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SUMMARY

The Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court affirmed Edward Knight’s conviction of murder in the first
degree and the denial of his motion for a new trial. The court held that amending the indictment’s
alleged date of death was a permissible change in form that caused no prejudice and did not materially
alter the grand jury’s work. It also rejected challenges concerning cross-examination about the Louise
Woodward verdict, admission of prior consistent statements, and alleged ineffective assistance of
counsel.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Knight appealed from his conviction of murder in the first degree and
from the denial of his motion for a new trial. The appeals were
consolidated, and the Supreme Judicial Court also conducted review
under Massachusetts General Laws chapter 278, section 33E.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Commonwealth properly amended the murder indictment to change the alleged date of
death from on or about June 21, 1996, to on or about June 19, 1996.

2. Whether excluding cross-examination concerning the effect of Louise Woodward's criminal trial verdict
improperly infringed Knight's constitutional right to confront and cross-examine Kelley.

3. Whether the trial court improperly admitted Kelley's prior consistent statements.

4. Whether trial counsel was constitutionally ineffective for failing to request an alibi instruction, call an
additional witness, pursue additional impeachment evidence, or more extensively cross-examine the
medical examiner.

5. Whether the court should exercise its authority under Massachusetts General Laws chapter 278, section
33E, to reduce the verdict or order a new trial.

HOLDINGS

1. Changing the alleged date of the victim's death from June 21 to June 19 was an amendment of form
rather than substance, did not prejudice Knight, and did not materially change the work of the grand
jury.

2. The trial judge did not violate Knight's confrontation rights by excluding the minimally relevant and
highly inflammatory questioning about the Louise Woodward verdict because the jury had sufficient
other evidence to assess Kelley's bias and credibility.

3. The trial court properly admitted Kelley's prior consistent statements because the defense necessarily
attacked her testimony as recently fabricated or induced, and the statements preceded the alleged
incentive to fabricate.

4. Knight failed to establish ineffective assistance or a substantial likelihood of a miscarriage of justice
based on counsel's failure to request a specific alibi instruction, call an additional witness, pursue an
additional impeachment experiment, or more extensively cross-examine the medical examiner.

5. After reviewing the entire record, the court found no reason to reduce the jury's verdict or order a new
trial.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The time alleged for an offense is ordinarily treated as a matter of detail rather than substance.” (492)

“There is no question that Kelley’s direct testimony was material to the Commonwealth’s case because she
provided the only first-hand account of the murder.” (496)

“It would defy logic on the facts of this case to conclude that she had reason to formulate such a false story
long before any indictment, arrest, or incarceration.” (498)



“The fact that the examination of any witness may not have been perfect is not the standard we use to
evaluate the effectiveness of counsel.” (503)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Pasquale Candelino was found dead in his Boston apartment with multiple stab wounds, and the apartment had
been ransacked. The Commonwealth's principal witness, Betsy Kelley, testified that she and Knight entered
Candelino's apartment on June 19, 1996, to rob him, that Knight attacked and killed him, and that they took
drugs and other property. Kelley later entered a plea agreement requiring her to testify against Knight in
exchange for a recommended manslaughter sentence, while Knight relied on evidence that Candelino was alive
on June 20 and June 21 and argued that Kelley had fabricated her account.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Knight was convicted in the trial court of murder in the first degree on theories of deliberate premeditation,
extreme atrocity or cruelty, and felony-murder. He moved for a new trial, which was denied, and appealed both
the conviction and that denial. The Supreme Judicial Court affirmed the judgment and the order denying a new
trial and declined to reduce the verdict or order a new trial under section 33E.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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