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APPENDIX 

NON-CERTIFIED, UNOFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE COURT 

 

Citation One: 

 

The court:  Ladies and gentlemen, do you remember how 
I said on Friday that sometimes I have to be a gatekeeper 
and make certain decisions?  Even though there was not 
an objection there, the court had concerns before any more 
answers were going to come out.  That is the reason why 
that we just went to sidebar … I'm going to sustain my 
own objection, and that question that was just asked, I 
want you to use that little pencil, the number two pencil, 
and I want you to erase that question out of your head.  
Counsel, go ahead. 

[CourtSmart at 2:47:11 p.m. to 2:47:43 p.m. (Jan. 12, 
2026), State v. Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Two: 

 

Mr. Murray:  I just want to stop you so we are clear.  You 
know that the insurance company will accept a check from 
[defendant] from any account because he’s the trustee.  
But you don’t know if [defendant] has access to 
documents in possession of the bank related to the bank 
account? 

Detective Bassinder:  I’ll address the first part.  Canada 
Life accepted checks from [defendant] because I have 
evidence to prove that they accepted it.  You put it in as an 
exhibit.  I have it in my report.  They accepted those two 
checks in 2017.  When someone’s listed as the trustee, the 
financial institution is going to deal with them and accept 
his check.  With regard to having his name on the TD Bank 
account, it was set up to collect the premiums to pay to 
Canada Life.  The individual, the signer on the account, 
[defendant’s] the trustee, the signer, he would have access 
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to the bank statements.  Does that mean a bank is giving 
you copies of everything they have in their file?  Every 
bank has their own policy and procedure for how they 
handle that.  Was [defendant] the one that physically 
handed that policy or physically faxed it?  If he wasn’t the 
one who physically faxed it, if it was another person who 
faxed it – did [defendant] or did Keith give that person 
who faxed it those documents?  I don’t know who gave 
him the documents to fax.  That was, how many years ago?  
So I do not know, and I can’t say for certain, if TD Bank 
is going to give the defendant, or anyone who’s listed as 
the trustee, all the documents they get to open up the 
account. 

Mr. Murray:  Okay. 

Detective Bassinder:  You’ll get the statements — 

Mr. Murray:  So that was a lot of — that was a lot of 
maybes, right?  But — 

Detective Bassinder:  But it’s the truth. 

Mr. Murray:  Another maybe is maybe whoever faxed that 
to TD Bank knowing [defendant] was the trustee didn’t 
want to include that beneficiary information in the trust 
document that they were sending. 

Detective Bassinder:  I wouldn’t know that. 

Mr. Murray :  Because maybe they didn’t want [defendant] 
to see that he was a potential beneficiary. 

The court:  Aren’t we speculating to someone who has 
seen that?  I’ll say it.  Speculation, sustained. 

[CourtSmart at 4:04:07 p.m. to 4:06:55 p.m. (Jan. 13, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 
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Citation Three: 

 

Ms. Mastellone:  So the three of you, and then there's 
another officer unidentified.  You were having a 
conversation about the circumstances of the fire, correct? 

Officer Marino:  Well, right above that we were talking 
about [inaudible] something along the lines of— 

Ms. Wallace:  Objection. 

Ms. Mastellone: I'm not trying to elicit what specific— 

Officer Marino:  Yeah, I'm trying to— 

The court:  Can I hear the objection? 

Ms. Wallace:  It's hearsay.  He's reading, about to read 
what [Officer Bones] said. 

The court:  Sustained. 

Ms. Mastellone:  Okay.  Yeah, sir, I just wanted to see if 
this refreshed your memory as to, just like a more broad 
conversation about the fire. 

Officer Marino:  It was broader because I'm also, two lines 
up, talking about a TV show or something. 

Ms. Mastellone:  Okay. 

Officer Marino:  So I don’t know if that was pertinent to 
this right here or if there’s something else because there’s 
also [inaudible] you can see other things are being spoken 
about right here. 

Ms. Mastellone:  Okay, well I’m going to direct your 
attention to what Officer Bones says here.  Just read this 
one line. 

Officer Marino:  Okay. 

Ms. Mastellone:  He's talking about the house, correct? 

Ms. Wallace:  Judge, I'm going to object to the hearsay. 

The court:  Sustained. 
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Ms. Mastellone:  The subject of the conversation is the 
house fire.  Is that fair to say? 

