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Viewing Documents on Civil, Housing and Small Claims Cases:

If there is al n front of the docket number at the top of this page, then the file is electronic (paperless).

» Documents, court orders and judicial notices in electronic (paperiess) civil, housing and small
claims cases with a return date on or after January 1, 2014 are — *~"'=*"'= =--hlshe 2remmdhs ot *
Fms mmars infammsdine < what you can view in all cases, view th

« For civit cases filed prior to 2014, court orders and judicial notices that are electronic are available
publicly over the internet. Orders can be viewed by selecting the link to the order from the list below.
Notices can be viewed by clicking the Notices tab above and selecting the link.*

Documents, court orders and judicial notices in an electronic (paperless) file can be viewed at any
judicial district courthouse during normal business hours.*

Pleadings or other documents that are not electronic (paperless) can be viewed only during normal
business hours at the Clerk’s Office in the Judicial District where the case is located.*

-

An Affidavit of Debt is not available publicly over the internet on small claims cases filed before
October 16, 2017.*

*Any documents protected by law Or by court order that are Not open to the public cannot be viewed by the
public online And can only be viewed in person at the clerk’s office where the file is located by those
authorized by law or court order to see them.
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ORDER 421277

DOCKET NO: UWY CV206054309S SUPERIOR COURT
CONNECTICUT CRIMINAL DEFENSE JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF WATERBURY
LAWY ERSASSOCIATION Et Al AT WATERBURY
V.
LAMONT, NED Et Al 4/24/2020
ORDER

ORDER REGARDING:
04/07/2020 112.00 MOTION TO DISMISS PB 10-30

The foregoing, having been considered by the Court, is hereby:
ORDER:

On April 3, 2020, the plaintiffs, the Connecticut Criminal Defense Lawyers Association (CCDLA),
Willie Breyette, Daniel Rodriguez, Anthony Johnson, and Marvin Jones (individual plaintiffs), FN1
filed the writ of summons, complaint, and motion for temporary order of mandamus FN2 in this action
against the defendants, Governor Ned Lamont and Rollin Cook, Commissioner of the Department of
Correction. On April 7, 2020, the defendants filed a motion to dismiss, along with a memorandum of law
in support. FN3Thereafter, on April 8, 2020, the plaintiffs filed an amended complaint, which adds Kerri
Dirgo and Joshua Wilcox as additional plaintiffs, and which includes additional allegations and changes
to some previous allegations. FN4

In the amended complaint, the plaintiffs ask the court to issue awrit of mandamus compelling the
defendantsto (a) “immediately release all people having the CDC heightened risk factors for serious
illness or death from COV1D-19, to an appropriate medical facility where necessary”; (b) “immediately
and meaningfully reduce the population density at each and every facility in which they confine people”;
(c) “submit for the court’ s review and ongoing monitoring a plan: (1) to provide adequate sanitation and
socia distancing in prisons so as

to prevent the spread of COVID-19, including by taking all measures for screening, cleaning, hygiene
and social distancing that the CDC recommends for correctional facilities; (2) to diagnose and treat
people showing symptoms of COVID-19 in accordance with contemporary standards of care, (3) to
approve, within seven days, community or private residences to those qualified for release to such via
[General Statutes] § 18-100, (4) to approve, within seven days, residences for any prisoner or detainee
who isnow eligible for release but for the defendant’ s approval of aresidence, and (5) to sufficiently
fund transitional housing for the duration of the pandemic; and (d) undertake any other task necessary to
discharge their duties to those in their custody during the pandemic, including by working with other
arms of state government to expedite their handling of requests for release, and ensuring consideration
of relief for all incarcerated people who can safely return to their communities.”

The defendants assert in their motion to dismiss that the court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over this
action on the basis that the defendant CCDLA lacks standing because it fails the classical aggrievement
test and because it cannot assert third party standing on behalf of the individual plaintiffs. They aso
assert that the individual plaintiffs lack standing because they do not have any right to be released prior
to the end of their lawful sentences and because their constitutional claims are based on aleged injuries
that are too speculative. The defendants also assert that the plaintiffs’ claims are nonjusticiable political
guestions. Finally, the defendants contend that the plaintiffs’ request for the court to order the defendants
to submit a plan for the court’ s review is barred by sovereign immunity to the extent that such aplan
callsfor the defendants to sufficiently fund transitional housing for the duration of the pandemic because
such a plan would amount to an award of damages from the state, which has not consented to be sued.
On April 13, 2020, the plaintiffs filed a memorandum in opposition to the motion and the defendants
filed areply, along with adeclaration of Cary Freston. Arguments on this motion were heard before this
court on the record on April 15, 2020. Counsel for all parties participated by telephone.

UWY CV206054309S 4/24/2020 Page 1 of 9
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DISCUSSION

“[A] motion to dismiss. . . properly attacks the jurisdiction of the court, essentially asserting that the
plaintiff cannot as a matter of law and fact state a cause of action that should be heard by the court.”
(Internal quotation marks omitted.) Santorso v. Bristol Hospital, 308 Conn. 338, 350, 63 A.3d 940
(2013). “A motion to dismiss tests, inter alia, whether, on the face of the record, the court is without
jurisdiction.” (Internal quotation marks omitted.) MacDermid, Inc. v. Leonetti, 310 Conn. 616, 626, 79
A.3d 60 (2013). “A court deciding a motion to dismiss must determine not the merits of the claim or
even itslegal sufficiency, but rather, whether the claim is one that the court has jurisdiction to hear and
decide.” (Internal quotation marks omitted.) Hinde v. Specialized Education of Connecticut, Inc., 147
Conn. App. 730, 740-41, 84 A.3d 895 (2014).

A

Standing

“[JJusticiability comprises several related doctrines, namely, standing, ripeness, mootness and the
political question doctrine, that implicate a court’ s subject matter jurisdiction and its competency to
adjudicate a particular matter. . . . A case that is nonjusticiable must be dismissed for lack of subject
matter jurisdiction.” (Internal quotation marks omitted.) Janulawicz v. Commissioner of Correction, 310
Conn. 265, 270, 77 A.3d 113 (2013).

“[B]ecause the issue of standing implicates subject matter jurisdiction, it may be a proper basis for
granting a motion to dismiss.” Electrical Contractors, Inc. v. Dept. of Education, 303 Conn. 402, 413, 35
A.3d 188 (2012). “The proper procedural vehicle for disputing a party’ s standing is a motion to
dismiss.” (Internal quotation marks omitted.) D’ Eramo v. Smith, 273 Conn. 610, 615 n.6, 872 A.2d 408
(2005). “If . . . the plaintiff’ s standing does not adequately appear from all materials of record, the
complaint must be dismissed.” (Footnote omitted; internal quotation marks omitted.) Burton v.
Dominion Nuclear Connecticut, Inc., 300 Conn. 542, 550, 23 A.3d 1176 (2011).

“It iswell established that [a] party must have standing to assert aclaim in order for the court to have
subject matter jurisdiction over the claim. . . . Standing is the legal right to set judicial machinery in
motion. One cannot rightfully invoke the jurisdiction of the court unless he has, in an individual or
representative capacity, some real interest in the cause of action, or alegal or equitable right, title or
interest in the subject matter of the controversy. . . . [Our Supreme Court] has often stated that the
guestion of subject matter jurisdiction, because it addresses the basic competency of the court, can be
raised by any of the parties, or by the court sua sponte, at any time. . . . Where a party isfound to lack
standing, the court is consequently without subject matter jurisdiction to determine the cause. . . .
“Standing is no mere procedural technicality. As the United States Supreme Court has explained, ‘[t]he
power to declare the rights of individuals and to measure the authority of governments. . . islegitimate
only in the last resort, and as a necessity in the determination of real, earnest and vital controversy.’ . ..
Valley Forge Christian College v. Americans United for Separation of Church & State, Inc., 454 U.S.
464, 471, 102 S. Ct. 752, 70 L. Ed. 2d 700 (1982). As aresult, ‘[t]he exercise of judicial power, which
can so profoundly affect the lives, liberty, and property of those to whom it extends, is therefore
restricted to litigants who can show [an injury] resulting from the action which they seek to have the
court adjudicate.” . . . Id., 473. The standing requirement further evinces a proper regard for the judicial
branch’ s relationship with coequal branches of government under our constitutional structure. Thus, ‘[i]t
istherole of courtsto provide relief to clamants, in individual or class actions, who have suffered, or
will imminently suffer, actual harm; it is not the role of courts, but that of the political branches, to shape
the institutions of government in such fashion as to comply with the laws and the Constitution.” Lewisv.
Casey, 518 U.S. 343, 349, 116 S. Ct. 2174, 135 L. Ed. 2d 606 (1996).” (Citations omitted; footnotes
omitted; internal quotation marks omitted.) Johnson v. Rell, 119 Conn. App. 730, 735-37, 990 A.2d 354
(2010).

The defendants argue that the court lacks subject matter jurisdiction because the plaintiffs lack standing
to pursue their claims in this mandamus action. In support of their position, they argue that none of the
plaintiffs are classically aggrieved because they have not alleged any direct injury. They also maintain
that the plaintiffs have failed to allege facts to meet the other standing requirements applicable to each of
the plaintiffs.

1. Associational Standing asto the CCDLA

With regard to the CCDLA, the defendants first argue that the CCDLA lacks standing because the
complaint sets forth no allegations of any injury to the CCDLA or its members; the plaintiffs allege only
potential injury to some clients of its members. They further maintain that the CCDLA cannot
successfully assert associational standing because such standing requires the plaintiffsto allege that the

UWY CV206054309S 4/24/2020 Page 2 of 9
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CCDLA has suffered or will suffer some direct injury in its own right. They note that no such allegations
areincluded in the complaint. In opposition, the plaintiffs argue that the CCDLA may avail itself of
associational standing to bring this action on behalf of its members because they meet the requirements
for such standing. Specifically, they maintain that its members suffer an injury in fact and therefore
would otherwise have standing to maintain this action in their own right because they face the threat of
coronavirus infection when visiting their clients who are “cycling in and out of DOC custody.” They
further assert that the interests they seek to protect are germane to the CCDLA' s purpose, which isto
support its membersin their defense of people accused of violating the law. Finally, they assert that
participation of the individual members would not be required. In their reply, the defendants assert that
the plaintiffs’ assertions of injury in their memorandum in opposition are not a substitute for allegations
in their operative complaint, which do not allege any such injuries, and argue that the CCDLA members
have no rights under the eighth or fourteenth amendments to the United States constitution and are not
required to enter prisonsto represent their clients. They also argue that because the plaintiffs do not
allege that CCDLA members represent inmates in any actions asserting conditions of confinement
claims, they fail to satisfy the “germaneness’ prong of the associational standing test.

The court agrees with the defendants that the plaintiffs have not alleged facts demonstrating that the
CCDLA meets the requirements for such standing. Specificaly, the plaintiffs have not alleged that the
CCDLA or any of its members have suffered any injury. In the amended complaint, the plaintiffs allege
that the CCDLA *“is anonprofit Connecticut organization comprising lawyers who represent people
accused of crimesin the state,” it “has approximately 300 members statewide,” “[i]ts members represent
clients held in each of the facilities controlled by the Connecticut Department of Correction,” and it
“engages in education and advocacy for the fair treatment of those accused of crimes, and for positive
changes in Connecticut’s criminal and motor vehicle code,” and “also serves as an amicus curiae to
Connecticut’s appellate courts.” (Amended complaint, entry #114, 1 1-4.) The CCDLA is not
mentioned in anywhere else in the complaint, and these allegations fail to assert that it has suffered or
will suffer any direct injury.

“An organization may file suit on its own behalf ‘to seek judicial relief from injury to itself and to
vindicate whatever rights and immunities the organization itself may enjoy.” Warth v. Seldin, 422 U.S.
490, 511, 95 S. Ct. 2197, 45 L. Ed. 2d 343 (1975). In order to do so, however, an organization must
satisfy the constitutional minimum of standing by demonstrating an ‘injury in fact’; a causal connection
between the injury and the conduct of which the party complains; and that it is‘likely’ afavorable
decision will provide redress.” Juvenile Matters Trial LawyersAssn. v. Judicia Dept., 363 F. Supp. 2d
239, 244 (D. Conn. 2005). Without any allegation of an injury in fact to the CCDLA, it fails to meet the
requirements of associational standing. In Juvenile Matters Trial Lawyers Assn. v. Judicial Dept., supra,
363 F. Supp. 2d 245, an organization of attorneys who provided legal servicesto juveniles and their
families brought an action seeking injunctive and declaratory relief against the Judicial Department and
severa individual defendants. In opposing a motion to dismiss asserting lack of standing, the plaintiff
argued that it had standing to bring this action in its own right, on behalf of its members, and on behalf
of the clients represented by the member attorneys. Asin the present case, the complaint in that case did
not include any allegation of injury to the association itself. Accordingly, the District Court determined
that the plaintiff lacked standing to bring the action on its own behalf in that action. That same reason
applies here. As the plaintiffs have not aleged any injury to the CCDLA, it lacks standing to assert any
claim on its own behalf.

