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SUMMARY

The Kansas Supreme Court affirmed Michael Maestas Jr.'s conviction for first-degree premeditated

murder after he admitted stabbing his mother. The court rejected claims involving prosecutorial

misconduct, refusal to instruct on reckless second-degree murder, restrictions on evidence concerning

auditory hallucinations, and sentencing-related determinations concerning intellectual disability and

psychiatric placement.
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Prosecutorial-misconduct claims are reviewed under a two-step
inquiry addressing whether the comments exceeded the prosecutor's
latitude and, if so, whether prejudice denied a fair trial. The denial of a
lesser-included-offense instruction is reviewed by considering whether
the evidence, viewed in the light most favorable to the requesting
party, could reasonably support the lesser offense. The denial of the
constitutional right to present a defense is reviewed de novo. A district
court's ultimate determination under K.S.A. 21-4634 and its decision

under K.S.A. 22-3430 are reviewed for abuse of discretion.
Published precedential opinion of the Supreme Court of Kansas

Michael Maestas, Jr. v. State of Kansas

criminal procedure  prosecutorial misconduct  sentencing  appellate procedure  evidence



PRACTICE AREAS

criminal law  criminal procedure  appellate practice  sentencing

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the prosecutor committed reversible misconduct by mischaracterizing witness testimony and

suggesting facts not in evidence during closing argument.

2. Whether the district court erred by refusing to instruct the jury on reckless second-degree murder as a

lesser included offense.

3. Whether exclusion of additional evidence concerning Maestas's prior auditory hallucinations violated his

constitutional right to present a defense.

4. Whether the district court abused its discretion in determining that Maestas was not mentally retarded
under K.S.A. 21-4634.

5. Whether the district court's denial of commitment to the state security hospital in lieu of imprisonment

under K.S.A. 22-3430 was reviewable on appeal and, if so, whether the court abused its discretion.

HOLDINGS

1. The prosecutor improperly mischaracterized Jennifer Maestas's testimony by arguing that Maestas had

not returned his mother's love, but the error was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt and did not deny
Maestas a fair trial.

2. The district court properly refused to instruct the jury on reckless second-degree murder because no

evidence supported a finding that Maestas unintentionally killed his mother through reckless conduct.

3. Evidence of auditory hallucinations offered to negate the intent and premeditation elements of first-
degree murder falls within K.S.A. 22-3219(1)'s notice requirement; because Maestas did not provide the

required notice, the district court properly excluded the additional evidence.

4. The district court did not abuse its discretion in finding that Maestas was not mentally retarded under
K.S.A. 21-4634.

5. A district court's decision to refuse psychiatric commitment in lieu of prison under K.S.A. 22-3430 is
reviewable on appeal for abuse of discretion, and the district court did not abuse its discretion in denying

Maestas's request.

KEY QUOTATIONS

€<

[A]n unintentional but reckless second-degree murder ... is a killing of a human that is not purposeful,
willful, or knowing but which results from an act performed with knowledge the victim is in imminent danger,
although death is not foreseen.”” (at 780)

“But the statute’s scope is not limited to evidence of inability to form intent. It applies whenever a defendant

seeks to prove lack of the required mental state as a result of a mental disease or defect.” (at 782)

“We hold that a district court’s decision to refuse psychiatric commitment in lieu of prison pursuant to K.S.A.
22-3430 is reviewable on appeal for an abuse of discretion.” (at 790)



FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Maestas called 911 after stabbing his sleeping mother, Lorenza, with a pocketknife. He told responding officers
and a detective that he had heard voices, entered his mother's bedroom, and repeatedly stabbed her, continuing
after she screamed and asked him to stop. The pathologist estimated that Lorenza suffered approximately 150
stab wounds. At trial, Maestas presented evidence that he had experienced auditory hallucinations in the months
before the killing, but he did not provide the statutory notice required to present a mental-disease-or-defect

defense.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Maestas was convicted of first-degree premeditated murder after admitting that he stabbed his mother. Before
trial, the district court found him competent to stand trial and granted the State's motion limiting evidence
concerning his mental health based on the notice requirements of K.S.A. 22-3219. The court refused to instruct
on reckless second-degree murder, later found Maestas was not mentally retarded for sentencing purposes,
denied commitment to the state security hospital in lieu of imprisonment, and imposed a life sentence with a

minimum 25-year term. The Supreme Court of Kansas affirmed.
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