The court:  It's still hearsay.  Sustained.  You're asking him 
what it says on there.  Sustained. 

Ms. Mastellone: What is the topic of the conversation that 
you're having with the other officers? 

Ms. Wallace:  Objection, your Honor. 

The court:  It's still sustained. 

Ms. Mastellone:  In reference—in referencing the fire, you 
say, "I think it's messy." 

Officer Marino:  Again, I don't know if I was speaking 
about the fire or if I was talking about a TV that I was 
talking about four lines above this.  I'm not sure if I was 
referring to that or if I was speaking to one of these other 
officers or if I was speaking directly to [Officer Bones]. 

Ms. Mastellone:  Okay, so you're saying you're unsure 
because a few lines above, you're mentioning a TV show.  
And then two lines later, Officer Bones mentioned 
something else— 

Ms. Wallace:  Objection. 

Ms. Mastellone:  I didn't say what the something else was. 

The court:  Will you just talk to me?  Don't comment to 
each other.  I have made it clear that anything that Officer 
Bones may be talking about and/or the topic and/or 
insinuating the topic is hearsay.  So therefore, I'm going to 
sustain the objection. 

[CourtSmart at 1:57:01 p.m. to 1:59:19 p.m. (Jan. 14, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 
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Citation Four:  

 

[SIDEBAR ON] 
 

The court :  Okay.  What are you relying upon?  Just so 
that I know. 

Ms. Mastellone:  What do you mean what am I relying 
upon? 

The court:  You're saying it was a shared location.  What 
are you relying upon? Does she have something in her 
phone that you are saying that has that location or?  Tell 
me what — 

Ms. Mastellone:  No, this is just what she said, that she 
checked the location, and when she checked the location, 
it was at Corey's house.  And she, the rest is that she was 
eliciting the, or asking Corey about it.  But this is way 
after.  It just shows that … 

The court: Ms. Mastellone, this is insane.  Okay.  Ladies 
and gentlemen, can you do me a favor?  Can you go into 
the [jury] room?  Please don't discuss the case or do any 
research?  [Pause.]  I'm going to take a break before I 
address this issue. 

[SIDEBAR OFF] 

[CourtSmart at 3:26:23 p.m. to 3:27:44 p.m. (Feb. 9, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Five:  

 

The court:  Due to a proffer that was provided — based 
upon an objection by the State, research was done on 
[State v. Tier, 228 N.J. 555 (2017)].  I'm not sure that State 
v. Tier contemplated this scenario that we are in, in this 
case as it related to this type of evidence.  So, everybody 
knows what the proffer was, based upon what Ms. 
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Mastellone said at sidebar.  So, that's the issue that I need 
briefed as to where we are going.  And then I'll ask 
everyone to be back here at 8:00 a.m., and I will come out 
soon thereafter and I'll hear oral argument at that time.  But 
again, submissions to me by ten o'clock tonight, no later.  
If it comes in at 10:01 [p.m.] I'm not accepting it.  And 
we'll see where we are at that point in time.  Now, I'll see 
attorneys at sidebar, please. 

[CourtSmart at 4:06:28 p.m. to 4:07:42 p.m. (Feb. 9, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Six and Seven:  

 

The court:  Good morning.  Please be seated. 

Jury:  Good morning.  

The court:  [T]hat's what I love to hear.  Somebody in my 
staff thought that I needed a stress ball.  I picked the soft 
one, there was soft, medium and I guess harder.  So, I am 
going to see how I do with this.  You guys can keep an eye 
on me and see how I'm doing, all right.  I am glad you all 
made it back.  I appreciate that. 

[CourtSmart at 8:31:12 a.m. to 8:31:41 a.m. (Jan. 14, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Eight:  

 

