COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

SUFFOLK, SS. SUPERIOR COURT
CRIMINAL ACTION
NO. 9384-CR-11743

COMMONWEALTH

V.
SEAN ELLIS

MEMORANDUM OF DECISION AND ORDER
ON ASSENTED-TO MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL

Despite the overwhelming undisclosed exculpatory evidence that led the Supreme
Judicial Court (*SJC”) to uphold the grant of a new trial on defendant Sean Ellis’s (“Ellis’s™)
September 1995 murder and armed robbery convictions, see Commonwealth v. Ellis. 475 Mass.
459 (2016) (“Ellis IT"), Ellis remains convicted of unlawful firearms possession for the simple
reason that the firearms conviction occurred at an earlier trial, in January 1995. The Court held a
hearing today on Ellis’s motion for a new trial on the firearms conviction. After reviewing the
above-noted SJC decision, the SJC’s 2000 decision affirming Ellis’s convictions, see
Commonwealth v. Ellis, 432 Mass. 746 (2000) (“Ellis '), the submissions of the parties, and a
letter from the victim's family, this Court agrees with Ellis and the Suffolk County District
Attorney’s Office that Ellis’s January 1995 trial was fundamentally unfair, and justice was not
done. Therefore, Ellis’s motion for a new trial will be ALLOWED.

The Legal Standard

A court may grant a new trial ““at any time if it appears that justice may not have been
done.” Mass. R. Crim. P. 30(b); Commonwealth v. Lane, 462 Mass. 591, 597 (2012). The
standard under Rule 30(b) is intentionally broad, and the disposition of the motion for new trial is

left to the discretion of the motion judge. However, a strong policy of finality limits the grant of
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