidiaries,	Baltimore	Gas	and	Elec-
tric	(BGE)	and	Calvert	Cliffs	Nuclear	Power	
Plant	(Calvert	Cliffs).		The	State	is	asking	the	
Court to find under Maryland law that the 
credits issued to BGE customers specified in 
Senate	Bill	 1	 (SB1)	 in	 2006	 are	 a	 constitu-
tional	and	legal	act	of	the	General	Assembly.

The	bill,	passed	during	the	General	As-
sembly’s	special	session	in	June	2006,	was	in	
response	to	the	impending	increase	in	prices	
for	Standard	Offer	Service	for	BGE	custom-
ers, which would raise significantly once the 
rate	 freeze	previously	put	 in	place	 for	elec-
tric	residential	customers	expired.		Custom-
ers	would	bear	the	brunt	of	increased	energy	
costs	to	the	added	tune	of	nearly	$750	a	year	
for	 the	 average	 residential	 customer,	 a	 72	
percent	increase.		The	Senate	bill	limited	the	
rate	 increase	 for	 electric	 service	 to	 15	 per-
cent,	 while	 provisions	 were	 put	 in	 place	 to	
allow	customers	to	defer	their	costs	through	
a	rate	stabilization	plan,	allowing	for	smaller	
payments	over	a	period	of	10	years.

“In	the	face	of	rising	energy	costs,	SB1	
provided	 Maryland	 customers	 with	 much	
needed	relief,”	said	Attorney	General	Gansler.		
“Despite	receiving	healthy	and	growing	prof-
its	over	 the	 last	 several	years,	Constellation	
wants	to	boost	its	bottom	line	at	the	expense	
of	hard	working	Marylanders.		We	are	asking	
the Baltimore City Circuit Court to confirm 
that	the	protections	built	into	SB1	are	lawful	
and	cannot	be	ignored	by	Constellation.”

Constellation	 has	 countered	 with	 their	
own	suit,	 seeking	 to	prevent	 the	State	 from	
taking	an	estimated	$386	million	from	Con-
stellation	 shareholders	 under	 the	 disputed	
Senate	bill,	citing	BGE’s	1999	restructuring	
agreement,	which	was	approved	by	the	Mary-
land	Public	Service	Commission	and	subse-
quently	upheld	by	two	Maryland	courts.

“In	this	time	of	economic	uncertainty	for	
so	many	of	our	families,	it	is	unfortunate	that	
Constellation	would	seek	to	further	boost	its	
profits on the backs of the working people of 
our	 state,”	 said	Governor	Martin	O’Malley.		
“The	 $386	 million	 rightfully	 belongs	 to	

Maryland	ratepayers,	and	we	will	do	every-
thing	in	our	power	to	make	sure	that	this	cost	
is	not	passed	on	to	consumers.”

In	November,	2006,	after	SB1	provided	
credits	to	defer	payments	in	the	wake	of	the	
rate	increase,	the	State	and	Constellation	en-
tered	into	a	standstill	agreement	that	provided	
that	if	BGE	wanted	to	sue	to	challenge	SB1,	
they were required first to provide the State 
30	days	notice	to	terminate	the	agreement.

On	 January	 30th	 of	 this	 year,	 after	 the	
Public	 Services	 Commission	 released	 a	 re-
port	suggesting	that	BGE	and	its	parent	com-
pany,	Constellation,	had	received	a	windfall	
under	the	1999	Settlement	to	the	detriment	of	
consumers,	and	at	the	same	time	Constella-
tion reported substantial profits, BGE provid-
ed	the	State	of	Maryland	30	days	notice	that	
it	was	terminating	the	Standstill	Agreement	
and	that	it	would	seek	to	overturn	the	credits	
that	 the	General	Assembly	had	passed	with	
SB1.		

Specifically, BGE indicated that after 
the	required	30	days	notice	to	terminate	the	
Standstill	Agreement	Expired,	it	intended	to	
file a federal lawsuit within five days to “en-
force	their	rights	under	the	1999	Restructur-
ing	Settlement	Agreement	 and	 to	 challenge	
the	unlawful	takings	set	forth	in	SB1.”

This	will	 likely	 become	a	 roaring	 legal	
battle	as	both	sides	try	to	impose	their	posi-
tion.	 	 	Constellation	maintains	 that	 they	are	
within their rights to file federal charges to 
challenge	 the	 bill,	while	 the	State	 has	 said,	
“BGE’s notice of its intent to file a federal 
lawsuit	 represents	an	attempt	 to	circumvent	
what	SB1	requires,	that	any	lawsuit	challeng-
ing the law be filed in the Circuit Court of 
Baltimore	City.”		

“A	contract	is	a	contract,”	said	Mayo	A.	
Shattuck	III,	chairman,	president,	and	chief	
executive officer of Constellation Energy.  
“The	 state	 must	 abide	 by	 rule	 of	 law…the	
legality	of	 the	1999	agreement	has	been	re-
viewed	and	upheld	as	part	of	two	prior	court	
rulings...Additionally,	we	do	not	believe	it	is	
appropriate	 that	 the	 Maryland	 Legislature	
can	limit…Constellation	Energy’s	ability…to	
seek	Federal	Court	 protection	 from	 legisla-
tive	actions	that	violate	the	U.S.	Constitution.	
”

Maryland	Files	Suit	
Against	Constellation	
Energy
Constellation Energy Sues Back
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