Mr. Decker:  Now one of the things that was brought up, 
kind of harped on, was the fact that, why would someone 
kill for relatively small amounts of money, right?  You 
know, the thefts and all that kind of stuff.  Why would that 
happen?  But one of the things that Ms. Wallace told you 
at openings is that she said, ‘we’re here—Paul Caneiro is 
here because of the evidence, not because of the motive.’  
I’m going to talk about it as I go but the motive is learned 
later.  That’s not something that comes up.  He’s not 
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suspected and arrested, et cetera, because of the motive.  
Lieutenant Petruzziello said it best when he said, ‘we 
followed the evidence.’  I’m a little sick of hearing about 
two people, which is sort of the first time today.  I’m a little 
sick of hearing about Corey Caneiro.  What did you hear 
about Corey Caneiro during the course of this trial?  You 
heard he is a brother.  Okay?  He’s the youngest brother.  
You heard he’s bald.  You heard that he was a contingent 
beneficiary to the Keith Caneiro Irrevocable Trust, right?  
Him and Paul, fifty-fifty.  Now what’s interesting about 
that is what you never heard in this courtroom, and that is 
that Corey Caneiro had any clue that he was a contingent 
beneficiary to this trust.  You never heard that.  He knew 
about the trust because, as they pointed out this morning, 
Keith would complain to Corey a lot about Paul and his 
thefts from the trust.  But Corey had no idea based upon 
the evidence in this case that he stood to gain either fifty 
percent or a hundred percent of whatever was on that 
screen earlier. 

[CourtSmart at 1:56:27 p.m. to 1:58:30 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Nine:  

 

Mr. Decker:  It’s easy after seven years to say, ‘You didn’t 
do this, you didn’t do that.’  But it’s hard to say in this case, 
impossible I suspect, to say that the detectives—
Petruzziello, Zarrillo, Brady, Weisbrot—that they didn’t 
follow the evidence.  What did you ever hear that should 
have said to those guys, ‘Hey, we should get Corey’s 
financial records.  Hey, we should look closer at Elisa’s 
phone because we only looked at it for two days.’  There’s 
nothing there.  We didn’t get his DNA ladies and 
gentlemen — 

[CourtSmart at 2:22:23 p.m. to 2:22:58 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 
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Citation Ten:  

 

Mr. Decker:  Ladies and gentlemen, what I was trying to 
say was that there was nothing there that made Corey 
Caneiro look like a suspect.  You’ve heard nothing other 
than he’s got a motive because he’s a contingent 
beneficiary of a trust that was signed in 1999 when he was 
a lot younger. 

[CourtSmart at 2:23:13 p.m. to 2:23:37 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Eleven:  

 

Mr. Decker:  We don’t get someone’s DNA.  We don’t do 
get DNA just because.  You talk about family 
relationships, right?  Dr. Reich, and we’ll talk about him, 
I’m getting ahead of myself, but we’ll get there.  You heard 
from Dr. Reich about, you know, allele-sharing, and we all 
share DNA, and we actually share like 99.8% with family, 
you know.  But that’s just —t hat’s why we look at certain 
places.  And we know that Keith and Paul shared about 
70%, 73%.  But like all of a sudden Dr. Reich just throws 
a column on there that says ‘Corey Caneiro’ with a bunch 
of question marks.  Yes, we don’t have his DNA.  But why 
should we have his DNA?  You don’t have Susan 
Caneiro’s DNA, right?  We don’t have Katelyn’s DNA.  
We don’t have Marissa’s DNA.  I mean, could they have 
shared alleles?  Yeah, of course they could because they’re 
family.  I mean, when he did the math, Jeniffer Caneiro 
actually shares like 38% of DNA with Paul Caneiro and 
they’re not even family.  So — I don’t say that because I’m 
telling you that Ms. Caneiro and her daughters had 
anything to do with this — to be clear.  I’m just saying that 
it’s no different than Corey Caneiro.  What if there was a 
fourth brother?  You don’t just ask for DNA and send it out 
because somebody stands to gain something that they 
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don’t even know about because, let’s just put it in 
perspective what we’re talking about here: the Keith 
Caneiro Irrevocable Trust. 

[CourtSmart at 2:24:40 p.m. to 2:26:13 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twelve:  

 

Mr. Decker:  Let’s just put in perspective what we’re 
talking about here: the Keith Caneiro Irrevocable Trust.  
Keith dies, money goes to Jen. Jen dies, money goes to the 
kids, right?  The kids die, as Mr. Cardenas told you, it 
actually goes to the grandkids if the exist, right?  Because 
remember when this was created, the kids didn’t even 
exist.  Jen and Keith weren’t even married yet.  To think 
about all the things that actually have to happened before 
either Paul or Corey could ever see a dime.  It wasn’t 
designed for them, Mr. Cardenas told you that. It was 
designed to benefit the children.  That was Keith’s intent.  
So, it’s a pretty far-fetched argument to make that we 
should have accused Corey of murder because he stood to 
gain $1.5 million that he didn’t even know about. 

