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Note to Participants
The members of the committee that drafted this problem for Civics First, the host
of the 2017 National High School Mock Trial Competition in Hartford, Connecticut,1
recognize that the facts depict many of the participants in this case, particularly the
teenage victim, defendant and witnesses, engaged in illegal and dangerous behaviors,
including underage drinking and the use of illicit substances. Our committee is all too
aware of the very real dangers of substance abuse because nearly all of us are
participants, as members of the bar and bench, in Connecticut's criminal justice
system—and many are parents of teenagers as well. In addition to serving as a realistic
homicide trial experience, it is our hope that this problem is illustrative of the tragic
consequences—including the deaths of very young people—that can result from
substance abuse. If you are worried about someone who is abusing drugs or alcohol,
we plead with you to seek help from your parents or school counselors before it is too
late.
Introduction2
On October 31, 2014, a group of wealthy families from the Hartford area held a
formal costume party at the Mark Twain House. Prudence Porter, a waitress who lives
in Hartford, was serving dinner at the party. Her 17 year-old daughter, Sigourney Porter,
attended that party as a guest of her best friend, Leslie Crandall, and Crandall's parents.
When the party was over, and she began to clean up after the guests left, Prudence
could not find Sigourney. When Sigourney did not come home that night, Prudence
called the police. After searching through the night, the police found Sigourney’s body at
5:30 a.m. the next morning by the Connecticut River, near Adriaen’s Landing in
Hartford. An autopsy revealed that the cause of death was blunt force trauma to the
head. The police found a hockey stick, later determined to be the murder weapon,
several feet away from the body among nearby trees and leaves. A wine bottle was also
found near the body with fingerprints and DNA from Sigourney, the defendant, Wilbur
Merritt IV, and an unidentified third person.
Upon further investigation, Hartford Police Department Detective Lieutenant
Bobby/Bobbi Uncas, a high school friend of Prudence Porter, learned that the teenagers
at the costume party had left the Mark Twain House to go to an "after party" involving
alcohol on the river bank at Adriaen’s Landing. Crandall provided details of the
evening’s events. Crandall stated that the defendant, Merritt, was present at both the
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Handy, Hope Seeley, and Michael Sheldon, and Attorneys Joseph Burns, J. Tyler Butts,
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and Jonathan Weiner. Civics First is grateful to these members of the Connecticut bar
and bench for their support of civics education.
2
This introduction is a short summary of the case that is produced for the
convenience of the participants in the mock trial competition. It is not part of the case
materials and may not be used in any way during the trial.
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costume party and the after party where he had been seen with Sigourney. Crandall
provided to Uncas text messages from Sigourney regarding interactions between
Sigourney and Merritt. Merritt and a group of friends had all dressed up as Hartford
Whalers hockey players for the costume party, each carrying a near-identical hockey
stick as a prop for the costume. Sigourney’s friend, Winchester Colt III, was also at both
parties, and dressed as a hockey player in Merritt's group. He was the last person to
see Sigourney alive when he gave her a ride to her home from the costume party that
night, but then, upon her request, a ride back to the Adriaen’s Landing area to meet
Merritt. Colt is unavailable as a witness because he took his own life a few days after
Sigourney's death. Quinn Putnam, a witness for the defense and a good friend of
Merritt, was also at both parties; s/he too was dressed as a hockey player, and s/he had
given Merritt a ride home that night. Several sets of fingerprints were found on the
hockey stick at the river bank, including those of Colt, Merritt, and Putnam. There was
not enough evidence at that time to make an arrest.
In September, 2015, Merritt enrolled at Roger Sherman University in New Haven
as a freshman. In January, 2016, Merritt participated in initiation activities for a secret
campus society called Cloak & Dagger. Cloak & Dagger's initiation rituals included feats
of strength and bravery, and tests of morality and trust. There were numerous rumors
circulating around campus concerning the final initiation ritual, which in some cases led
to hospitalization and even death of potential initiates. That final ritual involved a high
stakes truth or dare game at which initiates were either expected to reveal something
sufficiently truthful and "shocking" to satisfy the society members, or complete the
"dares" that the senior chapter members would impose. At that final ritual, Merritt's
allegedly "shocking" story was that he had killed Sigourney, the previous fall. Based on
tips received about this confession, Lieutenant Uncas arrested Merritt, and the State of
Connecticut charged him with the murder of Sigourney Porter in violation of Connecticut
General Statutes § 53a-54a (a), and alternatively, with manslaughter in the first degree
in violation of Connecticut General Statutes § 53a-55.
The confession at the Cloak & Dagger initiation ritual gives rise to three
witnesses, two fact and one expert. The two fact witnesses present differing accounts of
the circumstances of the confession; Jackie A. Webster, the president of Cloak &
Dagger, is a prosecution witness, and Sal/Sally Newman is a defense witness. The third
defense witness is Jamie Hale, an expert in adolescent psychology and behavior in
relation to the confession under peer pressure.
Prosecution Witnesses:

Lieutenant Bobby/Bobbi Uncas, Leslie Crandall, and
Jackie A. Webster

Defense Witnesses:

Jamie Hale, Ph.D., Sal/Sally Newman, and Quinn Putnam
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Stipulations
1. The defendant, Wilbur Merritt IV, is a male.
2. The victim, Sigourney Porter, is a female.
3. Winchester Colt III is a male.
4. The defendant, Wilbur Merritt IV, has waived his right to testify in his own
defense. A pretrial canvass confirmed that his waiver of that right was knowing
and voluntary.
5. The identification of the defendant, Wilbur Merritt IV, is not at issue. The parties
stipulate to the presence of the defendant during trial.
6. The defendant's privilege against self-incrimination, under the Fifth Amendment
to the United States Constitution, may be enforced by appropriate objection in
accordance with the National High School Mock Trial Competition Rules and the
relevant legal authorities provided with this case.
7. All statements were signed and notarized. All witnesses reviewed their
statements immediately prior to trial and were given an opportunity to revise any
statements previously made. None did so, and November 15, 2020 is the
effective date for all statements. All witnesses were advised both when giving the
statement and when reviewing it to include all material facts within their
knowledge.