Moreover, any injury on behalf of the CCDLA that might be inferred from the complaint would be too
indirect to demonstrate the CCDLA’ s standing because any such injury would be suffered by individual
clients of individual members of the CCDLA. In Connecticut State Medical Society v. Oxford Health
Plans (CT), Inc., 272 Conn. 469, 481-82, 863 A.2d 645 (2005), the plaintiff had argued that it had
sufficiently alleged an injury suffered by the plaintiff in that it alleged that its members had suffered
injury by the defendant’ s failure to make timely and compl ete payments to those members, which, in
turn, resulted in the plaintiff suffering injury because the defendants’ actions caused the plaintiff to
expend resources and to suffer areduction in revenue from its members. The court upheld the trial
court’s decision dismissing the action for lack of standing because the plaintiff’sinjuries “derive solely
and exclusively from the harm allegedly visited upon the plaintiff’s members by the defendant. In other
words, none of the harm that the plaintiff allegedly suffered as aresult of the defendant’ s conduct is
direct.” (Emphasisin original.) I1d., 479. As the defendants in the present case correctly note, the injuries
asserted in this case are one step further removed; any injuries would affect the inmates, not the CCDLA
or its members. For this reason as well, the CCDLA does not have associational standing.

UWY CV206054309S 4/24/2020 Page 3 of 9
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2. Third Party Standing of the CCDLA

The court must next address whether the plaintiffs’ allegations support the plaintiffs’ argument that the
CCDLA hasthird party standing to assert claims on behalf of third party inmates. The defendants assert
that the CCDLA cannot assert third party standing on behalf of inmates because the three requirements
for such standing are not satisfied in the present case. Specifically, they argue that the complaint sets
forth no allegation of an injury suffered by the CCDLA or its members, that the CCDLA’ srelationship
with the third party inmates is not sufficiently close, and that there is no hindrance to the third parties
ability to protect their own interests.

The plaintiffs counter that the CCDLA satisfies the requirements for third party standing, specifically
that the CCDLA’ s relationship with third party inmates is sufficiently close and that there is a hindrance
to the third party inmates’ ability to protect their own interests. The plaintiffs do not directly address the
defendants argument that the CCDLA failsto allege an injury to itself for purposes of third party
standing, but contend that members of the public may bring mandamus actions to enforce a public right
pursuant to Practice Book 8 23-45 (a) FN5 without the need to demonstrate any interest in the outcome
of the matter. Moreover, they maintain, the CCDLA isin abetter position to represent the interests of its
members’ clients than the individual inmates themselves because of the limited resources available to
the courts to review the petitions of numerous individual inmates seeking to obtain release due to the
COVID-19 pandemic.

The United States Supreme Court has “recognized the right of litigants to bring actions on behalf of
third parties, provided three important criteria are satisfied: The litigant must have suffered an ‘injury in
fact,” thus giving him or her a‘sufficiently concrete interest’ in the outcome of theissue in dispute. . .
the litigant must have a close relation to the third party . . . and there must exist some hindrance to the
third party’ s ability to protect hisor her own interests.” (Citations omitted.) Powersv. Ohio, 499 U.S.
400, 410-11, 111 S. Ct. 1364, 113 L. Ed. 2d 411 (1991); see also State v. Bradley, 195 Conn. App. 36,
51, 223 A.3d 62 (2019) (listing “injury” as one of three requirements that must be satisfied in order to
bring actions on behalf of third parties), cert. granted on other grounds, 334 Conn. 925, 223 A.3d 379
(2020).

As discussed elsewhere in this decision with regard to associational standing, the plaintiffs have not
alleged any injury to the CCDLA or its members. As such an injury isrequired in order to bring aclaim
on behalf of third parties, the plaintiffs’ claim of third party standing as to the CCDLA fails. Moreover,
the plaintiffs’ contention that such an injury or direct interest is not required where a plaintiff brings a
mandamus action to enforce a public right is unpersuasive. Practice Book § 23-45 (a) provides: “An
action of mandamus may be brought in an individual right by any person who claims entitlement to that
remedy to enforce a private duty owed to that person, or by any state' s attorney to enforce a public
duty.” (Emphasis added.) The CCDLA is alleged to be an association of criminal defense attorneys, not
state’ s attorneys. The one Connecticut case cited by the plaintiffsin support of their position, State ex
rel. E. Color Printing Co. v. Jenks, 150 Conn. 444, 190 A.2d 591 (1963), was brought by a state's
attorney and is therefore inapposite. Although it is therefore not necessary to address the other
requirements of third party standing, the court further notes that the plaintiffs' contention that it meets
the third requirement, that the third parties must be hindered in protecting their own rights, is belied by
the fact that the individual plaintiffsin this action are members of the group whose interests the CCDLA
seeks to protect. For all of these reasons, the CCDLA lacks standing to assert claims on behalf of third
partiesin this action. Accordingly, the motion is granted and the action is dismissed with regard to the
CCDLA.

2. Standing: Individual Plaintiffs

The court next turns to the issue of whether the individual plaintiffs have standing to maintain this
action. The defendants argue that the individual plaintiffs lack standing because they have not alleged
any injury asthey do not have any right to be released before the end of their sentences. They maintain
that the individual plaintiffs have no statutory right to early release and that the statutes providing for
early release provide discretion to the executive officials charged with carrying out their provisions. In
support, they further argue that the eighth and fourteenth amendments to the United States constitution
do not provide aremedy for the individual plaintiffs because they do not provide for early release; rather,
they relate to deliberate indifference to health and safety and the provision of medical care. They further
maintain that the risk of harm posed by the individual plaintiffs remaining incarcerated is too speculative
to support the plaintiffs' claims. Finally, the defendants argue that the plaintiffs failure to allege that the
defendants have the requisite level of mental culpability for purposes of a deliberate indifference clam
deprives them of standing.
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In opposition, the plaintiffs counter that the defendants’ knowledge of the dangers of COVID-19, and the
defendants' failure to take appropriate measures to prevent its spread in thelir facilities, amount to an
eighth and fourteenth amendment violation because the individua plaintiffs conditions of confinement
are likely to cause serious illness and needless suffering. They argue that they have alleged the
defendants' deliberate indifference to the plaintiffs' exposure to COVID-19 by their failure to take
adequate steps to prevent exposure to the virus. Moreover, the plaintiffs maintain, their allegations
pertaining to the defendants’ mental state are adequate because they need only to have aleged that the
defendants acted “recklessly” with regard to the safety of the individual plaintiffs who have been
sentenced and that the defendants knew or should have known of the excessive risk to health or safety
with regard to the individual plaintiffs who have not yet been sentenced. The plaintiffs further argue that
claims of deliberate indifference do not require the plaintiffs already to have been exposed to the risk of
infection. They maintain that the complaint adequately alleges that people incarcerated in DOC facilities
are held in conditions posing a substantial risk of serious harm. Finaly, the plaintiffs argue that their
injuries are redressible by this court without regard to whether a particular statute or administrative
scheme establishes a remedy to address the risks posed by the COVID-19 crisis and that, even if the
court were limited only to the remedies aready provided by the executive and legidative branches, the
defendants already have the authority “to alter every existing textual form of relief such that their
feigned helplessness divests them of adefense.” Essentialy, the plaintiffs argue that the court has broad
discretion to structure appropriate relief in this mandamus action such that the plaintiffs have injuries
that are redressible in this action.

As athreshold matter, the court rejects the defendants’ argument that the issue of whether the individual
plaintiffs have aright to be released from custody is dispositive of the issue of whether they have
standing to maintain this action. Although the defendants have cited federal case law stating that “if the
plaintiff’s claim has no foundation in law, he has no legally protected interest and thus no standing to
sue’; Claybrook v. Slater, 111 F.3d 904, 907 (D.C. Cir. 1997); research reveals no appellate authority in
Connecticut applying the concept of standing that broadly. To the contrary, our Supreme Court has
consistently retained a distinction between standing and the plaintiff’s “legal interests.” “The
fundamental aspect of [statutory] standing . . . [isthat] it focuses on the party seeking to get his
complaint before [the] court and not on the issues he wishes to have adjudicated. . . . When standing is
put in issue, the question is whether the person whose standing is challenged is a proper party to request
an adjudication of the issue and not whether the controversy is otherwise justiciable, or whether, on the
merits, the plaintiff has alegally protected interest that the defendant’s action hasinvaded. . . . The
concepts of standing and legal interest are to be distinguished. The legal interest test goes to the merits,
whereas standing concerns the question whether the interest sought to be protected by the complainant is
arguably within the zone of interests to be protected or regulated by the statute or constitutional
guarantee in question.” (Internal quotation marks omitted.) Lazar v. Ganim, 334 Conn. 73, 85-86, 220
A.3d 18 (2019), quoting Mystic Marinelife Aquarium, Inc. v. Gill, 175 Conn. 483, 491-92, 400 A.2d
726 (1978). Accordingly, the court will not grant the defendants' motion on ground that the plaintiffs
have no injury simply because they have no right to be released from custody. Nevertheless, the court
must consider whether the plaintiffs otherwise have failed to allege an injury as aresult of the
defendants' handling of the COVID-19 pandemic.

“An allegation of injury is both fundamental and essential to a demonstration of standing. Under
Connecticut law, standing requires no more than a colorable claim of injury; a plaintiff ordinarily
establishes his standing by allegations of injury. . . . Aslong as there is some direct injury for which the
plaintiff seeks redress, the injury that is alleged need not be great. . . . Furthermore, an allegation of
injury is aprerequisite under federal law to the maintenance of an action under § 1983. See, e.g.,
Colombo v. O’ Connell, 310 F.3d 115, 117 (2d Cir. 2002) (‘[t]o state aclaim under [§] 1983, a plaintiff
must allege facts indicating that some official action has caused the plaintiff to be deprived of his or her
constitutional rights—in other words, there is an injury requirement to state the claim’), cert. denied, 538
U.S. 961, 123 S. Ct. 1750, 155 L. Ed.2d 512 (2003); Ciambriello v. County of Nassau, 292 F.3d 307,
323 (2d Cir. 2002) (‘[i]n order to state a claim under § 1983, a plaintiff must allege that he was injured
by either a state actor or a private party acting under color of state law’).” (Emphasisin original;
footnotes omitted.) Johnson v. Rell, supra, 119 Conn. App. 735-38.

“The eighth amendment, which applies to the states through the due process clause of the fourteenth
amendment to the United States constitution . . . prohibits detention in a manner that constitutes cruel
and unusual punishment. . . . Cruel and unusual punishment refers to punishment that involves the
unnecessary and wanton infliction of pain or is grossly disproportionate to the severity of the crime. . . .
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Under the eighth amendment, prison officials must ensure that inmates receive adequate food, clothing,
shelter, and medical care, and must take reasonable measures to guarantee the safety of the inmates.. . .
" (Citations omitted; internal quotation marks omitted.) Fuller v. Commissioner of Correction, 75 Conn.
App. 133, 136, 815 A.2d 208 (2003).

“In challenging the conditions of confinement, the prisoner must meet two requirements. First, the
alleged deprivation of adequate conditions must be objectively, sufficiently serious. . . such that the
petitioner was denied ‘the minimal civilized measure of life's necessities. .. ." ... Wilson v. Seiter, 501
U.S. 294, 298, 111 S. Ct. 2321, 115 L. Ed. 2d 271 (1991). Second, the official involved must have had a
sufficiently culpable state of mind described as ‘ deliberate indifference’ to inmate health or safety.
Farmer v. Brennan, [511 U.S. 825, 834, 114 S. Ct. 1970, 128 L. Ed. 2d 811 (1994)]. In that context,
subjective deliberate indifference means that *a prison official cannot be found liable under the [g]ighth
[almendment for denying an inmate humane conditions of confinement unless the official knows of and
disregards an excessive risk to inmate health or safety . . .. Id., 837. (Citations omitted; internal
guotation marks omitted.) Fuller v. Commissioner of Correction, supra, 75 Conn. App. 136-37.

In the present case, the plaintiffs have not alleged facts satisfying these two requirements. First, the
plaintiffs have not alleged facts showing that the defendants have deprived the plaintiffs of the minimal
civilized measure of life’'s necessities by failing to release a sufficient number of prisoners from
confinement in order to mitigate the risk of the spread of infection. Although Helling v. McKinney, 509
U.S. 25, 113 S. Ct. 2475, 125 L. Ed. 2d 22 (1993), supports the plaintiffs position that exposure to
future harm can present an eighth amendment violation, the facts of that case are distinguishable from
those alleged in the present case. In Helling, the United States Supreme Court held that the plaintiff in
that case stated a cause of action under the eighth amendment by alleging that prison officials “have,
with deliberate indifference, exposed [the plaintiff inmate] to levels of [environmental tobacco smoke]
that pose an unreasonable risk of serious damage to his future health.” I1d., 35. Although the court held
that the fact that the plaintiff had not yet suffered any adverse health consequences from his exposure to
smoke was not fatal to his claim, the plaintiff had asserted that he was presently and directly exposed to
the dangerous condition, in that he was presently being exposed to smoke by being forced to share a cell
with another prisoner who was smoking five packs of cigarettes per day. 1d., 28. In the present case, the
plaintiffs have not alleged analogous facts. For example, the plaintiffs do not alege that any of them are
housed with or otherwise directly exposed to individuals with COVID-19. Rather, they allege that the
preventative steps that the defendants have taken have not been and will not be adequate to address the
pandemic because the plaintiffs will be subjected to a heightened risk of exposure to the coronavirusin
the future as aresult of inadequate steps taken to mitigate the risks.

Even assuming, arguendo, that the conditions to which the plaintiffs are being or will be exposed do rise
to the level of a“seriousrisk to health or safety,” the plaintiffs have not alleged facts to satisfy the
second requirement, that is, to show that the defendants have acted or will act with “deliberate
indifference” to the risks posed by the COVID-19 pandemic. To the contrary, the plaintiffs describe the
defendants conduct in the amended complaint as “commendable, but unfortunately insufficient to
comply with their constitutional and statutory obligation to ensure the safety of those in their custody.”
(Amended complaint, entry #114, 1 92.) Allegations that the defendants' actions have been or will be
“insufficient” do not rise to the level of a conscious disregard of an excessive risk to inmate health or
safety.