[CourtSmart at 2:26:06 p.m. to 2:27:07 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Thirteen:  

 

Mr. Decker:  But the family photos, I mean, that may have 
been then.  That might have even been the day before.  But 
like, everybody’s got that breaking point, right?  Nobody 
knows what’s going to trigger.  There’s nothing that can 
trigger something like this but something triggered Mr. 
Caneiro.  I will never be able to tell you how he could kill 
his niece and his nephew.  It certainly wasn’t for $17,000 
on a Tiffany card or something.  Clearly. But that doesn’t 
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change with Mr. Caneiro.  It doesn’t change with Corey 
Caneiro.  It doesn’t change with God knows who else.  
That motive doesn’t work for anyone but you hear that 
testimony because it is relevant—because it just happened.  
Let’s keep that in mind.  Hours before this happens, hours 
before Mr. Caneiro’s up in his bedroom.  Doesn’t have any 
contact that night with either of his daughters and his wife.  
Sitting up in the bedroom with the gun.  With the laser site. 
With the Laserlyte.  Like, kind of sitting there probably 
stewing.  Like ‘you know what Keith, no more.  I’m not 
doing your freaking chores anymore.  Like, ‘Yeah, I know 
I stole from you, but you know what?  Deal with it.  I’ll 
pay you back when I feel like it.’  I mean that seems to be 
the trigger, the reaction.  There’s no issue like that with 
Corey or anybody else.  But that’s not a coincidence.  You 
know you don’t get yelled at by your brother at 6:05 
[p.m.].  You don’t get accused of stealing by your brother 
at 6:05 [p.m.].  You don’t shut off your camera at 1:28 
[a.m.].  You don’t then go down to your basement, shut off 
the rest of your cameras at 1:31 [a.m.].  You don’t—your 
car doesn’t just miraculously leave at 2:07 [a.m.].  It 
doesn’t just miraculously show up in Colts Neck.  And 
then miraculously come back at 4:08 [a.m.].  It’s not a 
coincidence. 

[CourtSmart at 3:36:14 p.m. to 3:38:31 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Fourteen: 

 

Mr. Decker:  It’s not that far.  There’s no way that someone 
who just murdered four people can’t get out of that 
basement, run across the lawn, jump in a car, and then be 
on this camera at that time.  Like, it’s not really a ‘gotcha.’  
It just completely makes sense.  It’s kind of like the 
argument about, ‘Well, you know, Zarrillo and 
Petruzziello told you that they had to go to Pennsylvania 
to talk to Corey Caneiro,’ right?  Because he didn’t drive 
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at night.  That was the testimony.  They drove to 
Pennsylvania.  They met with him.  Then they argue that 
like, ‘Oh, he can’t drive at night but, hey, the morning of 
the fire at Paul’s house he can drive over to 27 Tilton 
fifteen minutes, twenty minutes, whatever, in the dark,’ as 
if they’re the same thing.  As if driving from Pennsylvania 
at, you know, eight, nine, ten o’clock at night is the same 
thing as driving from Fair Haven to Ocean Township to 
help your brother.  He brought him money.  He took them 
out for bagels.  That’s all you have.  So it’s like, ‘Oh, he 
can’t drive at night,’ right?  He asked him to come over.  
That’s what you have.  So let’s just keep that in mind when 
we’re trying to tarnish something that has no evidence. 

[CourtSmart at 3:58:09 p.m. to 3:59:44 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Fifteen:  

 

Mr. Decker:  I asked him, did you eventually watch [the 
footage]?  And he was like, ‘Yeah.’  And he even saw Paul 
leaving [at] 2:00 a.m., Paul returning at 4:00 a.m.  And I 
asked him because we were looking at a photo, right?  I 
showed him the photo of Sophia and Jesse and Jennifer 
and Keith.  And I asked him about Keith’s hair.  And I 
asked him about Paul, who’s got hair.  And Keith, who’s 
bald.  And then I asked him about Corey just because, why 
not, right?  They brought up Corey, right?  They want to 
talk about Corey.  What’s Corey look like?  We’ll talk 
about why that’s important later.  I shouldn’t have to prove 
that to you ladies and gentlemen.  He has nothing to do 
with this.  Nothing. 