8. It was agreed at the final pretrial conference that the autopsy report, Exhibit 14, is
preadmitted into evidence as a full exhibit, subject to marking for identification at
trial. All constitutional or evidentiary objections to the autopsy report itself are
waived.
9. All maps and photographs are fair and accurate representations of what they
depict. Maps may be identified by any witness with knowledge of the location,
and photographs may be identified by any witness familiar with the scene
depicted.
10. Consistent with Connecticut practice, it is not necessary to tender a witness to
the court as an expert before asking the witness for an expert opinion.
11. Exhibit 4 is a fair and accurate copy of the results of a fingerprint analysis
routinely performed by the Hartford Police Laboratory. The results were obtained
using established, forensically sound processes, and they were given to the
investigating officer, Lieutenant Uncas, in whose custody they have remained.
The technicians performing the fingerprint analysis were not told anything about
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the sample or the case for which it was being used before or after their work was
concluded.
12. Exhibits 7 and 8 were obtained via the subpoena process from Uber, Inc.
Exhibits 7 and 8 have been properly authenticated. Exhibits 7 and 8 have been
retained on Uber company servers since the time of the recorded transactions.
Exhibits 7 and 8 do not need to be introduced through the custodian of the
records.
13. Exhibit 10 was obtained via the subpoena process from the Hartford Parking
Authority, which is responsible under Connecticut law for parking citation
issuance and enforcement within the city of Hartford, Connecticut. Exhibit 10 has
been properly authenticated. Exhibit 10 was made at or about the time of the
events by a person with knowledge of the events, is kept in the course of
regularly conducted business activity, and it is the regular practice to make such
records. Exhibit 10 does not need to be introduced through the custodian of the
record.
14. Text/SMS messages, contained in Exhibits 11, 12 and 13, have been properly
authenticated and were obtained via the applicable provider's subpoena
compliance process. The data associated with the messages and images confirm
that they were posted from accounts or numbers associated with the identified
individuals. Exhibits 11, 12, and 13 were made at or about the time of the events
by a person with knowledge of the events, are kept in the course of regularly
conducted business activity, and it is the regular practice to make such records.
Exhibits 11, 12 and 13 do not need to be introduced through the custodian of the
records.
15. Exhibit 15 is a fair and accurate copy of an article that was published by The
Ledger, the student newsletter of Loomis High School in Windsor, Connecticut.
The Ledger is published by students whose work is overseen by faculty
members. The publication budget comes from advertising revenue and school
district funds. Exhibit 15 does not need to be introduced through the custodian of
the record.
16. Exhibit 16 is a fair and accurate copy of the press release issued by the Hartford
Police Department to news media.
1
17. The defendant, Wilbur Merritt IV, was released on bond and has waived his
speedy trial rights.
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AMENDED INFORMATION
In the Superior Court of the State of Connecticut for
the Judicial District of Hartford
Case No. HHDCR16-000015
Part A, November, 2020
Jonathan Trumbull V
State's Attorney for the Judicial District of Hartford
Accuses Wilbur Merritt IV
FIRST COUNT
Of Murder in violation of Connecticut General Statutes § 53a54a:
And charges that, at the City of Hartford, on or about the 1st
day of November, 2014, at approximately 1:00 a.m., in the area
of Riverwalk North at Adriaen's Landing, the said Wilbur Merritt
IV did, with intent to cause the death of another person, cause
the death of such person, to wit: Sigourney Porter, by means of
blunt force, said conduct being in violation of § 53a-54a (a) of
the Connecticut General Statutes.
SECOND COUNT
Of Manslaughter in the first degree in violation of Connecticut
General Statutes § 53a-55 (a):
And charges in the alternative that, at the City of Hartford, on
or about the 1st day of November, 2014, at approximately 1:00
a.m., in the area of Riverwalk North at Adriaen's Landing, the
said Wilbur Merritt IV did, with intent to cause serious
physical injury to another person, caused the death of such
person, to wit, Sigourney Porter, by means of blunt force.
Dated at Hartford, Connecticut this 15th day of November, 2020.
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Statement of Lieutenant Bobbi/Bobby Uncas
My name is Lieutenant Bobby/Bobbi Uncas. My date of birth is April 1, 1972, and
I live with my two daughters, Rose and Sayer, at 280 Christina Drayton Drive in West
Hartford, Connecticut. I have spent most of my life in the greater-Hartford area. I was
born at Hartford Hospital, went to high school at the Hartford Public High School’s Law
& Government Academy. I went to Manchester Community College for two years before
transferring to the University of Hartford and obtaining my B.S. in Criminal Justice with a
minor in Forensic Studies in 1991. Because I grew up and went to school in the area,
and based on my years on the beat, I am very familiar with Hartford’s landmarks, roads,
and goings-on.
After graduating from college, I immediately joined the Hartford Police
Department as a Patrol Officer. During my time with the HPD, I was promoted from
Patrol Officer to Detective, and finally to Sergeant before I applied for and got my
current job as a Lieutenant with the HPD’s Major Crime Squad in 2009. I work out of
Headquarters, which is located on High Street, less than a mile north of the State
Capitol and Bushnell Park. I have been a Lieutenant for the past eight years, and have
spent most of my time with the Major Crime Squad, which is responsible for processing
major crime scenes and assuming primary responsibilities into investigations of
homicides, bank robberies, serious assaults, kidnapping, and suspicious deaths. During
my time with the Major Crime Squad, I have been the lead detective on five other
murders. In each one of those cases, the perpetrator was identified, arrested, and put
behind bars.
As part of my job, I have been specifically trained in DNA and fingerprintanalysis. After significant study and training during my time with the Major Crime Squad,
I obtained my CLEFS ("Certification for Law Enforcement in Forensic Sciences")
accreditation from the American Forensic Science Academy. I routinely attend bi-annual
meetings of the AFSA, and have previously presented at conferences on recent
developments in DNA technology. Given my experience and credentials in the field, I
usually take the lead in processing DNA and fingerprint samples for the Major Crime
Squad.
I became involved with the untimely death of Sigourney Porter on the evening of
October 31, 2014. Everyone in the Hartford area knows that there is a big costume
party every Halloween night at the Mark Twain House in the West End of Hartford. I’m
not typically invited, and on the night of October 31, 2014, I was working at the station.