“The second requirement follows from the principle that only the unnecessary and wanton infliction of
pain implicates the Eighth Amendment. . . . To violate the Cruel and Unusual Punishments Clause, a
prison official must have a sufficiently culpable state of mind. . . . In prison-conditions cases that state of
mind is one of ‘deliberate indifference’ to inmate health or safety . . . .” (Citations omitted; internal
guotation marks omitted.) Farmer v. Brennan, supra, 511 U.S. 834. The United States Supreme Court
has explained that “deliberate indifference describes a state of mind more blameworthy than
negligence.” 1d., 835. It further explained that this standard “ requires more than ordinary lack of due
care for the prisoner’ sinterests or safety.” (Internal quotation marks omitted.) Id. “Itis, indeed, fair to
say that acting or failing to act with deliberate indifference to a substantial risk of serious harmto a
prisoner is the equivalent of recklessly disregarding that risk.” 1d., 836. In further clarifying what is
meant by “recklessly” in this context, the court in Farmer explained that “a prison official cannot be
found liable under the Eighth Amendment for denying an inmate humane conditions of confinement
unless the official knows of and disregards an excessive risk to inmate health or safety; the official must
both be aware of facts from which the inference could be drawn that a substantial risk of serious harm
exists, and he must also draw the inference.” (Emphasis added.) Id., 837. “The Eighth Amendment does
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not outlaw cruel and unusual ‘ conditions’; it outlaws cruel and unusual ‘ punishments.” An act or
omission unaccompanied by knowledge of a significant risk of harm might well be something society
wishes to discourage, and if harm does result society might well wish to assure compensation. The
common law reflects such concerns when it imposes tort liability on a purely objective basis. . . . But an
official’ sfailure to alleviate a significant risk that he should have perceived but did not, while no cause
for commendation, cannot under our cases be condemned as the infliction of punishment.” (Citations
omitted.) Id., 837-38.

In the present case, the plaintiffs have not alleged facts demonstrating that the defendants had or have the
requisite mental state with respect to the risks identified in the complaint. Although the allegationsin the
amended complaint do demonstrate that the defendants are aware of the seriousness of the risks posed
by COVID-19 generally, the complaint does not allege facts demonstrating that the defendants are acting
with deliberate indifference with regard to those risks. Rather, the plaintiffs assert in their amended
complaint that the defendants, in failing to release prisoners from confinement to reduce prison
population density, have not done enough to protect inmates from the risk of infection. As the defendants
correctly assert, these allegations sound in negligence, not recklessness. Our Supreme Court has
“described recklessness as a state of consciousness with reference to the consequences of one' s acts. . . .
It is more than negligence, more than gross negligence. . . . The state of mind amounting to recklessness
may be inferred from conduct. But, in order to infer it, there must be something more than afailure to
exercise a reasonable degree of watchfulness to avoid danger to others or to take reasonable precautions
to avoid injury to them. . . . Wanton misconduct is reckless misconduct. . . . It is such conduct as
indicates areckless disregard of the just rights or safety of others or of the consequences of the action.”
(Internal quotation marks omitted.) Matthiessen v. Vanech, 266 Conn. 822, 832-33, 836 A.2d 394
(2003). Asthe dlegations in the amended complaint do not sound in recklessness, the plaintiffs have
failed to allege an eighth amendment injury and, accordingly, the individua plaintiffslack standing to
maintain this action.

B

Political Question Doctrine

Although it is not necessary to reach the other grounds asserted in the defendants' motion, as the court
has already determined that none of the plaintiffs have standing to maintain this action and it must,
therefore, be dismissed, the court will address the political question doctrine as an aternative basis for
its decision. The defendants argue that the plaintiffs' action presents nonjusticiable political questions
and must be dismissed because the plaintiffs' requests for relief in this mandamus action seek to impose
the judgment of the court in place of the discretion vested in coordinate branches of government. In
essence, they contend that by seeking mandamus relief that would limit or override the discretion
otherwise vested in the legidative and executive branches of government, the plaintiffs action presents
nonjusticiable political questions. The plaintiffs counter that the plaintiffs' claims do not involve
political questions because the court has the power to provide mandamus relief from reckless exposure
to illness or death as aresult of the spread of COVID-19 in their facilities. They maintain that enforcing
the protections of the United States constitution against cruel and unusual punishment iswithin this
court’ s authority. They argue that the defendants’ duty to safeguard the health and wellbeing of the
inmates in custody are not discretionary. In response, the defendants further argue that the question of
how any violations of the plaintiffs' constitutional rights would be rectified should be l€eft to the
discretion of the legidative and executive branches. They maintain that because the plaintiffs seek relief
that calls for the exercise of discretion by executive branch officials, and seeks no alternative relief such
as adeclaratory judgment that the plaintiffs' constitutional rights are being violated, this case presents
nonjusticiable political questions and must be dismissed.

“The political question doctrine itself is based on the principle of separation of powers. . . aswell asthe
notion that the judiciary should not involve itself in matters that have been committed to the executive
and legidative branches of government. . . . [1]n considering whether a particular subject matter presents
anonjusticiable political question, we have articulated [six] relevant factors, including: atextually
demonstrable constitutional commitment of the issue to a coordinate political department; or alack of
judicially discoverable and manageable standards for resolving it; or the impossibility of deciding
without an initial policy determination of akind clearly for nonjudicial discretion; or the impossibility of
acourt’ s undertaking independent resolution without expressing lack of the respect due coordinate
branches of government; or an unusual need for unguestioning adherence to a political decision already
made; or the potentiality of embarrassment from multifarious pronouncements by various departments
on one guestion. Unless one of these formulations is inextricable from the case at bar, there should be no
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dismissal for nonjusticiability on the ground of a political question’s presence.” (Citations omitted,;
internal quotation marks omitted.) Connecticut Coalition for Justice in Education Funding, Inc. v. Rell,
295 Conn. 240, 255-56, 990 A.2d 206 (2010).

Applying these factors to the present case, the plaintiffs’ claims involve nonjusticiable political questions
and should be dismissed for that reason as well. The plaintiffs seek mandamus relief compelling the
defendants to release inmates with heightened risk factors for COVID-19 to “to an appropriate medical
facility where necessary”; “immediately and meaningfully reduce the population density at each and
every facility in which they confine people’ by taking specific steps specified by the plaintiffsin their
complaint; and to “submit for the Court’s review and ongoing monitoring a plan” regarding certain
aspects of the defendants’ efforts to mitigate the spread of the coronavirus, providing medical care to
inmates, approval of residences for qualified inmates, and to sufficiently fund transitional housing for the
duration of the pandemic; and to undertake other necessary tasks. If the court were to compel the
defendants to take these actions, such an order would necessarily be made without “judicially
discoverable and manageabl e standards”; would not be possible “without an initial policy determination
of akind clearly for nonjudicia discretion”; would not be possible “without expressing lack of the
respect due coordinate branches of government . .. .” Seeld.

As the defendants correctly note, the statutes governing release and transfer of inmates in DOC custody
provide discretion to the executive branch officials with regard to the transfer or release of inmates. For
example, General Statutes § 18-100 (e) providesin relevant part that “the commissioner may transfer
any person from one correctional institution to another or to any public or private nonprofit halfway
house, group home or mental health facility or, after satisfactory participation in aresidential program,
to any approved community or private residence. . . .” (Emphasis added.) Similarly, General Statutes 8
18-100c provides that an inmates with a sentence of two years or less “may be released pursuant to
subsection (e) of section 18-100 or to any other community correction program approved by the
Commissioner of Correction.” (Emphasis added.) General Statutes § 18-52a (@) providesin relevant
part: “Any person committed to the custody of the Commissioner of Correction who is confined in a
correctional facility and requires hospitalization for medical care may be transferred by the department
to any hospital having facilities for such care. . . .” (Emphasis added.) These statutes necessarily entall
the use of discretion and judgment by the department of correction in determining whether to release or
transfer an inmate. Accordingly, application of the above factors indicates that the action should be
dismissed based on the political question doctrine.

By contrast, in Connecticut Coalition for Justice in Education Funding, Inc., the court determined that
the plaintiffs' claimsin that case did not present a nonjusticiable political question. In reaching its
conclusion, the court summarized the reasoning set forth in an earlier decision, Seymour v. Region One
Board of Education, 261 Conn. 475, 482—84, 803 A.2d 318 (2002). In both cases, the court relied, in
part, on the forms of relief sought by the plaintiffsin determining that the case did not present a
nonjusticiable political question. Specifically, it noted: “If we were to construe the complaint as
requesting only that a court, having determined that the plaintiffs' constitutional claims are meritorious,
order the [school] district to establish itself as ataxing district, and set the taxing powers and standards
suggested by the plaintiffs, we would have grave doubts about the justiciability of the claim, asthe
defendant suggests. In that case, it isvery likely that the claim would fall within one or more of the
categories of nonjusticiability.” Connecticut Coalition for Justice in Education Funding, Inc. v. Rell,
supra, 295 Conn. 261. The court further explained: “Although the plaintiffs do seek, in part, such an
order from the court, and although the text of the complaint presents such aremedy as the only way to
vindicate the plaintiffs' rights, a separate prayer for relief is simply ‘[t]hat judgment be entered declaring
that . . . [General Statutes] 8 10-51 (b) is unconstitutional on its face and as applied by [the board].”” Id.
It further explained: “This latter prayer for relief is susceptible of an interpretation that would leave the
formulation of the appropriate remedy to the legislative branch, rather than requiring the judicial branch
to entangle itself in what probably would be the nonjudicial function of establishing ataxing district.
Furthermore, there is precedent for this court, having determined that a particular legislative schemeis
unconstitutional, to leave the remedy to the legislative branch, at least initialy. . . . We, therefore,
consider the question of justiciability on the premise that the plaintiffs seek a declaration of the
unconstitutionality of 8 10-51 (b), with the remedy that they propose to be considered by the legidlative
branch.” 1d., 261-62.

Applying this reasoning to the present action yields a different result. In the present case, the plaintiffs
prayersfor relief leave no room for an interpretation that the plaintiffs seek a mere declaration asto the
constitutionality of the defendants’ actions with respect to the COVID-19 crisis. Although the plaintiffs
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claims would depend, in part, on a determination that the individual plaintiffs constitutional rights are
being violated, the plaintiffs do not seek declaratory relief. They ask that the court order mandamus
relief, specifically the release and relocation of inmates and the reduction in prison popul ations.
Moreover, the nature of the action itself, mandamus, demonstrates that the nature of relief sought in this
action isto compel specific actions on the part of the defendants, actions that are governed by statutes
granting the defendants discretion with regard to how to carry out their responsibilities. Accordingly, this
action presents nonjusticiable political questions and must be dismissed.

C

Sovereign Immunity

With regard to the defendants’ sovereign immunity argument, the motion will not be granted on that
basis. “The Supreme Court . . . has taught that sovereign immunity is not invoked simply because
prospective injunctive relief ultimately resultsin adiminution of state funds.” In re Dairy Mart
Convenience Stores, Inc., 411 F.3d 367, 375 (2d Cir. 2005), citing Edelman v. Jordan, 415 U.S. 651,
668, 94 S. Ct. 1347, 39 L. Ed. 2d 662 (1974) (although state officials, “in order to shape their official
conduct to the mandate of the Court’ s decrees, would more likely have to spend money from the state
treasury than if they had been left free to pursue their previous course of conduct” such “an ancillary
effect on the state treasury is a permissible and often an inevitable consequence of the principle’ that
prospective injunctive relief is not barred by the eleventh amendment to the United States constitution).
Asthe plaintiffs correctly assert, therefore, sovereign immunity does not bar the present action.
Accordingly, the motion is not granted on sovereign immunity grounds. Nevertheless, for the reasons
discussed elsewhere in this decision, the court neverthel ess lacks subject matter jurisdiction, which
requires that the motion be granted.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the defendants' motion to dismissis hereby granted.

Footnotes

1 As noted elsewhere in this decision, Kerri Dirgo and Joshua Wilcox were added as plaintiffs on April
8, 2020. Accordingly, references to the “individual defendants’ refer to them as well.

2 0On April 8, 2020, the plaintiffs also filed a supplemental motion for temporary order of mandamus to
conform to the amended complaint that was filed on that date.

3 OnApril 7, 2020, the defendants also filed an objection to the motion for temporary order of
mandamus, with several exhibits.

4 On April 8, 2020, this court, Bellis, J., issued an order stating in relevant part: “By agreement of the
parties, and with the court’s permission, Kerri Dirgo and Joshua Wilcox are added as party plaintiffs,
Amended Complaint entry #114 filed on today’ s date is the operative complaint, and Motion to Dismiss
entry #112 is directed to said Amended Complaint.”

5 Practice Book 8 23-45 (@) provides: “ An action of mandamus may be brought in an individual right by
any person who claims entitlement to that remedy to enforce a private duty owed to that person, or by
any state' s attorney to enforce a public duty.” (Emphasis added).

421277

Judge: BARBARA N BELLIS

This document may be signed or verified electronically and has the same validity and status as a document with a physical
(pen-to-paper) signature. For more information, see Section |.E. of the State of Connecticut Superior Court E-Services
Procedures and Technical Standards (https://jud.ct.gov/external/super/E-Services/e-standards.pdf), section 51-193c of the
Connecticut Genera Statutes and Connecticut Practice Book Section 4-4.