[CourtSmart at 8:46:26 a.m. to 8:47:05 a.m. (Feb. 12, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 
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Citation Sixteen:  

 

Mr. Decker:  You know where [Sophia] was found up on 
the — going up to the second floor on the landing.  She’s 
there, her mom’s a little bit below her by the basement 
stairs.  But like she’s found there dead.  But she was 
bleeding in the kitchen.  What was going on?  You know 
when we think about that in the context of like, ‘Where’s 
Jennifer Caneiro’s phone?’  I’m not sure I understand why 
that’s so important.  But you have to understand the 
context of like, ‘What was Jennifer Caneiro doing?  What 
was she responding to?’  Her husband had left the bed, 
right?  He went to investigate why the power’s out.  
Presumably she woke up, either when he left or like at 
some point she realizes the power’s off, and he’s gone.  
Maybe she gets up to look for him.  Maybe not.  Maybe 
she hears gunshots and then goes to get him.  Like is she 
worried about her phone?  Is it maybe just in her bedroom 
still in the rubble with the Tiffany boxes?  I mean you saw 
that testimony.  I mean they don’t dig out the master 
bedroom because it’s not anywhere near the point of 
origin.  Cordoma told you they dug out the basement and 
the area of the closet, right?  They dig it out — lowest, 
trying to find the lowest visible signs of fire.  U-patterns, 
V-patterns, all that kind of stuff.  But like, this wasn’t a 
robbery, right?  Are we trying to say it was a robbery?  It 
wasn’t a robbery.  Think about it.  The photo of Keith 
Caneiro when he’s lying on his front lawn faced-down 
with his face in the dirt — his phone’s sitting in his pocket.  
His wallet is sitting in his pocket, his phone is right next 
to him.  Nobody took his phone.  Nobody took his wallet.  
This isn’t a robbery.  No one took Jennifer Caneiro’s 
phone.  Could they have looked for it?  For sure.  For sure.  
If they looked back now they would have gone up to the 
master bedroom and they probably would have found it.  
Could they have gotten the phone records?  Sure.  But you 
can’t search something you don’t have.  So I don’t 
understand exactly why that is because think about the 
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context of what was going on when she left her bedroom 
and what she found. 

[CourtSmart at 3:42:35 p.m. to 3:44:44 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Seventeen: 

 

Mr. Decker:  There was just a lot of uncertainty, but Keith 
was preparing for it.  He had job interviews, and he applied 
to Amazon, and Ben Paolucci, we heard about that, they 
had dinner that night and they were saying that he didn’t 
say anything bad about Paul, but there’s only certain things 
that we can elicit from witnesses that’s actually 
admissible.  So they had a conversation — 

[CourtSmart at 3:23:05 p.m. to 3:23:22 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Eighteen:  

 

Mr. Decker:  But now they got to get the gun back in there.  
They got to take the barrel out.  They got to know how to 
take the barrel out.  Seargent Clayton told you it’s not 
complicated.  I — I don’t have a gun, so, I don’t.  I’ve 
heard how you do it.  You just pop the slot off and put the 
barrel in, take the barrel out, whatever.  But they got to do 
that, and they got to have a reason to do that, which is very 
inconsistent with what we’re talking about: setting 
someone up.  And again, they’d be doing all this by that 
locker in that gun area, with the cleaners and all that stuff.  
They’d be doing it in a place where they should have been 
on camera.  But they weren’t.  Because of him.  He’s either 
guilty of murder or he’s the unluckiest man in the world.  

[CourtSmart at 10:13:40 a.m. to 10:14:22 a.m. (Feb. 12, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 
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Citation Nineteen:  

 

Mr. Decker:  Now, obviously nobody is identifying that 
person, right?  It’s impossible.  But when you look at all 
the other evidence, and his car that’s driving on Willow 
Brook just a little bit earlier, and then parking, you know, 
out here, right?  Out here past the solar panels either on 
that driveway or in that little, that little opening on the 
grass.  Walks right up to this area, right?  And remember, 
when we look out here, this is just a little patio here.  And 
this is exactly where we find the shell casings.  So he shuts 
off the generator, shuts off the electric.  He actually doesn’t 
even shut off the solar panels, which shows you that you 
kind of have to know the house, right?  Because what you 
found out about the solar panel array is that it’s not a back-
up source of power.  And like, I don’t know.  I’m no 
electrician, but I would have thought that the solar panel 
might have done something when the power goes out but 
it actually doesn’t.  And really the only people that know 
that are the people that were there when it was installed 
and the house was being built, Paul Caneiro and Keith 
Caneiro.  So you wonder like why that wasn’t shut off.  
Because it didn’t need to be.  But when you think about 
the evidence in this case, and I know hair is a little, it’s a 
little fact.  You know, it’s just a little thing, right?  But 
that’s not Corey Caneiro.  That’s not Keith Caneiro 
[inaudible] because they’re both bald.  And these gloves 
right here — Paul Caneiro’s DNA on them. 