I received a call on my cell phone shortly after midnight from Prudence Porter,
Sigourney Porter’s mother. I have known Prudence going back to our days in high
school. Prudence told me that she had been working at the party at the Mark Twain
House and that Sigourney had been invited to the party by the parents of one of her
friends from school. Prudence said that, when the party was over and she began to
clean up around 10:30 p.m., she could not find Sigourney. Prudence said that she
figured that Sigourney went out with friends, but was concerned that Sigourney had not
6
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returned home, and was not answering her cell phone. I told Prudence that she
probably shouldn’t worry, but to call me back in a few hours if Sigourney did not come
back. Prudence called me back around 3:00 a.m.—the morning of November 1, 2014—
to say that Sigourney still was not home.
The Halloween party has been a big problem for us in recent years. Every year,
after the official party, some kids always sneak off to an unofficial after-party. A bunch of
those kids always get hurt or wind up in the hospital getting their stomach pumped. Last
year, a few kids lost their college scholarships because they got drunk and were caught
trying to break into the Yard Goats’ stadium. We’ve tried to crack down on the afterparty, but the location changes every year. This year, based on our monitoring of
various forms of social media, we discovered that the after-party was taking place down
at Adriaen’s Landing next to the Connecticut River. When I heard that Sigourney wasn’t
home, I thought that she might have ended up there. The location of the party is about
two miles from the Mark Twain House. I took two patrolmen—Officer Tapping and
Officer Reeve—who were also on duty that night down to the river to see if we could
find anything. I also took our station’s K9 unit to help with the search. When we got
there around 4:30 a.m., the park was empty. There was, however, evidence that a large
party had recently occurred. There were empty beer and liquor bottles everywhere,
along with discarded Halloween costumes and evidence of some illicit drug use.
We fanned out to search the area. After maybe an hour of searching, our K9 unit
located the body of Sigourney Porter in a thicket of bushes some 300 yards north of the
main party area. I recognized her immediately. It looked like the top of her head had
been smashed in—her skull was clearly cracked, and there was blood everywhere. Her
clothes were disheveled, she was missing one shoe, and there appeared to be bruises
on her neck and wrists. Her cell phone and purse were missing, but her wallet was next
to her in the bushes. I found $30 in cash, along with several credit cards, in the wallet.
The only item in her pockets was an Uber receipt from the Mark Twain house down to
the Connecticut River. Further searching of the area turned up a wine bottle in the
bushes nearby, as well as a partially torn taxi receipt underneath Sigourney’s body.
About 30 feet away from Sigourney’s body, I found a bloody hockey stick. I secured the
relevant evidence, fully photographed the scene, and waited for the medical examiner to
pick up the body.
Given my experience and success rate on prior murder cases, I assumed
responsibility for the investigation. I attended the autopsy of Sigourney by the State
Assistant Medical Examiner Dr. Howard Leeland, which took place on November 2,
2014. I’ve reviewed the autopsy report authored by Dr. Leeland and concur in its
conclusions. Dr. Leeland concluded that Sigourney’s cause of death was blunt force
trauma to the head caused by a single blow inflicted by a long, narrow object. Based on
my experience on the Major Crime Squad, Sigourney’s wound was consistent with
being struck by the narrow blade of a hockey stick. Dr. Leeland also found evidence of
strangulation on Sigourney’s neck and throat, along with bruises on Sigourney’s wrists,
indicating a physical struggle. Dr. Leeland estimated Sigourney’s time of death between
1:30 a.m. and 2:30 a.m. on November 1, 2014.
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Working with our lab, I conducted an analysis of the wine bottle that I found next
to Sigourney’s body. We identified three different sets of fingerprints on the bottle,
including Sigourney’s and Will Merritt’s. We were unable to determine the identity of the
owner of the third set of prints. I conducted an analysis of the hockey stick that I found
near Sigourney’s body. The hockey stick was a wooden, right-handed Sher-Wood
Model 5030 stick. An analysis of the fingerprints on the hockey stick revealed sets of
fingerprints belonging to Merritt, and those of Quinn Putnam and Winchester Colt, III.
The blood on the hockey stick was a conclusive DNA match for Sigourney’s blood. An
analysis of Sigourney’s clothing did not turn up any foreign DNA evidence.
An analysis of material found under Sigourney’s fingernails revealed trace
elements of dirt, grass, and foreign skin cells. Working with our lab, I conducted DNA
tests on the foreign skin cells, as well as on the mouth of the bottle found near
Sigourney’s body. The DNA testing we have at our lab is state-of-the-art. Based on our
standard practice of testing alleles at 13 locations, the odds of two unrelated people
having matching results is less than one in 1 billion. However, DNA, particularly DNA
contained within epithelial skin cells, is easily transferable between persons in close or
prolonged physical contact. The presence of a person’s DNA on a crime victim does not
necessarily mean that person committed any crime. Our DNA tests for the skin cells
under Sigourney’s fingernails came back with a positive match for Merritt’s DNA. Our
DNA tests on the bottle came back as a positive match for Merritt and Sigourney, mixed
with a third person who we could not identify.
In addition to interviewing Sigourney’s friends and family, I took the lead on
identifying and interviewing individuals who might have been at the party that night. I
took voluntary DNA samples and fingerprints from everyone I interviewed to compare
with evidence at the scene. No one I spoke with refused to give a DNA swab or their
fingerprints.
I first spoke with Leslie Crandall, Sigourney’s best friend. Leslie told me that
he/she and Sigourney left the Halloween party to go down to Adriaen’s Landing around
9:30. Leslie also said that the Defendant, Will Merritt, was at the party, and that Will
was, according to Crandall, harassing Sigourney the whole time they were there. Leslie
showed me text messages between her/him and Sigourney that indicated to me that
Will was acting aggressively toward Sigourney. This immediately suggested to me that
Will should be a prime suspect in my investigation.