UWY CV206054309S 4/24/2020 Page 9 of 9



Case 3:20-cv-00534-JBA Document 26-3 Filed 05/01/20 Page 1 of 3

EXHIBIT B



Case 3:20-cv-00534-JBA Document 26-3 Filed 05/01/20 Page 2 of 3

Donohue, James

From: Dan Barrett <DBarrett@acluct.org>

Sent: Saturday, April 4, 2020 12:05 PM

To: Abrams, James

Cc: O'Neill, Terrence; Strom, Steven; Belforti, James; Donohue, James
Subject: Re: Conn. Crim. Def. Lawyers Ass'n v. Lamont: notice of TRO

Thank you, Your Honor.

Dan Barrett
Legal Director | ACLU of Conn.

(860) 471-8471
2425 75BC B172 7466 3FFF

9A67 870F D7B6 110F 0A36

On Apr 4, 2020, at 09:15, Abrams, James <James.Abrams@jud.ct.gov> wrote:
We are aware that the case has been filed and plan to take all appropriate measures.

Jim Abrams

On Apr 3, 2020, at 5:04 PM, Dan Barrett <DBarrett@acluct.org> wrote:

Dear Judge Abrams:

| write to you in your capacity as the chief administrative judge of the
civil division, to bring to your attention the contested motion for a
temporary order of mandamus that the plaintiffs filed this morning in
Connecticut Criminal Defense Lawyers Ass'n v. Lamont, No.
HHD-CV20-6126477-S. My understanding is that requests for temporary
relief are being heard as Priority 1 Business, but | was not sure if the
Hartford clerk's office has the capacity to monitor for their filing

given its reduced hours and staffing.

Yours sincerely,

Dan Barrett

Dan Barrett
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Legal Director | ACLU of Connecticut

(860) 471-8471

2425 75BC B172 7466 3FFF 9A67 870F D7B6 110F 0A36

pronouns: he / him / his

{I have no control over the thinly veiled advertising appended by our

spam filter)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT

TRE MCPHERSON, ET AL., : CIVIL NO. 3:20-CV-0534 (JBA)
Petitioners, :
v.

NED LAMONT, ET AL., :
Respondents. : MAY 1, 2020

DECLARATION OF MICHELLE DEVEAU

The undersigned declarant, Michelle DeVeau, being duly swom, hereby deposes and declares
under the pains and penalties of perjury, pursuant to 28 USC §1746, that:

1. I work for the Department of Correction (*DOC™), in the Central Records Office at the
Sentence Calculation and Interstate Management Unit in Suffield, Connecticut, as a Records Specialist
IL T have been with the DOC for over 29 years and at the Central Records Office for approximately
24 years.

2. As a Records Specialist I1, T audit the records of inmates kept in the various correctional
facilities throughout the State. I am responsible for reviewing the accuracy of computerized inmate
records. 1 also assist the Office of the Attorney General in state and federal court matters involving
Jawsuits filed by inmates with respect to the inmate’s personal history and disciplinary history as
contained in their inmate master file. I have been qualified as an expert in inmate records and sentence
calculations on numerous oceasions. My duties at times include training and answering questions for
the Public Defender's office, defense attorneys, as well as Judicial Branch staff, including training at
judges' conferences when asked to do so.

3. I reviewed the relevant public records from the Judicial Branch, as well as the regularly
kept business records of the DOC for the named petitioners in this case, including for Tre McPherson,

#391124.
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4, On April 27, 2020, Tre McPherson was discharged from a DOC facility, per court
order, after the DOC received a PTA issued by the Superior Court. He is not presently in DOC custody.

5. Each evening DOC records staff get notification from Court Operations as to who is to
appear in court the following business day. The courts are on a current schedule of Monday, 9AM -
5 PM; Wednesday and Friday, 9 AM-1 PM to the public, and are closed Tuesday and Thursday. The
Judicial Branch website has the days and hours posted along with what court is presently hearing the
cases that would have normally been handled in the courts néw closed. For example, the Rockville
Courthouse is closed, but those matters that are usually heard in Rockville are being handled in the

Hartford GA #14 Courthouse. See https:/jud.ct.eov/COVID19 htm.

6. The only criminal defendants and inmates who are transported to court are Priority 1
defendants and inmates, except as may be otherwise ordered by a judge. I have seen where judges are
instructing some inmates to come into court, usually for a bond hearing and then they are released
from court.

7. However, during the COVID-19 operational procedures, states attorneys, working
together with the public defenders, defense counsel, and staff from CSSD are discussing cases, and if
an agreement is reached, and the judge approves, a PTA may be sent to the records office of the
correctional facility, without the need to transport the inmate to court.

8. It seems that Mr. McPherson was not required to appear in court, received a PTA and
was released from the facility, on April 27, 2020, after a judge approved and so ordered the release.

9. With regard to the other named petitioners, Thomas Caves, #387020, is serving a total
effective term of 8 years suspended after 42 month sentence; 4 years probation for violation of §53a-
122 Larceny 1st, §53a-217¢ Criminal Possession of a Gun; he is also serving 3 years concurrent for
§53a-103 Burglary 34 (2 counts), Conspiracy to commit §53a-103 Burglary 3, §532-32 Violation of

Probation with underlying charges §53a-103 Burglary 3% and §53a-115 Criminal Mischief, §53a-122
2




Case 3:20-cv-00534-JBA Document 26-4 Filed 05/01/20 Page 4 of 24

Larceny 1%, and 30 Months concurrent for charges §53a-103 Burglary 3" (4 counts) and 1 year
concurrent for §53a-128d Payment Card Fraud, §53a-124 Larceny 3 and §14-223 (b)** Run from
Police. See mittimuses attached, Exhibit _.

10.  Inmate Caves has a present End of Sentence (EOS) date of September 1, 2022.

11.  With regard to Petitioner, Pattikate Williams-Void, #297642 she is being held in lieu
of a total of $75,000 bond, on three criminal files from the GA#15, New Britain Superior Court. She
is currently unsentenced and has pending charges on 3 separate dockets for violations of § 21a-
278(b(1(A) sales of narcotics (3 counts) and §21a-278a(b), Sale of drugs near prohibited place, within
1500 feet of a school (3 counts). See mittimuses, Exhibit .

12, Ms. Williams-Void was admitted to DOC on March 6, 2020, and unlike the case of Mr.
McPherson, discussed above, her eriminal defense attorney has not acted to reduce her bond, and DOC
has not received any PTA for Williams-Void, who remains held pursuant to continuance mittimuses
in lieu of a total of $75,000 bond. At present, it appears her next court date is presently set for June 2,
2020. However, as discussed above, if the case is discussed and an agreement is made and approved
by ajudge, Williams-Void may not have to wait until June 2, 2020, and she may be released, if a judge
approves, without the need for going to court, as was the case with Mr. McPherson.

13.  As to Petitioner, John Doe, he is serving 24 year total effective aggregate sentence
(TES) for Sexual Assault 1* of a person under age 13, in violation of § 53a-70(a)(2)(2 counts), Illegal
sexual contact in violation of §53-21(a)(2) (2 counts)( TES 20 years) and violation of probation (VOP),
§53a-32 (underlying possession offense)(4 years, consecutive, for an total aggregate of 24 years). The
court imposed on Count 1: 20 years e/s/a 10 years, 10 years probation, 10 years man/min; on Count
2: 20 years e/s/a 10 years, 10 years probation, 10 years man/min. consecutive to Count 1; on Count
3: 10 years concurrent with Counts 1 and 2.; and Count 4: 10 years concurrent with Counts 1,2, and
3. Pursuant to Section 43-22, court vacated probation on Counts 3 and 4. The Court also ordered Sex

3
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offender registration. A redacted copy of his revised mittimuses are attached and are redacted to protect
the identity of John Doe. See Exhibit __,

14, John Doe has a present End of Sentence (EOS) date of August 10, 2023, which may
be subject to change with loss or earned Risk Reduction Earned Credit (RREC) per CGS §18-98e.

15.  With regard to the fifth and final Petitioner in this case, John Roe, he is presently
serving the balance of his 4 year, 6 month sentence for 2 counts of §21a-277b, Sales of Controlled
substance.

16. DOC and criminal history records reflect that John Roe escaped from Community
release supervision on April 24, 1990 and was not returned to confinement in Connecticut until April
12,2019, nearly nineteen years later. During his escape, he was arrested in the State of South Carolina
6 times and convicted 5 times for offenses, with the most serious conviction being for Voluntary
Manslaughter.

17.  John Roe is presently scheduled to end his sentence on November 8, 2022, which may
change based on the granting or forfeiting of statutory good time credits, per CGS §18-7a(c).

18.  Based on my personal knowledge and recent experience, it is clear that although some
state courthouses are closed, the courts are very busy and the DOC is receiving paperwork for PT’s

and releasing inmates and other court matters are proceeding, if so ordered by a state court judge.

Pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§1-24a, 53a-157b, and 28 U.S.C. §1746, I declare under the pains and
penalties of perjury that the foregoing statements are true and accurate to the best of my knowledge

and belief.

Dated this 1st day of May, 2020. ,\\ m

Michelle DeVeau
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MITTIMUS ocrs Rev.1-15 o i

¢.6.5. §§ 18-63, 18.85, 18.65a, 18.73, 18.78, 18.872, '" STATE OF CONN i CTICUT
54. ¥ .
S e, S e, s oo STRUGTIONS TO CLERK 1 SUPERIOR COURT
[x] Judgmert  [] Continuance pare a“p;g OFFI CE:S i www judict.gov
i:gzgig&mzeaetmndmmscfmiease Original to receiving facility; retum dopy § court :
Date of dispositon
TO: Any Proper Officer . 01/15/2020 :
Docket ramber Name of gelendant 1 Date of birh Dale sentence 1o bogh (F
N2INCR1902200665 Caves, Thomas __! diferent
Name and iocation of recaiving faciry Tnmate number (i avallabie) | Name and locgion of Court '
NHCC 124 E;}n Steot, New Haven CT 06510 |
15 Count - Statuts mumber Date of offense - Statute number _ Dale of offerse
[X] Crime(s) 532122 03/04/2019 ZT ; 03/04/2019
Convictad 0 Count - Statute number Date of offense Ccmtl Statute number : Date of offense
[Jerimets) | _ ; _
Charged Sth Count - Statute number Date of offense Cawt - Slatute number : Date of offense
Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was convicted of the abeye crime(s) and sentenced 19 imprisonment as follows:
Counts and Terms (f execution of portion of sentence is suspendsd, show only time§to be served.) © Total Efective
First Second Third Fourth ifth ¢ Sixth : Sentence
42 months 42 months 42 months

Specify here any pertinent conditions, if sentences are consecutive and if probation was orderad,
Count 1: B years ¢/s/a 42 months, 4 years probation
Count 2: 42 months {2 years mandatory)

Concurrent with each other and with CR19222776-S and CR19221894-5
DWOR; PS5 Waived

18-65a o 18-73 of the Gendral Statutes, in no event shall

{If a parson under the age of 21 receives a reformatory sentence in accordance with se
the term be longer than either the maximum ferm of imprisonment for the m}m{s) ‘ «adorﬁxatemofmwemanf{va@)wm}

[T] And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of fmeé noy unpaid as shown below an‘i bq committed to the
above facility in defaulf of payment of said fines. (A defendent may no{ be fcarcerated for failing to pay fee§ orcosls.}

Counts and Fines (Show only unpaid portion of fine Total Unpaid

Judgment Mittimus

First Second Third Fourth Fn Sidh . Balance

[] The Defendant Is entitled to sentence credit of :
[[] The foregoing credit includes days of credit for pretrial qonﬂfemem ata police or courﬁzotise lockup.

% § | Whereas it is ordered that said case be continued andior transferred for futuregroceedings before said court.
g :3; [] Defendant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. (As permitted By Prhctice Book §§ 44-10 and 44-1(){\.)
& £ | Vo be held 51 {Name and adaress of courl) ol Distict n {Date) Sirely bond amount
BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby nded to deliver said defenddnt tb the custody of the

Commissioner of Correction and/or the Warden or Administrator at the ility and said Commissionér and/or Warden or
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant for thp period fixed by said order or judgment of the court or
until legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been sentented $ a lerm of imprisonment an awered o pay afine, if
the fine has not been paid by the time the sentence has been served, the defehdant may not continue to be incarcerated unless the

judicial authorty has found that the defendant is able fo pay the fine and that defendant’s nonpayment wilful,

Order

 Receiving facikty timd samp
a k. 3
[ {0 )
_- (XX By Order ot the Gourt| |~ 1> 20 JANI15 py 8:27
Acknowiedgmnm of Dalivery of Defendant_ -

i delivered said defendant into the custody of the Commissioner of Correction and/ofihis agert w7
arydleft this mittimus with him. o fnis age € R4 G HYT 00C
Nexme and location of receiving tadility

O UeABRH MSN

“Tikhs of deiivering oficer Signatare of defiverng officer Signaturs ﬁm@‘:ﬁm%.
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e s P S — NECTICUT
/ 18-82, STATE OF CONNECTICU
s o i et e st oncA SUPERIOR COURT
Cont - www jud.ct.gov

] Fzﬁ:eg meet gndﬂian:gf tr:j:ase 7O OFFICER ] ’

under § 54-2a Criginaf to receiving facility; retum ¢opy & court. o
TO: Any Proper Officer _ / /; /2026
Docket umber Name of defendant ¢ Bits'sentents to begh 7

FoAB¢R14-0331218-5 CaVes, Thomas m«m&h o

Nams

and location of receiving faciity xm\éte number {If available)

GA-

6{344 &ﬁﬂ?‘f

(_T 06¢oY

1ot Count - Statute Awrber Date of offense ZMMI Mn@ﬁ«f Date of offense
Crimae(s) 5 3& "/ Q 3
onvicted| 3 Gount - Staiuts number Date of offense 4&‘:90&#&8&3&&!&%&' Date of offense
ngsrg:g 5th Count - Statute number Data of offense 681 Cougt - Slatute number Date of offerse
Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was convicted of the abgve crime(s) and sentenced © imprisonment as follows:
Counts and Terms {If execution of portion of santence is suspended, show only timg o be served.) Total Effective
First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Sentence
Sysars Byears o serve.