[CourtSmart at 10:21:23 a.m. to 10:22:58 a.m. (Feb. 12, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twenty:  

 

Ms. Mastellone:  What I’m asking is this: on direct 
examination, the prosecutor asked you who else to your 
knowledge helped Keith with — because he wasn’t a very 
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handy person.  And you said he would call either you or 
Paul. 

Mr. Paolucci:  Correct. 

Ms. Mastellone:  So you did have knowledge that Keith 
would ask Paul to help him out with things that, that Keith 
wasn’t able to do himself because he wasn’t handy, 
correct? 

Mr. Paolucci:  Yes. 

Ms. Mastellone:  And this is based on firsthand 
knowledge?  

Mr. Paolucci:  Correct. 

Ms. Mastellone:  So, what are some of the things?  Was it 
the pool?  Was that one of them? 

Mr. Paolucci:  That’s one of them, yeah, the pool.  We 
changed the PVC pipes in the ground, we dug a hole and 
replaced the PVC pipes.  

Ms. Mastellone:  And like the solar panels or something 
like that? 

Mr. Paolucci:  There were some issues with the solar 
panels and yeah I remember that.  And then there was the 
drainage pipe, and then there was something in Sophia’s 
room.  It was about four times.  Sophia’s room had some 
type of valves or something in there that we were working 
on. 

[CourtSmart at 3:54:22 p.m. to 3:55:08 p.m. (Jan. 12, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twenty-One:  

 

Mr. Decker:  Now with respect to the solar panel array, 
was that something that you made observations of on the 
date, November 24[,] [2018]? 
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Mr. Abraham:  Yes, similar to the generator and the 
electrical service.  I examined the solar array and its main 
disconnect to determine if — the state of the status of it.   

Mr. Decker:  And we’ve seen a lot of photos of that, but 
the disconnects were how, just to be clear, as you found it? 

Mr. Abraham:  I found it in the off-position.  

Mr. Decker:  Okay.  Now did you inquire as to whether or 
not any first responders or fire officials actually shut it off 
on November 20, 2018? 

Mr. Abraham:  Correct. 

Mr. Decker:  And did they? 

Mr. Abraham:  Yes.  I believe that they did. 

Mr. Decker:  Okay, so it had been shut off by first 
responders, in an abundance of caution I imagine, correct? 

Mr. Abraham:  Correct, as a part of the fire suppression 
response. 

Mr. Decker:  Now with respect to that panel, I mean, the 
solar panel array, the disconnect I guess — strike that.  At 
the time of the fire, it appears it would have been on, 
correct? 

Mr. Abraham:  Yes. 

Mr. Decker:  Okay, and what, if any, effect would that 
have on backup power to 15 Willow Brook? 

Mr. Abraham:  So, with the disconnect being on, if they 
solar array was functional it would be able to provide an 
alternate source of power to circuits in the structure. 

Mr. Decker:  Okay.  Was this the type of solar panel array 
that actually was designed to provide backup power? 

Mr. Abraham:  Only if the line connection was still intact, 
meaning if utility power was present, the solar system via 
its connection to the inverter can provide power to the 
house. 
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Mr. Decker:  So the solar panel would have, the way it was 
set up, would have needed power to the structure in order 
to operate? 

Mr. Abraham:  That’s correct. 

Mr. Decker:  Okay.  So if power was cut it would not be a 
source of backup power. 

Mr. Abraham:  That’s correct.  There’s an interconnection 
between the solar system and the house so that way when 
it loses primary power from the utility, the solar system 
isn’t able to provide an alternate source of power to 
anything in the house. 

[CourtSmart at 11:40:05 a.m. to 11:42:13 a.m. (Feb. 3, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twenty-Two:  

 

Mr. Decker:  That was a compliment.   