Based on my conversation with Leslie Crandall, I next spoke with Will Merritt. He
admitted to being at the party, and drinking pretty heavily. He told me that he and a
number of his friends had dressed up as Hartford Whalers hockey players for the
Halloween costume party, and that he had kept the costume on for the after-party. He
showed me a hockey stick that he said he had kept with him all night. Merritt had a large
gash on his forehead and scratches on his neck. He claimed that he got into a fight at
some point during the night, and that he had been hit in the head with a beer bottle. He
admitted to hanging out with Sigourney down by the River, and stated that he shared a
bottle of wine that was being passed around with Sigourney. He also said that, even
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though he asked her to stay longer, Sigourney left the party around 11:00, and that she
told him she would get a ride home with Winchester Colt III. Merritt said he left the party
shortly after that with Quinn Putnam, and that Putnam dropped Merritt off at his house.
Merritt told me that he went to bed shortly after he got home
I conducted interviews with a number of other people who were at the party,
including Quinn Putnam. I confirmed that Will Merritt, Winchester Colt, III, Quinn
Putnam, and a number of their friends were all dressed up as Whalers. It appears that
Merritt and the others had all purchased identical Model 5030 hockey sticks prior to the
party. I interviewed every person that dressed up as a Whaler on the night of the
Halloween party. No one I talked to admitted to seeing anything during the party at
Adriaen’s Landing, or to knowing who might have killed Sigourney.
After my conversation with Leslie Crandall and the text messages she showed
me, I became interested in all of the text messages of every person who was at the
party. Probably because of the notoriety of the case, I was able to obtain a search
warrant allowing me to access each of the kids' mobile accounts, including Sigourney,
Leslie Crandall, Will Merritt, and Quinn Putnam.
In order to expand my pool of potential witnesses to the crime, I searched
through HPD’s records showing all motor vehicle tickets or citations given in the area of
Adriaen’s Landing on the night of October 31, 2014. It turns out that a number of
apparent partygoers had illegally parked in a loading zone on Front Street, a few blocks
away from Adriaen’s Landing. One of the cars that was ticketed, a Mazda CX-9 with
Connecticut plate CDF 001, was registered to Winchester Colt, Sr. I arranged with Mr.
Colt to interview both him and his son—Winchester Colt III—on November 6, 2014.
Unfortunately, on the morning of my scheduled meeting with the Colts, Winchester Colt,
III was found dead, having overdosed on prescription painkillers. The medical examiner
ruled suicide as the official cause of death. I understand from speaking with Leslie
Crandall that Colt was having a difficult time coping with the loss of Sigourney.
Because: (1) there were multiple fingerprints on the murder weapon; (2) there
were no reported eyewitnesses to the crime; (3) Merritt provided a believable alibi that
was corroborated by Quinn Putnam; (4) although the DNA under Sigourney’s fingernails
was a conclusive match for Merritt, the close physical proximity between the two at the
party offered an alternative means of DNA transfer; and (5) the circumstances
surrounding Winchester Colt III’s suicide, I determined that, despite a complete and
thorough investigation, we did not have enough to pin Sigourney's murder on Mr.
Merritt. I considered the fact that Sigourney’s murderer was allowed to roam free a
personal failing on my part—I had let down Prudence, as well as the community I serve,
by allowing the killer to go free.
I do think it is important to say that, given the nature of the crime and the persons
involved, there was a considerable amount of local media attention. I am very proud that
my detectives and I were able to respect the privacy of Sigourney and Prudence by
making sure that many of the gorier details were never made public. The only
9
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information released to the public was that in the November 3, 2014 press release. We
were fortunate in that we were able to conduct our investigation quickly, competently,
and without undue interference from the media.
There were no new developments in the case until March 2016, when HPD
received an anonymous phone call from a person who claimed that a relative of theirs
had heard that Merritt had confessed to Sigourney’s murder during an initiation
ceremony at Roger Sherman University. Based on that phone call, I travelled to New
Haven, Connecticut to interview Jackie Webster and Sal/Sally Newman. Despite being
initially reluctant, Jackie Webster provided some critical information concerning Merritt’s
confession. As a law student with an impressive family history and aspirations to work
as a prosecutor, Webster understood the importance of being open and transparent
with the police investigation. Webster also understood the potentially career-damaging
implications of having a conviction for conspiracy and criminal trespass on his/her
record—I understand that the society’s shenanigans in the Grove Street Cemetery may
not have been on the up-and-up. Newman confirmed what Webster had told me about
Merritt’s confession.
Webster’s statements concerning Merritt’s confession to killing Sigourney,
combined with Merritt’s fingerprints on the murder weapon, DNA under Sigourney’s
fingernails, and eyewitness reports of Merritt’s repeated advances towards Sigourney
on the night provided the Hartford Police Department with sufficient evidence to obtain
an arrest warrant against Merritt for the murder of Sigourney Porter. Merritt turned
himself in to HPD on April 15, 2016.
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My name is Leslie Crandall. My date of birth is May 11, 1997, and when I'm not
away at UConn, I live with my parents on Scarborough Street in the West End of
Hartford, Connecticut. My family has been in the Hartford area since the 1600s. We’re
proud that my mother is a descendant of the Rev. Thomas Hooker, who was one of the
leaders of the first group of English settlers in the Hartford area and gave the sermon
that inspired the Fundamental Orders of Connecticut, the 1639 document that ultimately
inspired the Connecticut and United States Constitutions. My father is a distant relation
of Prudence Crandall, the official state heroine, who founded a school that educated
African-American girls from around the United States in the 1830s, despite community
pressure and state laws that forbade that action. We’re very proud of our heritage and
Connecticut.
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Sigourney Porter was my best friend. We met freshman year at our school out in
Farmington after she came to the school through the Open Choice program and was
assigned as my partner in the Creative Writing seminar. Sig inspired me with the way
she combined imagination with her precise use of the English language. On Halloween
night in 2014, she came as a guest of my family to the annual costume party at the
Mark Twain House. It’s an important night to my parents and their friends, and we never
miss it, although I’d sure like to. Sig originally didn't want to go, but I was able to
convince her to come with us. I think she might’ve been embarrassed that her mother
was working the party, while my parents were attending it. My embarrassment was way
worse than hers, though. My father always wears his embarrassing Mark Twain get-up,
and it seems like every year that each guy tries to wear something more offensive than
the next, and the girls wear as little as they can. The only thing that made the costume
party worth attending even for a little while was the after-party that was planned by
Quinn Putnam, Will Merritt, and a bunch of these kids who go to school up in Windsor.
