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SUMMARY

The Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court reversed Cauris Gonzalez's conviction for murder in the
first degree as a joint venturer. The court held that the evidence was insufficient to prove beyond a
reasonable doubt that Gonzalez drove the vehicle used to transport the shooters or that she knew of
and shared their intent to kill. The court therefore concluded that her motion for a required finding of
not guilty should have been granted and did not reach her other evidentiary and ineffective-assistance

claims.
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STANDARD OF REVIEW The court viewed the evidence presented in the Commonwealth's case-
in-chief in the light most favorable to the Commonwealth and asked
whether any rational trier of fact could have found every essential

element of the offense beyond a reasonable doubt.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to permit a rational juror to find beyond a reasonable doubt that

Gonzalez drove the Dodge Caravan that transported the coventurers to the shooting.

2. Whether the evidence was sufficient to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that Gonzalez knew of and
shared the coventurers' intent to kill, as required for first-degree deliberate-premeditation murder on a

joint-venture theory.

3. Whether the trial court erred in admitting CSLI interpretation testimony and a video comparison of the

suspect vehicle with Gonzalez's mother's Dodge Caravan.

4. Whether trial counsel was ineffective for failing to object to the audio recording of Gonzalez's police

interview.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was insufficient to allow a rational juror to find beyond a reasonable doubt that Gonzalez
drove the Dodge Caravan used to transport the four shooters. Evidence that her mother's vehicle and her
cellular telephone may have been involved, combined with motive and possible consciousness of guilt,

did not establish her identity as the driver without impermissibly piling inference upon inference.

2. Even assuming Gonzalez drove the suspect vehicle and participated in an attack, the evidence was
insufficient to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that she knew her passengers intended to kill the victim

and shared their lethal intent.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We conclude that the motion for a required finding of not guilty should have been granted.” (475 Mass. at
397)

“While the jury could have concluded, on this evidence, that the defendant was in some way involved in the
shooting, or that it was more likely than not that she was the driver, the evidence was insufficient to allow a

jury to draw this conclusion beyond a reasonable doubt.” (475 Mass. at 397)

“The fact that the attack ended up being deadly does not, by itself, prove that the defendant intended this
result.” (475 Mass. at 416)

“On this evidence, even assuming that the defendant was the driver, and even assuming further that she was
involved in planning an attack of some sort on the victim, it cannot be said beyond a reasonable doubt that
she knew of and shared her passengers' lethal intent.” (475 Mass. at 418)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Robert Gonzalez was shot and killed in Lawrence by four people who had been dropped off near his minivan by
a person driving a Dodge Caravan. Cauris Gonzalez had a contentious dispute with the victim over money owed
for a vehicle and had been with her boyfriend Joel Javier, who was involved in the earlier confrontation with the
victim. The Commonwealth relied principally on evidence that the suspect vehicle resembled the Dodge Caravan
used by Gonzalez's mother, cellular telephone records and CSLI, calls involving alleged coventurers, and
Gonzalez's statements to police. The surveillance evidence did not identify the driver or the passengers, and the

evidence showed that Javier also used Gonzalez's vehicle and cellular telephone on the day of the shooting.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

An Essex County grand jury indicted Gonzalez for first-degree murder on June 29, 2011. After a Superior Court
jury trial from July 15 through August 2, 2013, she was convicted as a joint venturer on a theory of deliberate
premeditation. The trial judge denied motions for a required finding of not guilty filed at the close of the
Commonwealth's case and renewed after all evidence. The Supreme Judicial Court reversed because the
evidence did not establish beyond a reasonable doubt either that Gonzalez drove the suspect vehicle or that she

knew of and shared the coventurers' lethal intent, and remanded for entry of judgment for the defendant.
DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Reverse the judgment, set aside the verdict, and remand to the Superior Court for entry of a judgment for the
defendant.
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