[CourtSmart at 2:14:20 p.m. to 2:14:22 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twenty-Three:  

 

Mr. Decker:  It’s like, “Stop spending Paul.  Stop 
spending.’  Like, you don’t get to do all of these things and 
then just take your brother’s money.  And Keith had 
enough.  Like yeah, Keith was emotionally cursed, right?  
He was pretty pissed off at Paul, we’ll see it.  But like, did 
he, did he give Paul an invitation to take his money?  Let’s 
not talk like he wasn’t in financial distress.  Okay?  Could 
he have changed his ways and made it work financially?  
Sure.  And it’s almost like, are we criticizing Keith because 
he didn’t have disability to fall back on?  Like, does that 
make him a bad guy?  Like, everybody should have 
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disability and still be able to work at the family business?  
Because when we talk later about — I’ll stop saying later 
it probably makes you nervous — but when we talk about 
Paul and all the things he stood to lose, you know, Keith 
doesn’t have that fall back, right?  Paul has the disability, 
right?  That’s what they’re arguing to you.  ‘He’s still got 
200 and something thousand dollars in disability coming 
to him.’  But like, that’s not enough.  It’s not enough for 
him.  He’s losing out on all the income that he gets from 
Square One, right?  And EcoStar.  But the thing about Paul 
is, Ms. Wallace discussed it in her opening, is that he can’t 
go get a job if Square One and EcoStar go away.  Keith got 
an MBA from Columbia right?  He was planning.  That’s 
why he was going back to school.  

[CourtSmart at 3:21:22 p.m. to 3:23:00 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twenty-Four:  

 

[SIDEBAR ON] 

The court:  Two things.  Number one, I know there was no 
objection to it, however, Mr. Decker, and I’m not saying 
that you did anything on purpose.  However, you had 
indicated when you started talking about the surveillance 
camera from behind the – from the house behind and that 
you had to do an investigation because he didn’t tell us.  I 
just want — I think that I have to tell the jurors that he 
doesn’t have to say anything at any point in time.  Do you 
hear me?1  He doesn’t have to say anything to law 
enforcement as it relates to that.  I just want to cover that 
on the record so that there is no issue, no burden shift as it 
relates to that.  And he has the right to remain silent.  So 
that’s number one. 

 
1  At this point the court was speaking to defendant to ensure he was able to hear the 
sidebar through his headset.  
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[CourtSmart at 4:28:18 p.m. to 4:29:06 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twenty-Five:  

 

[SIDEBAR ON] 

The court:  Any issues based upon what I’m going to do as 
it relates to the other issue? 

Ms. Mastellone:  Can we, can I just have an opportunity to 
listen to what was said?  I didn’t catch it in the moment 
and I just, I don’t, I want to, if your honor could maybe do 
an instruction at the end as opposed to like highlighting it 
right now. 

The court:  I don’t mind doing it at the end.  My only 
concern was that I didn’t want it to be left in the juror’s 
minds.  So, I don’t mind doing it at the end if that’s what 
you prefer, so you have time to think about it.  But I 
thought that I needed to address it when they said it.  

Ms. Mastellone:  Do you remember exactly what was 
said?  I’m so sorry — I just 

Mr. Decker:  I don’t remember what I said.  I think what I 
was saying is that— 

Ms. Mastellone:  In the context of the cameras? 

Mr. Decker:  We had to investigate the cameras because he 
didn’t tell us that he left in the middle of the night.  
Something like that.  

The court:  Correct.  That’s what he said.  

Ms. Mastellone:  Oh yeah, so I remember that now.  And I 
assumed you meant when he spoke to officers on scene 
initially.  

Mr. Decker:  Yeah, I mean, that’s my point.  I have no 
problem with the court saying that.  I think my point was 
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that he did choose to speak and he did choose to say that 
he was asleep all night, so that is inconsistent.  

The court:  I understand what you're saying.  If you2 
strategically don't want me to say anything, I won’t. 

Ms. Mastellone:  I think at the end it’s a good reminder.  
Like, if, you know, maybe I can think of it overnight about 
how to craft it so it’s just a general — 

The court:  Fine with me.  I just didn’t want me to not flag 
something that I heard.  

Ms. Mastellone:  I appreciate it.  

[CourtSmart at 4:29:41 p.m. to 4:31:12 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twenty-Six:  

 

Mr. Decker:  You still never know how you’re going to 
react after something like that.  I mean, none of us know. 