They set up a spot down by the Connecticut River near Adriaen's Landing that none of
our parents would find out about because it was so secluded. Sig and I each sneaked a
shot from my father's favorite bottle of whiskey before heading to the costume party
dressed as players from our favorite sport—the UConn Basketball teams. That at least
made that stuffy party bearable for both of us.
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From what I remember, around 9:30, the first group of kids starting sneaking out of
the costume party at the Mark Twain House. Sig and I waited until 10:00 to look good
for our parents, slipped out of the party, and Ubered over to the spot by the river at
Adriaen's Landing. The Uber guy charged us more than $40 each for the 10 minute
ride, saying that he didn’t want to take kids over to that part of town late at night. But, I
guess our money was good enough for him in the end.
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When we got down to the river, a whole bunch of kids were there already drinking
and smoking up. That creep Will was there with a bunch of other jerks who all go to
school up in Windsor. I think Will’s great-great grandfather was some kind of big shot
that had a parkway or something named after him, and that guy always thinks that
entitles him to get away with anything. I’ve known Will since we were all little kids. Will
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also is a really good lacrosse player, and was the captain of the team at his high school.
I think it helped him get into Roger Sherman, too. All of that just feeds his massive ego.
A friend of mine at Will’s school told me that a lot of guys there secretly think Will is a
loser, especially because he's a spoiled sore loser who can't control his temper if he
doesn't get what he wants. Because of his temper, when he whined about snowstorms,
his parents bought him a huge souped-up GMC Yukon Denali truck—thing must have
cost $90,000, which is crazy even for a rich kid. My friend who was there told me that
after Will got into a fight in the parking lot over a parking spot, he stood over the kid he
had just hit with a lacrosse stick and said that "you respect my place here, and don't let
your old beater car get in the way of my Denali." I know Will can’t stand me. He’s always
had a thing for Sig ever since he met her at a party at my house, and he resents anyone
male or female who seems to be close friends with her. He's even more resentful
towards me because I kicked him out of my house the night he first met her at a party. I
saw him taking a drink from my father's favorite bottle of whiskey that he brought back
from a golf trip to Scotland, and Will started screaming and cursing at me when I told
him to stop it because my dad has that bottle measured to the ounce. It took three guys
to drag him out that night. I was afraid we were going to have to call the cops, which
would have been a total disaster because my parents weren't home at the time. Nothing
ever happened to Will though after those incidents. He’s like Teflon for some reason.
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On Halloween night, Will and all of his friends, especially that clown Putnam, were
dressed—once again—as the Hartford Whalers. You would think these people would
get over that hockey team leaving already. Anyway, they all were carrying hockey
sticks, and swinging them at each other—the drunker they got, the more they’d swing
them. At one point, it even seemed like Will and Win Colt were pretty serious and were
more than play-fighting, and Sig jumped in there to push them apart. Anyway, Will was
in especially rare form that night, even for Will. He wouldn’t stay away from Sig all
night—starting at the Mark Twain House and continuing at the riverfront. She kept trying
to slip away from him, and he kept following her. As usual, it's like he's entitled to get
whatever he wants. I know this because Sig kept sending me texts about this, asking
me to come over and rescue her from Will. I went over a few times and got her to come
over by offering her hits on the bong that a bunch of the other kids had.
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Around 11:00 p.m., I decided I needed to go home. I was already regretting
everything I'd done that night, and I knew my parents would be mad if they found out I'd
been partying. I know they don't fool around with kids' drinking—they took away my
brother Jim's driving privileges for months when he came home one night smelling like
cigarettes and beer. My head was bothering me and I was starting to feel a bit sick. I
called the Uber guy back and he came to get me around 11:15. Sig wanted to stay,
though. I wasn’t worried because Win was there and he told me that he’d drive Sig
home. I figured Sig would be OK with Win because he's such a good guy and he's
always looked out for her ever since I introduced them at a community service event
back in freshman year. I guess he felt like she was out of her element hanging with us,
and he wanted to protect her. I know Sig liked him and they hooked up a few times over
the last few years, but I think she was afraid to take their relationship further because
she was from a tough neighborhood in Hartford and Win was from some seriously old
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money. Still, he was always good to her. Anyway, although Win was dressed up as a
Whaler in the same group with Will, Win’s not like the rest of them. He was working on
trying to make the Olympic ski team, and he wouldn’t have messed that up by doing
anything stupid.
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Win texted me while I was in the Uber on the way home to Farmington and let me
know he was trying to get Sig to leave the party. I was happy about this, but, by the time
I got home, he texted me again and said that when they got into Sig's neighborhood,
she was insisting that he turn around and bring her back to the Landing because she
wanted to meet Will. I thought it was a bad idea and told both of them not to do it, but
Win said that she was insisting and said that she would get there herself. He promised
to hang around to make sure she was OK, though. I then fell asleep.
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My parents woke me up around 8:00 the next morning. They had been crying and
were too upset to notice that I looked awful from drinking the night before. They said
that Sig’s body had been found by the river, and that the police wanted to talk to me
about what happened. I was even more upset when I saw the text messages from Sig
around 3 a.m. Maybe I could have done something?
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I was so freaked out about Sig that I had to talk to someone about that night. With
Sig gone, the only one around was my brother Jim. He didn't want to hear it, though—
something about not wanting to know about me partying. Jim just told me to call Amy
Webster, my other friend from school. She's from somewhere around New Haven so
she wasn't around for the Halloween party. Amy knows that Will's a jerk, but she kept
saying that she didn't believe me when I told her that I thought he killed Sig. A while
later, I think it was around March 2016, she called me and told me that her sibling
Jackie told her that Will confessed to killing Sig during some college society ritual. I
always knew he'd go too far.
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The worst thing was what happened to Win right after Sig died. He and I were
constantly texting because we were both so upset. Win started drinking heavily and
taking his mother's painkillers to try to numb the pain. A few days later, on November
5—I'll never forget the day—he started sending me really dark texts. I got really scared
the next morning when he sent me a text saying: "I loved you Sig. I failed you that night.
I shouldn't have . . . ." When I asked him, "shouldn't have what," he wrote back, "I just
need to be with you again to make this right." I was really scared and I told my parents,
hoping they could reach out to Win's parents to get him some help fast. By the time they
called Win's parents a little while later, Win was already dead—his parents found him
surrounded by bottles of vodka and painkillers. It's been so hard for all of us, but I can't
believe Win's grief made him do that.