Judgment Mittimus

/
{T] The foregoing cradit includes

Specify here any partinent conditions, if sentences are consacutive and if probation was ordamd,

{It @ person under the age of 21 receives a reformatory sentence in accordance with s
the term be longer than either the maximum term of imprisonment for the crime(s)

compitted or for a term of mom.than

jon 18-85a or 18-73 of the G

Sentence fo run concurrently wj senfende in Fo2beR i5o30422)-5

oral Statites, in no event shall

{(5) years.)

[ ] And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of

o

unpaid as shown below a&é e committed to the

days of credit for pretrial

above facility in defaulf of payment of said fines. (A defendant may elncarcerated for failing to pay feés or costs.}
Counts and Fines (Show only unpaid portion of fine) Total Unpaid
First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Balance |
E'\mmaammmmmmmt . &, NoOc

nfinement at a police or couqthme lockup.

58 Whereas # is orderad thal said case be continued and/or transferred for futurd proceedings hefore said ‘
% g [T} Defendant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. (As permitted by Ffactice Book §§ 44-10 and -1(3&\,)
S [Tobo held at (Name and address of court) n District B (Dato) Hurety bond amourit
k3 ]| Geographical Arsa | :
BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you ars hereby © 10 deliver said defendant to the custody of the
Commissioner of Correction and/or the Wardern or Administrator atthe ag)ov acility and said Commissioner and/or Warden or
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant period fixed by said order pr judgment of the court or
until legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been sentet ced a term of imptisonment anjd ordered to pay a fine, if
: § the fina has not been paid by the time the sentence has been served, thé defgndant may not continus to He incarcerated unless the
& |judicial autiwrﬁy has found that the dexendam is abie to pay the fine and that fhe defendant’s nonpaymeniiis witful,
Recaiving facilly trhve Stmp
)
-
I deliverad said defendant into :m custédy of the Commissioner of Correction &ndle his agent
and left this mittimus with him.
Name and focation of receiving faciity
Thie of delivering oficer Signature of deivering officar Signaturs of recanving §Ricar
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: 1873, 18-76, 18.62, S‘!"ATE OF CONNECTICUT
A o e e RUCTIONS TO GLERKY SUPERIOR GOURT
[X] Judgment [ Continuance pare 8 seperste Mittimus fr ead www. jull.cLgov
{1 Failure to meet conditions of release Originai to recei 70 ﬁo;’gc&im o ,
under § 5§4-2a roceiving " retum oop: Bate 57 Foais
TO: Any Proper Officer 12/0412019
“Docket number Narm of detendant 1 Data of bih Tiate serience 1o begin 1
S20N-CR13-0148452.8 THOMAS LAMAR CAVES diterent 0174512020
Nama and location of receiving Tacay Tnmate rumber {1l avaisble) | Name
BCC 47 BELDEN AVE NORWALK, CT 08850
Tei Count - Siakne number Date of cienes Didte of offenss
[%] Crimets} 532103 ~ awo&g&s 031343121}18
mmmvswwseamw Date of offerse Gate of offense
Ug‘m i Count - Stmtite mumber iats of ofianse Bats of ofiense
Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was convicted of t*xe al]ove crime(s) and sentenced to imprisonment as follows:
Counts and Tarms (if execution of portion of sentence is suspended, show only tinle fo be served.) Total Effective
First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Sentence
3YRS 3 YRS IYRS
Specity here any pertinent conditions, if serdences are consacutive and if probation was aitéred,
TES: 3 YRS TO SERVE
" Eg;ﬂ COUNTS ARE CONCURRENT WITH EACH OTHER
¥
§ PS| WAIVED
§ |NOBODY MITT 01/15720 _ _
E {1 & person under the age of 21 receives a reformatory senterce in accordance 18-65a or 18-73 of the Geheral Stetutes, in no event shail
§, the ferm be longer than either the maximum termn of imprisonment for the crime(! itted or for a tarm of more than five (5) years.)
:% [[] And said defendant pay to the State of Conneclicut the amount of files unpaid as shown below and be committed to the
above facility in default of payment of said fines. (A defendant may not b§ incarcerated for failing to pay fqes or costs.)
Counts and Fines (Sisowow unpaid portion b{finis; Total Unpaid
First Second Third " Fourth Fifth Sixth Balance
*'\A A
[T] The Defendant is entitled to sentence credit of
[[] The foregoing credit includes —__ days of credit for pmtmt co nement ata police or cuxgihouae fockup.
5 g Whereas it is ordered that said case be continued and/or ransferred rorwzuf proceedings before said c&uﬁ{
% § D Defendant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. (As permitied by ractice Book §§ 44-10 and 44-1;0&)
8 £ [Tobe held al (Name and s00vess of cour Tudlial Distict ] On (Date) Eiiely Bond amount
"8 1 Ge ' raphical Area :
BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby tomfanded to deliver said :!efen ant to the custody of the
Commissioner of Correction and/or the Warden or Administrator at the abov facility and said Commissioher andior Warden or -
Administrator is heseby commanded to receive and keep said defendant for e period fixed by said order| or judgment of the court or
. until legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been to a term of imprisonment ahd ordered 1o pay a fine, if
'§ the fine has not been paid by the time the sentence has been served, the delendant may not continue to be incarcerated unless the
o |iudicial authority has found that the defendant is able to pay the fine and thafj e defendant's nonpayment is witful,
Signed (A _ O (ate '
By Order of the Court] 12/(4/2019
¥ A;!mowbdgm of Delivery of Defendant
| del il defendant into the custody of the Commissioner of Cormection and#r his agent
and i with him,
“Name and location of receiving factity
meoiwmw oficer Signature of delivering officer Bignatues of receiving omcer
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MITTIMUS T 5 ~ ey
3 STATE OF CONNECTICUT
2% gg%‘?r o480, 4410, AR INSTRUCTIONS TO CLERK SUPERIOR COURT
Prepare a soparate Mittimus for éach lie www.jud et gov
?Judgmsnt [T} Continuance TO OFFICER 4
Failure to meet conditions of release iginal o regaiving facilty; retum cbpy td court ,3.11:;./ Qéi
under § 54-23 ° % | ~ Sobcdhiin W“W‘m
TO: Any Proper Officer7, ,5;7 Creus, Raras L4 | (-3-/ 7
Docket number \,, n 2 iy
g AT T s ool T ¥
Name and of maaiving inmate numbar {It‘ avadable) y? argd & Court
A0 AlnY E}J“;é’i
13{00&%&*«8%%% o Date of offense ZN Stntuhawmbar : Date of offense
PTcrmein)
m,m}asdmsn«ﬁmw Date of offense Ath Courg - Statite number Data of offenss
[Terimets) L3387 2.5 o /A2 =/

Charged | 5% Court - Stafue mumber Date of offense | 61 Cour§ - Stahute number Date of offenss
Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was convicted of the abaye crime(s) and sentenced ¢ imfpris-onment as follows:
Counts and Terms (If sxscution of portion of sentence is suspended, show only imalto be served.) Total Effective

First Second Third Fourth ifth Sixth , Sentence
7271 7

are consgoutive and if probation was ordared.

T

Qosrac/ ::/

N

M«Q»/ﬁ

< K/):@" !
) g;‘!u

JAoL 33 -/ 03

Judginont Mittimus

First

Second

Third

Fourth

53-8
{If a person under the age of 21 receives @ mﬁxmafmy sentence in accordance ) sedtion 18-65a or 18-73 of the Genpral Statutes, in no event shall
the term be longer than either the maximum term of imprisonment for the crime(s) Wited or for a term of more than tive (5) years.)
[] And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of f‘n&; 4 unpaid as shown below and be committed to the
above faility in default of payment of said fines. (A defendant may not be hcarcerated for failing to pay feas or costs.)
Counts and Fines (Show only unpaid porticn of fine © ‘Total Unpaid
#Fifth Sixth Balance

[[] The Defendant is entitied to sentence credit of
[}mmlmcmdﬁincmdes

days of credit for pretrial gonf]

ement at a police or cour*hm lockup.

Whereas it s orde
ant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. (As permitted

that said case be continued and/or transferred for futurd
factice Book §§ 44-10 and 4

proceedings befare said court, |
h‘fGA ¥

" To be held at

nsfer or
Cogtinuance

J

L

/o

{Name and addrass of court)

BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNEGTICUT, you pres hereby .
Commissioner of Correction and/or the Warden or Administrator at the a ve acility and said Commissiol
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant
until legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been ‘
1 the fine has not been paid by the time the sentence has been served, the def

On {Dats)

Smy!xmdamum

o a term of imprisonment
dant may not continue to

ndedtodewarsald defend n&ioﬂxecustodyofﬁ’te

gnd/or Warden or

B period fixed by said order r judgment of the court or

ordered to pay a fins, if
intarcerated unless the

Beceiving facily ime stamp

rity has found that th dant is able to pay the fine and that the defendant's nonpayment js wilful,

3

£

t Clerk} &

“/

Pl

By.Order of the Court

Acimowhdgmm of Delivery of Defandant ;
{ deliverad said defendant into the custody of the Commissioner of Correction and/of

and left this mitimus with him.

Name and 10Gaton of raceiving faciity

uoon

Thte of dalivaring officer

Signature of delivering officar

Signaturs of receiving ¢fficsr
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CGS Sé 18-63, 18-85, 1&658 18—?3, 1&76 1862, STATE OF CONNECT(CUT
o S Bt ™ INSTRUCTIONS TQ GLERK SUPERIOR COURT
K udgment [] Continuance Prepare & separate Mitlimus for each Iis. www.jud|ct.gov
. N TO CGFFICER
U uﬁg:;e t‘s";_mze:t canditions of releese Original to receiving facility; retum copy % court
§ . Dae of disposifion

TO: Any Proper Officer _léé%adﬁ__
“Docket number Name of Dath to begin (#
FolBCRIg-030¥22)=S %V “”’”’"""

Name and locaton of feceiving (aciliy W Eagonafcgm ,3/* {:‘,"“" Ogifgd

18t Cound - Statute number of offense 2nd C Date
ety | D24~ X2 8 12/)8 ]
Convicted] Jrd Count - Statute number Date of bflanse 4th Courg - Statute number Datw of offense
] crimets) .
Charged 5th Count - Statule rember Datte of offsnse &t Cour§ - Statute number . Date of offense

Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was convicted of tha abaye crime(s) and sentenced ¢ in@rismment as follows:

Counts and Terms (if execution of portion of sentence is suspended, show only imejfo be served.) Total Effective
First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Sentence
3 years Byeurs
Spacity hare any partinent condiions, if sentences ane consaculive and if probation was ordered. M
s
E
2| sent
|, Senfence Fofun concarveally v senfone 3 frese iy servin
& | (If a person under the age of 21 receives a reformato fyeeu arfso 3 of the Gengral Statules, innb event shall
§, the term be longer than either the maximuns term of imprisonment for the crime(s) éom affora term of more than §ve {5} years.}
°
3 |[] And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of fi nes noy unpaid as shown below an{i be committed to the
above facility in default of payment of said fines. (A defendant may nol be fcarcerated for failing to payfees or costs.)
Counts and Fines {Show only unpaid portion of fineg . Total Unpaid
First Sacond Third Fourth -ifth Sixth ; Balance
ﬁmomdanmenﬁaedmumm credit of u Doe |
7
[] The foregoing creditincludes __  days of credit for pretrial qon ement at a police or coumouse lockup
5 § Whereas it is ordered that said case be continued and/or transferred for hﬁmre mceedmgs before sald court, !
g § {T] Defendant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. (As permitted &y P Book §§ 44-10 and 44-10A.)
gg To be held ot (Narme and address of cour) el Detict 1 On Duie) Sirely bond amount
Fo | Beogiiphical Area :

BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF GONNECTICUT, you are hereby camminded to deliver said defendant fo the custody of the
Commissioner of Comrection and/or the Warder) or Administrator at the above facility and said Commissioner and/or Warden or
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant period fixed by said order dr judgment of the court or
until legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been sent ® a term of imprisonment and ordered to pay a fine, if
the fine has not been paid by the time the sentence has been served, the def Fidant may not continue o be incarcerated unless the

Order

| judicial authority has found that the defendant is able to pay the fine and ihat fie defendant's nonpayment & wilful.
: Receiving taciity fimp stamp

}
mmaa pnt of Delivery of Defendant
i delivered said defendant into the cugibdy of the Commissioner of Correction andfodlhis agent

and lsft this mittimus with him.
Name and location of receiving faciity

“Fithe of delivering officer Signature of delivaring officer Signature of mceiving‘&ﬁcer
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C:G.5. §§ 18-63, 18-65, 18-853,,18.73, 18.76, 18-82, STATE OF CONNECTICUT

g STotn e soubean S ese e RUCTIONSTO CLERK} " SUPERIGR COURT

[X] Judgment = [[] Continuance repare & s p;‘: OFF CE; adp fie. www.jud.ct.gov

[[] Failure to meet conditions of release Original to receiving facility; retur copy to

under § 54-2a « Bt of epasiion

TO: Any Proper Officer 114/25/2019

Docket number Narme of defendant D Date sentence 1o egin (if

MO9M-CR18-237554-5 CAVES, THOMAS L. diterent) 4/15/2020

Name and iocation Of receiving faciity Tma x%rﬁ‘hvaﬁsm Name and (qpation of Gourt