[CourtSmart at 2:15:55 p.m. to 2:16:03 p.m. (Feb. 11, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twenty-Seven:  

 

Mr. Decker:  There’s one pair of jeans, there’s one pair of 
jeans.  Obviously look at the tearing on these jeans.  I 
mean, there’s a portion of these jeans that are missing; we 
talked about it yesterday.  This is what’s in the bag3 
because that bag was sent to the state police department, 
too.  I mean, they saw that.  They didn’t say, ‘These are 

 
2  Referencing Ms. Mastellone. 
3  At this point Mr. Decker was holding up S-232 to the jury, which was the bag 
containing the jeans.  
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different jeans.  Let’s test them both.’  They saw that they 
were one pair of jeans.  

[CourtSmart at 9:58:56 a.m. to 9:59:18 a.m. (Feb. 12, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twenty-Eight:  

 

[SIDEBAR ON] 

The court:  I understand that but what you’re doing is, is 
that you’re implying that there is somebody else that has 
that.  And you’re putting it into a box, and you’re trying to 
connect it to Corey, and I don’t know if there’s information 
at this point that assists me with that.  So, if we’re going 
to go down — remember how I said before the trial started 
that — if we’re going to go down a certain path, that it 
would be a good idea to provide the court with law in 
advance so that I would have a good understanding of 
where we were going?  So far I have not received that from 
the defense.  I had a feeling that this was your opening 
today and this was your plan, but I have no idea.  And I’ll 
never hold you to anything.  You don’t have to do 
anything.  But we’re here now.  I would suggest that you 
guys give me something so that I have more of a basis to 
know where you’re going.  And, again, I’m not going to 
take your strategy away.  You can send it to me privately.  
They don’t have to see it.  But I at least have to know 
where you’re going.  I have no idea. 

[CourtSmart at 4:20:15 p.m. to 4:21:16 p.m. (Jan. 12, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Twenty-Nine:  

 

[SIDEBAR ON] 
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Ms. Mastellone:  Sure, Judge.  I was going to supply 
something before Corey Caneiro testified because if there 
was anyone I was going to ask any of those types of 
questions to it would be him. 

The court:  But see that’s my point.  You can ask Corey all 
of this.  This is the same thing I said to Mr. Murray.  You 
guys are trying to get stuff out now that I don’t know if 
these people are the right people to be asking based on 
what we have.  Listen, I don’t want to continue on.  You 
asked that question, I’ll let him answer it.  

[CourtSmart at 4:21:16 p.m. to 4:21:44 p.m. (Jan. 12, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Thirty:  

 

[SIDEBAR ON] 

The court:  And I’ll never hold you to anything. You don't 
have to do anything.   

[CourtSmart at 4:20:57 p.m. to 4:20:59 (Jan. 12, 2026), 
Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Thirty-One: 

 

[SIDEBAR ON] 

The court:  You need a basis to ask these questions.  What 
is your basis?  What rule are you relying upon to ask that 
question? 

Ms. Mastellone:  There are family members in the Caneiro 
family that have exhibited tendencies of violence.  Is that 
what your Honor is asking me? 

The court:  I don’t know.  I’m asking you what it is because 
no one has told me that. 
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[CourtSmart at 4:16:59 p.m. to 4:17:20 p.m. (Jan. 12, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Thirty-Two, Thirty-Three, and Thirty-Four:  

 

Ms. Wallace:  Explain to us what we’re looking at in your 
summary chart for 2017 and [2018] please. 

Detective Bassinder:  In 2017, a total of 33,680 dollars was 
deposited into accounts in the defendant’s name or joint 
accounts in the defendant’s name.  

Ms. Wallace:  From where? 

Detective Bassinder:  These were deposited into account 
2: Paul Caneiro ending in 3837.  The joint account, number 
3: Paul Caneiro [and] Susan Caneiro ending in 3760.  And 
account number 5:  Katelyn Caneiro and Paul Caneiro 
ending in 3886. 

Ms. Wallace:  Okay, but just to be clear the 33,680 dollars 
that came from where?  

Detective Bassinder:  It came from — the account number 
1, ending in 5465:  The Keith Caneiro Irrevocable Trust 
Agreement, dated 7/27/99. 

[CourtSmart at 10:58:28 a.m. to 10:59:29 a.m. (Jan. 13, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 

 

Citation Thirty-Five:  

 

Ms. Wallace:  And how about 2018?  How much revenue 
did the defendant receive from that TD Trust account?  

Detective Bassinder:  44,500 dollars.  

[CourtSmart at 10:59:29 a.m. to 10:59:38 a.m. (Jan. 13, 
2026), Caneiro, (No. 18-4915).] 
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