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Statement of Jackie A. Webster
My name is Jackie Webster. I live at 121 Elm Street in New Haven, Connecticut.
I am a 2016 graduate of Roger Sherman University and am now in my first year at
Roger Sherman Law School. I grew up in Darien. Before college, I attended prep school
at Hopkiss. During my time at Sherman, I rowed for the crew team, sang for the
Spizzinpoofs, and was president of Cloak and Dagger.
Since its founding in 1703, Sherman has become home to many secret societies.
At least they are supposed to be secret. Cloak and Dagger is the oldest and the most
prestigious. There was even a series of movies inspired by our club. Our brothers and
sisters have gone to run the world. Both the Democratic and Republican candidates in a
recent presidential election were Cloak members. I won’t tell you who, though. We’ve
also had newspaper editors, actors, Supreme Court justices and financiers. We select
from the best and brightest at Sherman. After being tapped in the middle of your
freshman year, you must pass our rites of initiation in order to become a member. It is a
thorough, rigorous process that ensures the best candidates are admitted.
I normally wouldn’t be talking about Cloak and Dagger. Members are sworn to
secrecy. And although I’m only in my first year of law school, I know that attorneys
wouldn’t advise their clients to just talk to the police, but I have nothing to hide and, as
Detective Uncas said, it would be wise for me to cooperate, given my career goals. I
hope to become a state prosecutor. I come from a family of lawyers. My mother is a
partner at Whalley, Dixwell and Goffe here in New Haven. My grandmother litigated
Griswold v. Connecticut, the famous birth control case, back in the 1960’s. My father is
a successful personal injury attorney in Bridgeport.
We tap eight men and eight women from the freshman class on the first day back
after winter break. It used to be sixteen men. Many candidates are legacies and the
remaining slots are carefully chosen by our officers. The way it used to be, after
potential members were selected, senior brothers would charge into their dorm rooms in
the middle of the night, throw burlap sacks over their heads and throw them in a van,
then drive them up to East Rock, let them out while still in their pajamas and make them
walk back to campus without any money, keys, or even shoes. We don’t do that
anymore. Now we just politely knock on their doors and invite them on a hike. They still
have to walk back to campus from the top of East Rock but they can wear shoes and
coats and do it during the day. We at least get to take their cell phones so they can’t use
GPS.
It’s not all challenges. We also have social events to get to know the candidates
a little better. One is the Polar Bear Plunge which used to be when the group jumped
into Long Island Sound in January. It was a tribute to a former member who jumped into
the frigid water to save the life of a child who was drowning back in 1958. Now we just
have a barbecue and bonfire at Cosey Beach in East Haven. It’s still cold at least. A
bunch of local kids crashed this year’s barbecue. They pulled up in an old van and
brought a keg. Sal Newman, one of our other candidates, who was from East Haven,
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knew them, so we let them stay but definitely thought less of Sal after that. A big part of
secret societies is not letting in any outsiders, and, you know, keeping it a secret.
Other challenges include singing the Sherman fight song in the library during
mid-terms—it used to be taking a girl to the stacks at the library, but going coed
changed that, eating pizza from Pepe’s and Modern all in one night, climbing the mast
of the Amistad, spending a night in the Grove Street Cemetery—that used to require
spending the whole night, but now it’s just a couple of hours, taking a picture with the
Roger Sherman statue on campus—you used to have to climb up and get on his
shoulders but you know, a few years ago someone wasn’t careful and well, insurance . .
. . And, of course, the final challenge, the Confession. There’s nothing violent or even
remotely humiliating. After all, that would be illegal and violate Sherman’s hazing
policies. The Confession is really just an interview—we ask questions and want honest
answers. It’s really just like a job interview. Also, there is no truth to the rumor that
candidates must steal something from a rival society or play a prank at another school.
I’m here because of Cloak’s involvement with Will Merritt. He was a candidate in
our January, 2016 class. He was not initiated and never had a chance. We only allowed
him to pledge because we had to. Merritt was a double-legacy. His father and both
grandfathers were members of Cloak during their time at Sherman. The Cloak and
Dagger charter requires anyone who is a descendent of two previous Cloak members to
be an automatic candidate and as president, I swore to uphold the charter.
Everyone on campus knew about Will Merritt. Everyone in the country knew
about him and the Sigourney Porter case. A pretty girl was killed—of course it was
major news. There were two Lifetime movies and an entire series on the ID channel
about it. Several people on the Sherman campus knew people who were involved in the
case. My sister Amy worked with Leslie Crandall at a summer camp. I’d say just about
everyone in Connecticut had a theory on the case and a lot of them centered on Will.
Amy always thought he did it. It was a big story when Will came to Sherman. At Cloak
we at first weren’t sure what to do. We knew that we had to allow him to be a candidate,
but we didn’t have to admit him. The other officers and I decided that we would try to get
close to Will during the initiation process to gain insight into the Porter case. If the cops
couldn’t get enough to arrest him, maybe we could.
Will did pretty well in his challenges. He actually spent the whole night at the
cemetery and said he slept well. It’s like death didn’t bother him. He also ate an entire
white clam pizza at Pepe’s by himself on the pizza challenge. That really didn’t help us
in determining whether he killed Sigourney. It was clear that he wanted to be a member
even though we didn’t really want him. He was a double legacy—he’d be letting down
his family if he didn’t make it. But we’d get him with the Confession.
The way Confession works is that on the last night of the rites of initiation, all of
the candidates and members meet at our Tomb, which is our clubhouse on Oak Street.
We take each candidate back into a private room. The candidates are asked a series of
questions by the brothers and sisters. Usually it’s just things like "How do you think you
15
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can help Cloak and Dagger?" It’s much more of an interview than an interrogation. It's
not like we waterboard people. The stuff on the wall is just for show; we have a good
time playing it up for fun, but we don't seriously use any of those things. We did things
differently with Will. That was on January 21, 2016. We sat him down in the chair and
put the lights in his face. I asked him, "What’s the worst thing you’ve ever done?" The
guy before him said that he once stole some money out of his mother’s wallet and
blamed it on his brother. Will said that he once cheated on a test. I pressed him, saying,
"Come on. You’ve done worse than that. You can tell us anything. We keep everything
secret here."