WALKER 3; 7020 GA 09, 1 FOURT STREET, MIDDLETOWN, CT 06457

TSTCOuRt - Statute number Gale of ofiense gm Cunt - Stahmpumbar Diale of ofiense
§3a-103 0212412019
g:ﬁkﬁ& 3d Caunt - STBHE rumber G o o T Gt~ Bate of ofense
[ crimets) 53a-103 0212412018 I
Charged | o Gount - Staiute number Date of offense | §ih Calent - Statute number Date of ofiense
Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was convicted of the a!czve crime(s) and sentenced to ‘mpﬁsanmem as follows:
Counts and Terms (if execution of pastion of sentence is suspended, show only tinfe o be served.) Total Effective
First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Sentence
30 months 30 months / 30 months
Specity here any perfinent conditions, #mmmm&wan&dm&wmwaa&m,
counts 1o run concurrent with each other and other sentences :
" TES: 30 MONTHS TO SERVE CONCURRENT WITH ALL OTHER séte'rqqces FROM OTHER J&!R!me‘!eﬂs
§ .
&
s N
?, (¥ 8 person under the age of 21 receives & reformatory sentence in accordance ion 18-65a or 18-73 of the Géneral Statutes, in no evant shall
E | the term be longer than either the maximum term of imprisonment for the crime(. cmtgdc(mra term of move thab five (5) years.) ,
° T
3 |[[] And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of firies nbw unpaid as shown below dnd be committed to the
above facility in default of payment of said fines. (A defendant may niot bq incarcerated for failing to pay fées or costs.) '
Counts and Fines (Show only unpaid portion of fings) : Total Unpaid
First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Balance
[[] The Defendant is entitled to sentence credit of - }
[[] The foregoing credit includes days of credit for pretrial cor’inemem at a police or coqrﬂ\buse fockup.
5 § | Whereas it is ordered that said case be continued andlor transferred for futu proceedings before said curt,
£
% § [] Defendant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. (As permitted by Practice Book §§ 44-10 and 44-10A))
ag To be held ot (Name and sadross of courl) Tudbial Diswict ] On (Date) “Surely bond amount
3 4 ] Gehraphical Area : '

’ BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby comfanded to deliver said defengant to the custody of the
Coramissioner of Correction andlor the Warden or Administrator at the abovq facility and said Commissidner and/or Warden or
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant for the period fixed by said ordet or judgment of the court or
until legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been sentenceq to a term of imprisonment ordered to pay a fine, if

g the fine has not been paid by the time the sentence has been served, the defendant may not continue to be incarcerated uniess the

o |judicial autherity ha foond at the defendant is able to pay the fine and thalithe defendant's nonp  is wilful.

On (Qabe}
Order of the Courtj 04/
Mdmm of Delivery of Defendant

| defivered said defendam into the custody of the Commissioner of Correction and/r his agent

and left this mittimus with him. ‘

Name and jocation of receiving facliity
il of delvering OMCer Sigraturs of deiivering ocer Sigmators of receving oicer
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Judgment [T Continuance

L] Failure to meet conditions of release
under § 54-2a

TO: Any Proper Officer

s

'  TO OFFICER
Original to receiving facillty; retum

INSTRUCTIONS TO CLE
Prepare a separate Mittimus for each fite.
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STATE OF CG
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COURT
L.cl.gov

Date of disposition ;
11/25/2019 !

Docket number
MOSM-CR18.237556-S

Name of defendant
CAVES, THOMAS (.

Name and Tocaiion of recsiving facility
WALKER

Tamals nobeT (i avaliabie]
3%+020

Wame 36d
GA 09, 1

of Coust

Date of Déte sentance 10 begin (if

diiersnl 04115/2020

T8t Count - Siatute fumber
$3a-103

Date of offense
03/0312019

nd

URT STREET, MIDDLETQWN, CT 06457
~ Statute numbar .

Date of offenss

Date of ofienss

Em O S S e

(] crimets)
Charged

5 Count - Statite number Date of offense

4t

{ {
:Cou - Statule number

Date of oifense

Sﬁfwﬁ&m rwmber

Date of offense

Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was convicted of

theiabo‘e crime{s) and sentenced tc

imprisonment as follows:

_ ACGunts and Terms (f execution of

portion of sentence fssuspogdeq show only time’ be served.)

Total Effective

. First Second Third Fourth

ifth

Sixth Sentence

30 months

30 months

Specify here any pertinent conditions, if
Concurrent with other files and other sertences

(If & person under the

sentences are consaculive and i probation was orderad,

TES: 30 MONTHS TO SERVE CONCURRENT WITH ALL OTHER SENTEN@ES FROM OTHER JURISOICTIONS

&ge of 21 receives a reformatory sentence in accordance with
the term be longer than either the maximum term of imprisonment for the crime(s) og

Ny

secthn 18-65a or 18-73 of the Gene,
or for 8 term of more than

]

i Statutes, in no event shell .
(3 yoars) :

Judgment Mittimus

] And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of fines
above facility in default of payment of said fines. (A defendant may not

Q?ei

nowjinpaid as shown below and|be committed 1o the
rcerated for failing to pay

s orcosts. )
! Totat Unpaid

First Third Fourth

Counts and Fines {Show only unpaid portion of fices) ‘

Sixth Balance

Second

{] The Defendant is entitied to sentence credit of

[ the foregoing credit includes days of credit for pretrial cmﬁn’uent ata police or courth

buse iockup.

Whereas itis ordered that said case be confinued andior transferred for futu
[[] Defendant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. (As permitted by

re ptmgs before said court

Pradlice Book §§ 44-10 and 44-1A )

chemmmmmamm

Transfer or
Continuance

—
riry

=

On {Daie] Surety bond amount

. 'I‘

BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant
until legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been sent
the fine has not bean

judicial authority

Order

nd that the defendant is able to pay the fine and

comman
Commissioner of Correction and/or the Warden or Administrator at the above fa

by&zeﬁmemasentencebasbeenseme@the

for the
ito g term of
fan

Mme'

to deliver said defenda
ity and said Commissioner andfor Warden or
fixed by said order or jlidgment of the court or

1t may not continue to be |
e(emdan_t‘_s nonpayment is wilful.

to the custoedy of the 16
L
A . he
imprisonment and ordered to pay a fine, if

reerated uniess the

Signed (;

By Order of the Court

mant of Delivety of Defendant

/4
[
Aefowteds

| delivered saigd'defendant into the custody
and left this rdittimus with him,

of the Commissioner of Comection and/or higi

011157200

agent

Name and location of recefving faciity

Title of delivering officer Signature of delivering officar

“Signafire of recelving oficen

/L
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P.8. 5§ 43-17 10 43-20, 44-10, 44-10A

Judgment
[ Failure to meet conditions of release
under § 54-28

TO: Any Proper Officer

Case 3:20-cv-00534-JBA Document 26-4

1883, 18.65, 18853, 18.73, 18.78, 18.82, .

b, 54-92a, 54-06b, 54-07, 54-98 INSTRUCTIONS-FECLERK

L] Continuance -TO OFFICER

Originat to receiving facilty; retum

y to

Filegl 05/01/20 Page 14

Prepars g separste Mittimus hreéch_ il

bourt,

.

hY
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT

SUPERIOR
www.jud.C

COURT
t.gov

Data of disposton
1172512019

Docket number
MOSM-CR19-237555-8

Name of defendant
CAVES, THOMAS L.

1+

2
] ii of birth

0111572020

Name and ocation of recering 1acity
WALKER

RT STREET, MIDDLETOWN, CY- 06457

cri
EMMW:«‘S&WW

[7] crimets)
Charged

15i Count - Siabnp number

53a-103 0310312019

number ¢f gvadable) | Name andiiocatidn of Court
N1024" |eawc
Date of offenss 204 Counil Stalute number

Date of ofanse

Date of offense 4th Count

Siatute number

Date of offanse

8th Gount

5ih Count - Statute number Date of offense

Statute mmber

Dats of offense

. | Whereas by a judgment of said count, said defendant was convicted of the §bwf crime(s) and sentenced lo

jmprisonment as follows:

Counts and Terms {if execution of portion of sertence is suspended, show only fime

be served.)

First Second Third Fourth

h Sixth

" Total Effective
- ‘Sentence

30 months

30 months

Specily here any pertinant conditions, if sentences are consecutive and if peobation was ordered;
TES: 30 MONTHS TO SERVE CONCURRENT WITH ALL OTHER SENTEN

{if & persan under the age of 21 receives a reformatory sentence in accordance with;

JES FROM OTHER JURISD|CTIONS

sectiyn 18-65a or 18-73 of the Gene!
the tarm be longer than either the maxirum term of imprisonment for the crime(s) commifed or for a term of more than

Statutes, in no event shall
(8 years) '

Judgment Mitimus

p |

[[] And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of fines
above facility in default of payment of said fines. (A defendant may not be in

rcerated for failing to pay

inpaid as shown be!ow«an%;a committed to the

s or costs.}

Counts and Fines (Show only unpaid portion of fines)

Total Unpald

First- Second Third Fourth

4ith

Sixth

Balance

{[] The Defendant is entitied to sentence credit of
{:j The foregoing credit includes days of credit for pretﬁét cqnﬁr?nm‘t at a police or courth

ouse lockup.

Whereas it is ordered that said case be continued andior transferred for fué.cre
[] Defendant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. (As permitted by Pr

eedings before said
§§ 44-10 and

counl

««E 0A)

Yransfer or
Continuance

Order

To ba haid at (Name and address of courl)

On (Date)

Sirety bond amount

BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby
Commissioner of Correction and/or the Warden or Administrator at the
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant for

the fine has not been paid by the time the sentence has been served, the defe

AL

judicial authority has found that the defendant is able to pay the fine and that th}

Rded to deliver said defenda
Zility and said Commissi
geriad fixed by said order
untit legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been sentenced tofa term of imprisanment and ordered {o pay a fine, if
fiant may not continue to bejincarcerated unless the -

defendant's nonpayment i

t to the custody of the
and/or Warden or
judgment of the courl or

waﬁ"»

Signed
01

{ delivered
and left this fittimus with him.

) E% /%__{_.—\ By Order of the Court
cknowledgment of Dellvery of Defendant

defendant into the custody of the Commissioner of Correction ani/or |

Nams

mm«mwﬁw

MWMWM

" “Tite of debvering officer

Signature of delivering officer
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STATE OF CO

S RIS R o o NECTICUT
P.B. §§ 43-17 to 43.20, 44-10, 44-10A N ’“Sm“‘?fog?@;’f Cm‘f’::ch . SUPERIOR COURT
[ Judgment [ Continuance epare & ”"gg gmcﬁf ' www.judict.gov
[ Failure to meet conditions of release Original to recelving facilly, roturm copy b court,
under § 54-2a Date of disposttion
TO: Any Proper Officer 0171512020
Docket number Name of defendant Date of binh Date sentance o begin (if
NZ3NCR190222776S Caves, Thomas I
“Hame and location of receiving facility tnale number {if avarfable) | Name and locgtion of Cotrt
NHCC 121 Elm Stfeet, New Haven CT 06510
1st Count - Siatute number Dats of offense 208 Cougt « Statute number Date of offense
[X] Crimets) §3a-12684 02i27i2019 _
Convictad] 3 Count - Statute number Oate of offense l&m Courd - Statule number Dats of offense
[:} gz::;gi V Sth Count - Statute number Date of ofiense 5?& Courg - Statute number Date of offense
Wheress by a judgment of said count, said defendant was convicted of the abc’e crime(s} and sentenced {d imprisonment as follows:
Counts and Terms (if execulion of portion of sentence is suspended, show only time o be served.) Yotal Effective
First Second Third Fourth ifth Sixth Sentence
1 year 1 year
Spaciy here any padinent condiions, if santences are conssculive and if probation was ordered.
Count 1; 1 year
Concurrent with CR13221898-8 and with CR19-220066-S
é PSt Walved
&
=
g (if & person under the age of 21 recoives & reformatory sentence in accordance with 18-68a or 18-73 of the General Stalutes, in no event shall
g the lerm be longer than either the maximum term of imprisonment for the crime(s) commfited or for a term of more then (5) years)
€ —
3 | [] And said defendant pay io the State of Connecticut the amount of fine$ now unpaid as shown below and be committed to the
a3 nov
above facility in default of payment of said fines, (A defendant may not be igcarcerated for failing fo pay fees or costs.)
Counts and Fines (Show only unpaid portion of fines)| Total Unpaid
First Second Third Fourth Kitth - Sixth Balance
[[] The Defendant is entitled to sentence credit of
[[] The foregoing credit includes days of credit for pratrial confi sjament at a police or court*?ou@ lockup.
53 Whereas it is ordered that said case be continued and/or transferred for fuéure me&hgs before said c::it
g § [ ] Defendant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. {As permitted by Praotice Book §§ 44-10 and DAY
g £ [Toberedat {Name and address of courl) fweg‘ District on (Dats) Surély bond amount
3 = 4
1004 Area
BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby commahded to deliver said defendast 1o the custody of the
Commissioner of Correction and/or the Warden or Administrator at the abdve fcility and said Commissionet and/or Warden or
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant far thefperiod fixed by said order onjudgment of the court or
. | until legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been sentenced td a term of imprisonment andlordered to pay a fine, if
2 the fine has rot been paid by the time the sentence has been served, the deferfiant may not continue to be fncarcerated unless the
¢ | judicial authority has found that the defendant is able to pay the fine and that thb defendant's nonpayment is wilful,
Recening Tacaly tme Blamp
S o — LD D
i &
By Order of the Court| | * & 47 JAN 15pu 5
Acknowledgment of Delivety of Defendant 7 27
| delivered said defendant into the custody of the Commissioner of Correction and/or iis agent . : i
and left this mittimus with him, 4R I A
Neme and location of recelving facifity
Title of delivarng officer Signaturs of dehvering oficer

it WEABLL MiTal (
Signature of receiving offi¢er

/9’




