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SUMMARY

Anthony DeCiantis appealed the denial of his application for postconviction relief following his first-

degree murder conviction. He alleged that the prosecution withheld exculpatory and impeachment

evidence concerning witness William Ferle, including Ferle’s criminal activity and benefits received

while cooperating with the state. The Supreme Court of Rhode Island affirmed the Superior Court’s

judgment, concluding that the asserted nondisclosures did not warrant relief.
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Applicant appealed from a Superior Court judgment dismissing his
third application for postconviction relief, which alleged that the
prosecution intentionally withheld exculpatory and impeachment
evidence concerning prosecution witness William Ferle and committed

prosecutorial misconduct.

The Supreme Court will not disturb postconviction-relief findings
absent clear error or a showing that the hearing justice overlooked or
misconceived material evidence. Questions of fact concerning
constitutional violations and mixed questions of law and fact with
constitutional implications are reviewed de novo, while substantial
deference is given to historical factual findings and inferences drawn

from them.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the prosecution deliberately withheld exculpatory or impeachment evidence concerning witness

William Ferle in violation of due process and discovery obligations.

2. Whether the prosecution was required to disclose Ferle's uncharged criminal acts that could have been

used to impeach him.
3. Whether the hearing justice applied an improper materiality standard to alleged deliberate nondisclosure.

4. Whether the hearing justice clearly erred in finding that no prosecutorial misconduct occurred and that

the undisclosed evidence was not material.

HOLDINGS

1. A deliberate nondisclosure of favorable evidence constitutes grounds for a new trial regardless of the
degree of harm to the defendant; when nondisclosure is not deliberate, the applicant must establish
materiality by showing a reasonable probability that disclosure would have changed the proceeding's

result.

2. The prosecution's disclosure obligations extend to uncharged alleged crimes of a witness when those
acts may be favorable impeachment evidence, even though Rule 16 expressly refers to records of prior

convictions.

3. DeCiantis failed to establish that the undisclosed additional criminal activity, expenditures, or
arrangements involving Ferle were material because there was no reasonable probability that disclosure

would have changed the result.

4. The hearing justice did not clearly err in crediting prosecutor Leach's testimony, finding no deliberate

nondisclosure, and concluding that no prosecutorial misconduct occurred.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“It is clear to this Court that any uncharged alleged crimes of Mr. Ferle should have been disclosed to

defense counsel—because counsel might have used them to further impeach Mr. Ferle's testimony.” (572)

“We are unpersuaded that evidence of additional criminal activity on the part of Mr. Ferle would have
materially changed the jury's evaluation of him as a witness or would have changed the ultimate result of the

proceeding.” (573)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Anthony DeCiantis was convicted of first-degree murder based in part on testimony from William Ferle, who
testified that DeCiantis admitted killing Dennis Roche. At trial, Ferle was cross-examined about a prior
conviction, multiple pending charges, his desire for protection and favorable treatment, and the support provided
to him and his family while in State Police custody. In postconviction proceedings, DeCiantis asserted that the
prosecution had failed to disclose additional criminal activity, financial support, and arrangements involving
Ferle. The evidence showed that the additional information would have been cumulative of extensive

impeachment already conducted at trial.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

DeCiantis was convicted of first-degree murder in 1984, and the Supreme Court of Rhode Island affirmed the
conviction in State v. DeCiantis, 501 A.2d 365 (R.I. 1985). He filed two prior applications for postconviction
relief, both of which were denied. In 1998, he filed the application at issue; after hearings in 2005 and 2006, the
Superior Court denied and dismissed the application on March 27, 2007. The Supreme Court affirmed.
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affirmed
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