I decided to just ask Will point-blank, "Did you kill Sigourney Porter." He said,
"You won’t tell anyone?" I asked again, "Did you kill Sigourney Porter?" He paused for
about thirty seconds and calmly said, "Yeah. I did it. I killed her." I then asked, "How did
you do it?" He said, "I hit her with my hockey stick. I knocked her down with the first
swing and then cracked her in the head a few more times when she was on the ground.
She stopped moving after that and I knew she was dead."
I asked, "Why did you do it?" He said, "She got out of line. We started making out
and when I went in for more she pulled away and said no. Stupid girl. You don't say no
to me. I pulled her back by her neck but she slipped out and tried to run. She started to
scream so I silenced her with my stick. I helped myself to a souvenir as well."
I said, "Did you think you’d get away with it." He said, "I already have. I’m a
Merritt. I can do anything." That was it. We didn’t ask him anything else although I
should have asked about the souvenir, whatever he meant by that. No one was all that
surprised. We had heard he was known as a goon when he played lacrosse in high
school and his temper flared a few times during Cloak events. At the plunge, someone
accidentally bumped into him and he was ready to throw down.
We knew we weren’t going to admit Will but we had to figure out what to do with
the information we had. It was ultimately decided to keep it within the society. One of
the other pledges must’ve leaked it to a reporter because it wasn’t me or any other
officer. Shortly after the story ran in the Register-Courant, Detective Uncas called me. I
was apprehensive because I thought s/he might be investigating Cloak. I talked to
her/him for about an hour before giving this statement. After s/he said that s/he wasn’t
after me or Cloak and Dagger, I told her/him how Will confessed to killing Sigourney
Porter.
That year’s class had two rejects. We also rejected Will’s friend Sal/Sally
Newman. We thought it would be a good idea selecting a local kid and Sal/Sally was a
highly-touted soccer recruit. Plus we knew Sal/Sally was friends with Will. Early on it
was pretty clear Sal/Sally wasn’t Cloak material. We knew he/she wasn’t the same kind
of person as our other recruits and members. More importantly, despite being an
athlete, Sal/Sally wasn’t a team player. He/she only thought about how he/she could get
ahead and didn’t care about rules or anyone or anything else. He/she didn’t put any
effort into the challenges and said they were stupid. When Sal/Sally and the group were
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walking back from East Rock, Sal/Sally hitched a ride from a friend who happened to be
driving by and then didn’t even offer to take the other candidates. Sal/Sally also had a
big mouth. We’re a secret society. Sal/Sally is the kind of person who would tell anyone
anything. I remember that confession. I had fun with that one. I took a bullwhip off the
wall and cracked it a few times. I hoped it would scare Sal/Sally. It must have worked.
Sal/Sally actually told the truth for once. S/He said that s/he used a drone to spy on Hill
House High School's soccer practices before a conference tournament game. S/He
probably made up the drone part, but his/her team was known to do things like that. I
flicked hot wax in Sal/Sally's direction but didn't hit him/her with it.
We didn’t hear anything from Will after we rejected him. He seemed devastated.
Sal, like with everything else, didn't seem to care.

17

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45

Statement of Quinn Putnam
My name is Quinn Putnam. My date of birth is January 15, 1998. I am a 2016
graduate of the Loomis School in Windsor, Connecticut. When I'm not away at school, I
live with my parents Hutchinson and Betsy Putnam in West Hartford.
On Halloween night in 2014, I went with my parents to the annual costume party
at the Mark Twain House in Hartford. I had arranged with my friends Will Merritt and
Win Colt to dress up as Hartford Whaler hockey players for the party. We had the
uniforms from a party from last year, and went to Herb’s Sports to get our hockey sticks
the Saturday before the party. The party is really for the "grown-ups." For us kids, the
real party is afterward. Last year, we went down to Adriaen’s Landing by the river.
Everyone had a blast.
As planned, around 10:00 o’clock, Will, Win and I snuck out of the Mark Twain
house and met up down the street. Will and I got into my parents' car, and we followed
Win in his car down to Adriaen’s Landing. On the way down to the river we drank a halfbottle of Patron to get primed for the party.
When we arrived at Adriaen’s Landing, people were already there. There was a
lot of drinking going on. I recognized a lot of the people there, including Sigourney
Porter and Leslie Crandall. I have known Sigourney for the past few years, and I had
met Leslie at another party over the summer. Sig was a great kid, Leslie not so much.
Sig was very friendly, kind of flirty, and just fun to be around, while Leslie seemed
stand-offish and kind of stuck up. Leslie also has a drinking problem and can get really
nasty when he/she drinks. I guess that's why Leslie told all those people that Will was
stealing his/her dad's precious whiskey that night he/she had a party at his/her house. I
was there. He did sneak a drink, but everyone does that. He told me he got scared
when Leslie threatened to call the cops, so I told him we should leave the party. Two of
the other people from the lacrosse team left with us. Then, they started messing around
in the front yard of Leslie's house.
We were all hanging out together, but over the course of the night I kind of lost
track of both Win and Will. I lost my hockey stick and one of my shoes after I was
running around with of my friends from Loomis. I eventually located Will around 11:00
and drove him home. My parents allowed me to take the car that night but I had a strict
curfew of 11:30. I dropped Will off around 11:15 and I got home right at 11:30.
I saw Will talking with Sig Porter during the course of the night, but I didn’t see
her when we left. I think she might have had a crush on Will, though she never told me.
As usual Will was getting hit on by a lot of the girls, and I couldn’t say if he hooked up
with Sig, or anyone, down at the river before we left. He just said how hot Sig looked
that night, and it looked like they were having a great time. I saw them talking and
laughing and Sig was definitely flirting with Will. I think that flirting was bothering Win,
because he and Will had some words and they started pushing each other around. I
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think I saw Will take a swing at Win before a bunch of the other guys pulled them apart
and everyone calmed down.