Case 3:20-cv-00534-JBA Document
MITTIMUS iocrass Rev 115 “

G.G.8. § 18-83, 18-65, 18.85a, 18.73, 18-76, 18.32,
5423, 54-84b, 54-02a, 54-98h, 54.97, 54.95
P.B. §§ 43-17 10 43-20, 44-10, 44-10A

Judgment  [] Confinuance
Failure to meet conditions of release
under § 54.23

TO: Any Proper Officer

0

INSTRUGTIONS TO CLERK
Frepare a separate Mittimus for oagh file,

Original to receiving facility; returs copf to court

26-4 Fileg 05/01/20 Page 16 of 24

STATE OF CONNECTICUT
SUPERIOR COURT
www.jud.cf gov
OFFICER

Date of disposition
0115/2020

Docket number
N23NCR1302218085

Name of defendant
Caves, Thomas

Da Date sentence to begin fif
diffevent}

Name and location of receiving faciity
NHCC

Inmate musmber {it avajlabie) | Nama and

of Court
121 Elm §treet, New Haven CT 06516

15t Count - Statule number

Date of offense
Q212712048

znc,! Cant - Statute number Date of offense

- 53a-124
X
. U ggm 3rd Count - Statifte number

[ crimets)

Date of offense

4th Cofnt - Statute number Date of offense

j

Charged 5th Count - Siatute mombar

Date of offense 8th Cont - Statute number

Date of offense

Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was ¢co

nvicted of the ab've crime(s) and sentenced th imprisonment as follpws:

Total Effactive

First Second Third

Counts and Terms (if execution of portion of sentence is suspended, show onfy timg to be served.)
i . Fourth

Fifth Sixth Sentence

1 year

1 year

Count 1: 1 year
PSI Waived

Specity here any pertinent conditions, if sentences are conseculive and if probation was ordersd,
Concurrent with CR19222776-S and with CR192200§66-5

{# a person under the age of 21 receives g reformatory sentence in scoordance with sec
the termy be longer than either the maximum term of imprisonment for the cnime(s) qomm

18-65a or 18-73 of the ! Statutes, in no event shall
or for & term of more then {5} yoars.)

Judgment Mittimus

[[] And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of fines n
above facility in default of payment of said fines. (A defendant may not be i}

¥ unpaid as shown below ani?comnﬁﬁed to the
reerated for failing to pay lees or costs. v

Total Unpald

First Second Third F

Counts and Fines (Show only unpaid portion of iinas)‘
ifth

ourth Sixth Balance

(] The Defendant is entitied to sentence credit of

[_] The foregoing credit includes days of credit

for pretrial cqnﬁmnent ata police or ccurﬁtpuse lockup,

Whereas itis ordered that said case be continued and/or transforred forfuigxre oceedings before said courj
[] Defandant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. (As permitted by Pradtice Book §§ 44-10 and 44-404)

Transfer or
Continuance

To be held ot (Name and 8ddress of court)

Judicial On (Date) Surely bond amount

Gdograg

istrict
ical Area”

e

N R Ve n PN

BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby comima
Commjissiom; of Correction andior the Warden or Administrator atthe abmge fa

Order
5
St
®
g
g
g
:
g
g
[+:3
5
&
g
e
-
8
g
!
g
3
3
a
&
£

ed to deliver said defendani 1o the custody of the .
lity and said Commissioner Bnd/or Wardenor |
eriod fixed by said order or judgment of the court ar
term of imprisonment and drdered to pay a fine, if
nt may not continue to be incarcerated unless the

judicial authority has found that the defendant is able to pay the fine and that the. Hefendant's nonpayment is wilful,

Recelving tacility time sthmp

Signed {

Y 20N %A

On (Dals,
By Order of the Court " iai} S* L()

-Acknowledgment of Delivery of Defendant

| delivered sald defendant into the custody of the Commissioner of
and left this mitimus with him,

JAN1SpuB:z¢

Correction and/or hif agent Lh € 1d SI T iz

mmmbcaﬂonetrmmmfaciﬁty

useg WWARLS FLSAL

Titie of delivering officar

Signature of defivering oficer

Signature of receiving oficar
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s s et - |
‘ ’ STATE OF CONNECTICUT
54.23 o 3
P8 §§ 4347 :ﬁﬁ% ﬁ%%bgfs& ‘ INSTRUCTIONS m CLERK SUPERIOR COURT
% Judg I D Continuance Prapare a separate Miltimus fot eact] file. www.judl.ct.gov
o us TO OFFICER :
Failure to meet conditions of release Origins o receiving facifty; retum bopy o court
under § 54-2a RTTrp e —"
TO: Any Proper Officer 1172512019
Docket number Name of defendant 1 Date of birth Date sentence to begn (7
© MOSM-MV19-481218-S CAVES, THOMAS L. - dfferent) 041512020
Name and location of receiving faciiity Tnmats number {1 Bvargbie) 1 Name and ogation of Court
WALKER 33?"0 GA 09, 1 QOURT STREET, MIDDLET: DWN CT 06457
15t Count - Siatiie numbor Tate of ofisnse | 200 CoBNL - Statute number Dale of ofense
Crima(s} — _ . s
T Convi 3rd Count - Stafule number Dateof offense | 4fh Couht - Statute number Date of offense
[ crimets) 14.223(b)* 03/03/2019 |
Charged "5ih Gounl - Statute number Dale of offense | B Cogt - Statute number Date of ofierise
Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was convicled of the abpve crime(s) and sentenced lo imprisonment as follows:
Counts and Terms (if execution of portion of sentence Is suspended, show only timg to be served.) Total Effective
First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sidh - Sentence
( 1 year 1 year
Specity here any pertinent conditions, nmmammwmwsmmmmmm.
Concurrent with other files and other sentences
. TES: 30 MONTHS TO SERVE CONCURRENT WITH ALL OTHER SEN’TE#CES FROM OTHER JURISDICTIONS
E
£
-4 .
E {If a person under the age of 21 receives a reformatory sentence in sccordance with 18-85a or 18-73 of the Gegeral Statutes, in no event shal
% the term be longer than sither the maximum term of imprisonment for the crime(s)icomipitted or for a term of more tharifive (5} years.)
3 | [[] And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of finés ndw unpaid as shown below afid be committed to the
above facility in defaulf of payment of said fines. (A defendant may not befncarcerated for failing to pay fees or costs.)
Counts and Fines (Show only unpaid portion of i Total Unpaid
First . Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth Balance
[[] The Defendant is entitled to sentence credit of
D The foregoing credit includes days of credit for pretrial :onilnement ata police or caugthuu@e tockup.
i § | Whereas it is ordered that said case be continued and/or transferred for futurg proceedings before said
[ 4
g 3 |[] Defendant to appear by interactive audiovisual device. (As permitted by tﬂLam Book §§ 44-10 and 44-10A)
G E [ Tobe heid at (Name and address of court) Todidai Distriet B {Date) §unety Bond amount
X , , ] phical Area ' \
BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby com fo deliver said defen to the custody of the
Commissioner of Carrection and/or the Warden or Administrator at the abovafacility and said Commissioder andior Warden or
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant for te period fixed by said order pr judgment of the court or
untit legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been semﬁﬁced o a term of imprisonment and ordered to pay a fine, if
% the fine has not been pald by the time the sentence has been served, the defindant may not continue to le incarcerated unless the
S judiuai authori s found that the defendant is able to pay the fine and that fhe defendant's nonpaymentiis wilful,
Recelving faciily irhe stamp
Signed 13 On (Ofte}
By Order of the Court| 01/1§/2020 )
pa— Ac gment of Delivery of Defendant
i délivered defendant into the custody of the Commissioner of Correction andlm‘ his agent
and left this mittimus with him. _
Nams and location of receiving facility
‘Tmomammom Signature of delivering officer Signature of receiving $Ficer
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Declaration Exhibit B
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0470372020 11:184M FAX 860 5§15 5103

Continuance Mittimug ~ Fai
JD=-CR~38A 1/93

TO: ANY PROPER OFFICHR

N s R R NE e 9 v e e aw e we B e Gh AR W0 A G W wn o BRI eu e e ]

Docket Rumber: H1SN-CR20
Defendant Name: WILUIAMS -V

i

CLERKS OFFICE GA @oo01/0001

STATE OF CONNECTICUT \\O (- c}CL’?(O% o

BUPERIOR COURT

lure to Meef Conditions of Releasge

QBQSQSG 3

OID PATTIKATE DOB: m
Race: C ex:

Committing Court: GA 1S COURTHOUSE
20 BERANKLIN SQUARE
NEW [BRITAIN, CT 06051 4205

A e R e e e o N A o e bon e e e W SO b v e et e oud D NG S B e

Charges Pending as ofiMittj:us Date: Offense Date:
21a~278{(b(1(A SALE OF NARCOTIC SUBSTANCE FU 01/18/2020
2la-278a(b) aNT sUB WI 1500 SCH/HEG/DY CR F U 01/18/2020

—  meghiCq
— NOST B
\ oclcdie

oup 1

Special Conditions:

S kbW W W W e h W W R AP e e o, A e e o e e

L odHN

+coont eny fpr 2{!»{ ST
on eveDr Mol ¢ Lgad
S (oo dodt S

/

Whereas it is ordered tf

t said case be continued and/or transferred for

future proceedings beflore s

aﬁd court to be held at the court location shown

above or at (clerk to cowpl%me address of court if different):

Amount of Bond: £25,000 Cas

. o .~ W S W R R A W W] e e e e

h or Surety Next Hearing Date: 06/02/2020

BY AUTHORITY OF THE STAT
deliver said defendany to ¢
said Commissioner is Hereb

the period fixed by said orgd

- .- ﬁ.”ﬂ’.“h&eu«“n—-m—n&-

F OF CONNECTICUT, you are hexeby commanded to

e custody of the Camm;sszcner of Correction and
commanded to receive and keep said defendant for
r or until legally discharged.

3] O

- MW e e e W A M A A o e e e e o g MR KD MR WS M W KR o e o AR WY e s e e e S W

Receiving Facility Time Stamp

RECE{VED 04-03-"20 12:19 FROM-

8605155103 T0- P0001/0001
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0470372020 11:11AK FAX 860 515 5103 CLERKS OFFICE GA @0001/0001

N ,
STATE OF CONNBCTICUT } O’Q‘K 2q 7{94 2’
SUPERIOR COURT
Continuance Mittimus - Failure to Meet Conditions of Release
JD-CR~38a 1/93 R
, Page: 1
TQ: ANY PROPER OFFICER
Docket Numbeyx: H1SN-CR2p~0325253-8
Defendant Name:  WILLIAMS-VOID PATTIKATE DOB: m B
.Race: C ex:
Committing Court: GA L5 COURTHOUSE x
20 FRANKLIN SQUARE :
NEW| BRITAIN, CT 06051 4205
Charges Pending as of| Mittimus Date: Offense Date:
21a-278(b{1(A  BALE OF NARCOTIC SUBSTANCE FU 01/25/2020
2la~278a{b)> CNT SUB WI 1500 SCH/HSG/DY CR FU 01/25/2020

_ madod |otenhov)
~ post @ conwnt onty Tor glH 2T jockdaen
el pt uvedcal < (pgald appPt

ovont dote g

&
oy

Special Conditions:

v W g e dow o o W N B e o ot e W o S M B o e e e u e b e e

Whereas it is ordered that said case be continued and/or transferxed for
future proceedings before s%id court to be held at the court location shown
above or at (clerk to|compllete address of court if different):

Amount of Bond: $25,000 Cash or Surety  Next Hearing Date: 06/02/2020

B i R B IR o R i 2 I R I e i R S W

BY AUTHORITY OF THER STETF OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby commanded to
deliver said defendanti to the custody of the Commissioner of Correction and
gaid Commissioner is Hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant for
the period fixed by sdid opder or until legally discharged.

Signed: P’; T Date: L(—l '3’ > O

Signaﬁure of Receivin% Offiger:

B T R B el T O g I R I R g R

RECEIVED 04-03-" 20 12:15 FROM- 8605155103 TO- P0001/0001
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04/03/2020 11 158K FAX

Continuance Mittimus ~ F

880 515 §108

CLERKS OFFICE GA @6001/0001

\{Cylicf ‘;§R’7L§L{§L

STATE OF CONNECTICUT
SUPERIOR COURT

adlure to Meet Conditions of Release
JD-CR-38A 1/93 :
Page: 1
TO AKY PROPEQ opyz IR
Docket Number. Hls ~CR20-0325254-8 ,
Defendant Name: WILLIAMS-VOID PATTIKATE DOB: m
‘ Race: ex:
Committing Court: GA ﬁs caugrnouss
20 FRANKLIN SQUARE
NEW BRITAIN CT 06051 4205
Charges Pending as of|Mittimus Date ‘Offense Date:
218-278 (b(1(A  SALE QF NARCOTIC SURSTANCE P U 02/08/2020
21a-278a(b) CNT SUB WI 1500 SCH/HSG/DY CR F U  02/08/2020
ot Ca L | ladt
~ post @ oy only fov gl 24T jokdewA
- > [4
e tept | medical ¢ U’—Ef&'@ appts <
Cehunt| doxtsS

Special Conditions:

B e it

Whereas it is orde
future proceedings be
above or at {(clerk to

o -

BY %UTHQRITV OF THE 8TA

deliver said defendant
s8aid Commissioner is h
the period fixed by sa

Signed:

MW a e W W e e we W W MK e W e e e W e e e

Sighature of Receiving

N e L R

f

- -

e T - o - D W e T WA e e o W WO o b
il

red U

ore s*
campf

at sald case be continued and/or transferred for

id court to be held at the court location shown
te address of couxrt if different):

. W

to ¢
2reby
id or

sh or Surety

Next Hearing Date: 06/02/2020

e

W W N WO e N WD e e D gy e UL G M R e S WO W WD e e e W B B A e e e

TE OF CONNECTICUT, you arxe hereby commanded to
2 custody of the Commissioner of Correction and
commanded to receive and Keep said defendant for

.

