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SUMMARY

The Delaware Supreme Court affirmed the denial of James Christopher DeAngelo’s first motion for

postconviction relief following his conviction for second-degree murder. The Court held that his

ineffective-assistance claims lacked support, his due process claims concerning the weapon charge

were procedurally barred, and there was no objective basis to question the trial judge’s impartiality.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the Superior Court properly denied DeAngelo's ineffective-assistance-of-counsel claims
because the record did not support them.

2. Whether DeAngelo's due process claims concerning prosecution of the weapon charge were
procedurally barred under Superior Court Criminal Rule 61(i)(3) because they were not raised on direct

appeal.

3. Whether the trial judge should have recused himself because of alleged subjective or objective bias.

HOLDINGS

1. The ineffective-assistance-of-counsel claims failed because DeAngelo's allegations concerning his 2000

criminal trial lacked support in the record.

2. The due process claims related to prosecution of the weapon charge were procedurally barred under

Superior Court Criminal Rule 61(i)(3) because DeAngelo failed to raise them on direct appeal.

3. Recusal was not required because there was no objective basis for a reasonable person to question the

trial judge's impartiality.
FACTUAL BACKGROUND

DeAngelo was convicted in 2000 of second-degree murder and possession of a deadly weapon during the
commission of a felony. The weapon conviction was later reversed because prosecution was barred by the
applicable statute of limitations, while the murder conviction remained in place and resulted in a twenty-year
Level V sentence after resentencing. In his first postconviction motion, DeAngelo alleged ineffective assistance

of counsel, due process violations relating to the weapon charge, and judicial bias requiring recusal.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Superior Court jury convicted DeAngelo in 2000 of second-degree murder and possession of a deadly weapon
during the commission of a felony. On direct appeal, the Delaware Supreme Court affirmed the murder
conviction but reversed the weapon conviction as barred by the statute of limitations, and the Superior Court
later resentenced DeAngelo to twenty years at Level V incarceration on the murder conviction. The Supreme
Court rejected a subsequent appeal concerning alleged trial errors, stating that those issues had to be pursued

through postconviction proceedings. The Superior Court denied DeAngelo's first postconviction motion, and the
Supreme Court affirmed.
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