[*3

[URIR

ey or until legally discharged.

- .o

- . e - - -

RECEIVED 04-03-" 20 12:18

FROM-

8605155103 POO0T /0001



Case 3:20-cv-00534-JBA Document 26-4 Filed 05/01/20 Page 22 of 24

Declaration Exhibit C
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MITT.IMUS JD'CR-38 Rev. 10-01 -~ " 4 -

C.G.S. §§ 18-23, 18-63, 18-65, 18-65a, 18-73, 18-T6, JOHN 001 DOE ~
18-82, 54-2a, 54-64b, 54-92a, 54-96b, 54-97, 54-98 INSTRUCTIONS TO CLERK ) STATE OF CONNECTICUT S3 &
Pr. Bk. Sec. 43-17 t0 43-20 Prepara a separate Mittimus for each file. SUPERIOR COURT &
JUDGMENT ] CONTINUANCE TO OFFICER '

www.jud.state.ct.us

[ FAILURE TO MEET CONDITIONS Original to receiving facility; retum copy to court.
OF RELEASE UNDER 54-2a DATE OF DISPOSITION
TO: Any Proper Officer
DOCKET NO. NAME OF DEFENDANT DATE OF BIRTH DATE SENTENCE TO BEGIN
(If different)
NAME AND LOCATION OF RECEIVING FACILITY NAME AND LOCATION OF COURT
Walker RSMU .
1ST COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF OFFENSE | 2ND COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF QFFENSE
CRIME(S) _
& CONVICTED 53a-32
3RD COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF OFFENSE | 4TH COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF OFFENSE
D CRIME(S)
CHARGED
5TH COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF OFFENSE | 6TH COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF OFFENSE

Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was convicted of the above crime(s) and sentenced to imprisonment as follows:

COUNTS AND TERMS (If execution of portion of sentence is suspended, show only time to be served.) TOTAL EFFECTIVE
First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth SENTENCE
4 years 4 years

SPECIFY HERE ANY PERTINENT CONDITIONS, IF SENTENCES ARE CONSECUTIVE AND IF PROBATION WAS ORDERED.
Consecutive to sentence in docket number

(If a person under the age of 21 receives a reformatory sentence in accordance with section 18-65a or 1 8-73 of the General Statutes, in no event
shall the term be longer than either the maximum term of imprisonment for the crime(s) committed or for a term of more than five (5) years.)

JUDGMENT MITTIMUS

And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of fines now unpaid as shown below and be committed to the
above facility in default of payment of said fines. (A defendant may not be incarcerated for failing to pay fees or costs.)

COUNTS AND FINES (Show only unpaid portion of fines) TOTAL UNPAID
First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth BALANCE

[] The Defendant is entitled to sentence credit of
[C] The foregoing credit includes days of credit for pretrial confinement at a police or courthouse lockup.

Whereas it is ordered that said case be continued and/or transferred for future proceedings before said court.
D =
TO BE HELD AT (Name and address of court)) grap 2® gy [fJD. |ON ggrt:e)" _[SURETY. BOND AMOUNT

[l GA
BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you dfe hereby commanded to diliver said defendant to the custody of the
Commissioner of Correction and/or the Warden or Administrafor at the above facility.and said Commissioner and/ocWarden or
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep sai déferidant for the period fixed by said order or judgment of the court or
until legally discharged, provided that when a defendant hasfgepoisentehiced to.cjerm @jgnpﬁsggmenj@ng;qm to pay a fine, if
the fine has not been paid by the time the sentence has been served, the defendant may not continue T be'incarcerated unless the
judicial authority has found that the defendant is able to pay the fine and that the defendant's nonpayment is wilful.

M/ P RECEIVING FACILITY TIME STAMP
SIGNER-¢ASsi Cle
W /M/ By Order of the Court

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF DELIVERY OF DEFENDANT

| delivered said defendant into the custody of the Commissioner of Correction and/for his agent
and left this mittimus with him.
NAME AND LOCATION OF RECEIVING FACILITY VLR

TRANSFER
OR
CONTIN

ORDER

~

TITLE OF DELIVERING OFFICER SIGNATURE OF DELIVERING OFFICER SIGNATURE OF REWPFICER
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MITTHMUS Jp-crssRev. 1001 o JOHN 002 DOE i
C.GS. 4§ 18,234073, 18-65, 18-65a, 1673, 16-76, '/ f/ ' Fas,
18-82, 54-2a, 54-64b, 54-92a, 54-96b, 54-97, 54-98 INSTRUCTIONS TO CLERK STATE OF CONNECTICUT. ""
Pr. Bk. Sec. 43-17 0 43-20 Prepare a separate Mittimus for each file. SUPERIOR COURT ¢
JUDGMENT  [[] CONTINUANCE TO OFFICER www.jud.state.ct.us
[] FAILURE TO MEET CONDITIONS Original to receiving facility; return copy to court. 4 ' ;
OF RELEASE UNDER 54-2a DATE OF DISPOSITION
TO: Any Proper Officer MS{J % 7 -
DOCKET NO. NAME OF DEFENDANT DATE OF BIRTH DATE SENTENCE TO BEGIN
(If different)
NAME AND LOCATION OF RECEIVING FACILITY T NAME AND LOCATION OF COURT
WALKER RSMU .
1ST COUNT - STATUTE NO, . DATE OF OFFENSE 2ND COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF OFFENSE
| ggzﬁviig,ED 53a-70(a) (2) 786~ 8 [90/of 53a70 (a) (2) 7/56- % 20l of
3RD COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF OFFENSE 4TH COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF OFFENSE
[JSRMES) | 53a-21 (a) (2) M- [acle) | 53-21 (a) (2) /36 < (30(c/
5TH COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF OFFENSE 6TH COUNT - STATUTE NO. DATE OF OFFENSE

Whereas by a judgment of said court, said defendant was convicted of the above crime(s) and sentenced to imprisonment as follows:

COUNTS AND TERMS (if execution of portion of sentence is suspended, show only time to be served.) TOTAL EFFECTIVE
First Second Third Fourth Fifth Sixth SENTENCE
10 years 10 years 10 years 10 years 20 years

SPECIFY HERE ANY PERTINENT CONDITIONS, IF SENTENCES ARE CONSECUTIVE AND IF PROBATION WAS ORDERED.

REVISED MITT. Count 1: 20 years e/s/a 10 years, 10 years probation, 10 years man/min.
Count 2: 20 years e/s/a 10 years, 10 years probation, 10 years man/min. consecutive to
Count 1. Count 3: 10 years concurrent with Counts 1 and 2. Count 4: 10 years concurrent
with Counts 1,2, and 3. Pursuant to Section 43-22, court vacated probation on Counts 3
and 4.

Sex offender registration: Count 1, Type M Term L; Count 2, Type M Term L; Count 3,
Type M Term T; Count 4, Type M Term T.

(If a person under the age of 21 receives a reformatory sentence in accordance with section 18-65a or 18-73 of the General Statutes, in no event
shall the term be longer than either the maximum term of imprisonment for the crime(s) committed or for a term of more than five (5} years.)

And said defendant pay to the State of Connecticut the amount of fines now unpaid as shown below and be committed to the
above facility in default of payment of said fines. (A defendant may not be incarcerated for failing fo pay fees or costs.)

COUNTS AND FINES (Show only unpaid portion of fines) TOTAL UNPAID
First Second Third Fourth Fifth . Sixth BALANCE

JUDGMENT MITTIMUS

[] The Defendant is entitled to sentence credit of ¥
[] The foregoing credit includes days of credit for pretrial confinement at a police or courthouse lockup.

Whereas it is ordered that said case be continued and/or transferred for future proceedings before said court.
TO BE HELD AT (Name and address of court)} D J.D. | ON(Date) SURETY BOND AMOUNT

(1 cA.
BY AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, you are hereby commanded to deliver said defendant to the custody of the
Commissioner of Correction and/or the Warden or Administrator at the above facility and said Commissioner and/or Warden or
Administrator is hereby commanded to receive and keep said defendant for the period fixed by said order or judgment of the court or
until legally discharged, provided that when a defendant has been sentenced to a term of imprisonment and ordered tq pay a fine, if
the fine has not been paid by the time the sentence has been served, the defendant may not continue to be incarcerated unless the
judicial authority has found that the defendant is able to pay the fine and that the defendant's nonpayment is wilful.

RECEIVING FACILITY TIME STAMP
S!GN nt C OM fPinin) '
By Order of the Court '

ACKNOWL@ﬁGMENT OF DELIVERY OF DEFENDANT
| delivered said defendant into the custody of the Commissioner of Correction and/ar his agent
and left this mittimus with him.
NAME AND LOCATION OF RECEIVING FACILITY

TRANSFER
OR
CONTIN

ORDER

TITLE OF DELIVERING OFFICER SIGNATURE OF DEUVERING OFFICER SIGNATURE OF RECEIVING OFFICER 3
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT

TRE MCPHERSON, ET AL., : CIVIL NO. 3:20-CV-0534 (JBA)
Petitioner, :
V.

NED LAMONT, ET AL,, APRIL 30, 2020
Respondent.

DECLARATION OF KATHRYN STACKPOLE

The undersigned declarant, Kathryn Leger Stackpole, being duly sworn, hereby deposes and
declares under the pains and penalties of perjury, pursuant to 28 USC §1746, that:

1. I work for the State of Connecticut, Judicial Branch, and 1 am presently an Assistant
Clerk - Habeas Matters, in the Rockville Superior Court, 20 Park Street, Rockville, CT 06066
(Rockville Courthouse).

2, On March 26, 2020, the Judicial Branch posted notice on its website that in response
to the COVID-19 emergency, effective, Monday, March 30, 2020, the Rockville Courthouse, 20
Park would be temporarily closed and matters from Rockville would transfer to the Hartford GA #14
courthouse (Hartford Courthouse).

3. At present, mail from the Rockville Courthouse is being sent to the Hartford
Courthouse. On Wednesdays, I review habeas mail and emergency matters. On Fridays, another
habeas clerk reviews habeas mail and emergency matters.

4. All matters which are emergencies are being sent to a habeas judge who reviews the
matter and determines how it should be handled. The judge directs that new matters be opened with

a Hartford docket number. At present, the Hon. Tejas Bhatt is assigned to handle these tasks.



Case 3:20-cv-00534-JBA Document 26-5 Filed 05/01/20 Page 3 of 4

5. As an example of the procedure described in paragraph 4, on Wednesday, April 29,
2020, Judge Bhatt opened 3 emergency habeas petitions. They were docketed in Hartford so they
have Hartford docket numbers. I forwarded them to the Office of the Attorney General, who handles
conditions of incarceration cases that arise in the habeas court, to expedite the handling of such
matters. I scanned and emailed the petitions to the Attorney General’s Office. Judge Bhatt has
issued preliminary orders in these cases.

6. The three new cases are: Solomon Boyd v. Commissioner of Correction, HHD-CV20-
5063875; Douglas Murphy v. Commissioner of Correction, HHD-CV20-5063876; Malik Nunn v.
Commissioner of Correction, HHD-CV20-5063877.

7. In addition to these new matters, the habeas court has handled an emergency motion
for bond, in Robert Day v. Commissioner of Correction, TSR-CV17-4008971-S (Conn. Super. Ct.
April 20, 2020) (Bhatt, J.). The habeas court also docketed an emergency motion for immediate
release in Jeffrey Grimes v. Commissioner of Correction, TSR-CV-20-5000478-S, filed April 14,
2020, and the Office of the Attorney General filed their objection in response thereto on April 23,
2020. According to the docket sheet in the Grimes case, the petitioner filed a motion for a temporary
injunction on April 7, 2020, and on April 29, 2020, the Office of the Attorney general filed an
objection thereto on behalf of the respondent. These motions are being reviewed by the habeas court,
and no further orders have been entered.

See http://eivilinguiry. jud.ct.gov/CaseDetail/PublicCageDetail.aspx?DocketNo=TSRCV2050004785

8. Although the Rockville Courthouse is physically closed at the present time, the Court,
specifically Judge Bhatt at present, is operating and is ordering that cases be opened and sent to the
appropriate office for handling. Emergency matters are being referred to the judge, although we are

presently working out of the Hartford Courthouse.
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Pursuant to Conn. Gen. Stat. §§1-24a, 53a-157b, and 28 U.S.C. §1746, I declare under the pains and
penalties of perjury that the foregoing statements are true and accurate to the best of my knowledge
and belief.

Dated this 1st day of May, 2020.

Ny A N
A A~ ?fgm& A E&vﬁhl%jmﬂww
Kathryn Leger Stackpole, Esq. \

Assistant Clerk - Habeas Matters

Rockville Superior Court



McPherson et al v. Lamont et al, Docket No. 3_20-cv-00534 (D. Conn. Apr 20, 2020), Court Docket

General Information

Court United States District Court for the District of Connecticut;
United States District Court for the District of Connecticut

Federal Nature of Suit Prisoner Petitions - Civil Rights[550]
Docket Number 3:20-cv-00534
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