Will was one of my best friends at Loomis. He’s a great athlete. We both were
with the lacrosse program; I'm the manager, and Will was the captain when he was a
senior. He earned his captaincy. He'll do anything to win, and isn't afraid to push the
rules to get our team the edge. He's aggressive—sometimes too aggressive, which can
hurt the team if he gets ejected from the game or suspended. Still, that fired up our
team when that kid from a rival school in New Haven knocked Will over in a game, and
Will hit him in the head with his lacrosse stick. They ejected Will from the game, but we
still won. That kid learned, though—play stupid games, win stupid prizes,
Because he's such a good athlete and is funny, Will is popular with the guys and
the girls. He has had quite an impressive number of some of the best looking girls in
and out of school. He had a collection of "souvenirs" from his dates; he often kept an
article of clothing to show off to the guys. He’s funny and likes to party, but he can get
aggressive when he drinks. We all have our share of battle scars from the number of
fights we’ve had to pull him out of over the past few years. But, Will is a good guy. He is
pretty smart, and with his family background he got into Roger Sherman. I'm lucky I got
into Harvard. I’ll miss seeing Will, though.
You asked me about the "incident" at Loomis, where Will got into a fight in the
parking lot. That whole thing wasn't his fault. His parents just bought him a GMC Yukon
Denali truck as a present for getting into Roger Sherman. I think they figured he'd need
it to drive down to New Haven from their place up in Litchfield when the weather was
bad. The truck is sweet—shiny black with a chrome package. It's Will's prize
possession. Because Will was captain of the lacrosse team, school tradition was that he
got to park in athletes' row, which was a set of ten spaces right in front of the school that
are unofficially reserved for the captains of the school's sports teams. One day right
after he got the truck, Will and I took the truck to lunch at Bear's BBQ. When we came
back, some kid pulled in front of him in a Honda Civic and parked in the last athlete spot
left that day. When Will asked him politely to move, the kid told him that he had no right
to the spot. One thing led to another, I think I heard the kid call Will a brat and threaten
to key his truck, then the kid then pushed Will and told him that he'd kick his ass. As
soon as the kid pushed Will, Will knocked him to the ground and gave him a black
eye—told him you don't mess with a Merritt and to respect his Denali. Will was just
protecting himself and his truck, though. I can't blame him, especially the way that other
guy acted.
Also, the incident about the "tic-tacs" comments on the bus about Ms. Jacobs, is
another story blown out of proportion. First, this was some secret recording; that’s the
person who should have gotten in trouble. We were just joking and talking on the bus on
the way to the debate, and some sleaze ball videos us. Unbelievable! It was just joking
around, and it wasn’t even that bad. Will could get a lot more raunchy, believe me, and
some of the other students can be worse. No one really took Will seriously, that he
would hit on a teacher.
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As far as I know the only time Will got out of hand with a girl was his junior year
after a lacrosse party at one of the senior’s houses. His parents weren’t home, so we
made the best of it. Lacrosse parties were the best. We didn’t even have to invite other
kids; they would just show up. This one time Will had a few too many, and was acting
up a little. He got into a fight with one of the freshmen, but it was no big deal. Later a
bunch of us went outside, and saw Will with one of the girls. They were having an
argument, and she was trying to get away from him. We kind of had to pull him off of
her. We cleaned her up, made sure she was okay, and pulled Will back into the house.
One of the other girls gave her a jacket to wear—I think her sleeve got ripped—and then
drove her home. She was cool though, and didn’t tell anyone about it. Again, it was no
big deal. Will would never really try to hurt anyone. And there is no way he would ever
kill somebody, especially Sig.
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Statement of Sal/Sally Newman
My name is Sal/Sally Newman and my date of birth is June 1, 1996. I was born
and raised in East Haven, Connecticut. I was supposed to graduate from East Haven
High School in 2014, but I flunked a few courses during my senior year and needed to
take some remedial classes before I could apply to colleges in 2015. I guess I let my
high school soccer career and my senior year get the best of me. It was not easy
becoming captain of the soccer team. I had to throw one of my team mates, who was
competing with me to be captain, under the bus by making up a story that he/she was
on PEDs (performance enhancing drugs). The story was untrue, but I still got the big "C"
on my uniform. All is fair is love and "football," as they call it in the rest of the world!
During high school I was very popular. Everyone in East Haven knew me. In fact,
I am well known in New Haven also because my family’s former business, Big Sal’s
Bakery, had the best bread in town until it was closed for allegedly paying people under
the table. My grandfather, Sal, first opened Big Sal's Bakery in 1938 and everyone in
our family has worked there at some point in their lives. We did not take credit cards,
cash only. People in town loved us. My family kept the neighborhood safe and clean.
Politicians stopped by all the time. The love-fest for my family ended when a bunch of
guys from the FBI paid us a visit, if you know what I mean.
The charges were eventually dropped after my family spent a fortune on the
defense lawyer Arnie Sherman, a descendent of the famed Roger Sherman. After all
that legal trouble, I was glad to get into Roger Sherman University so I could get away
from my family’s troubles and back to playing soccer. I have never worked hard at
school. Soccer has always been my thing. I just always figured that my family had
enough contacts to get me to where I needed to be. Good thing my grandfather and
father knew a lot of people.
While school has not always been my focus, I am devoted to my family and
extended family. I visit my grandparents for dinner every Sunday and volunteer at my
church. I did volunteer hours in high school at the local Senior Center. I really enjoy
being around old people. They have seen it all. I am helping to coach my little cousin’s
travel soccer team to help the young kids in our community become better soccer
players.
Recently during initiation activities, Cloak & Dagger had a Polar Bear Plunge
beach bash over at Cosey Beach. All of the initiates had to take a Polar Bear Plunge
into the Long Island Sound. It was cold. I know the place well, as it is in walking
distance of my house. I told a few local kids that I would be there that night, and of
course, people came by to hang out with me! Like I said, I am pretty popular. This was
the first night that I got to really talk to Wilbur Merritt. He seemed like a typical prep
school type to me. You know, he dressed like he was a model for Abercrombie and
Fitch. After a few minutes, however, we kind of hit it off. I saw that he did not have a
drink in his hand so I poured him a beer from the keg. He said that he was not a big
drinker, but all the initiates wanted to look like we fit in. I think he thought that I had
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some pull with the initiation committee because of who my grandfather is. In reality, I
didn’t.
I introduced Wilbur to a bunch of people from East Haven. Everyone thought he
was really cool. At one point that night one of the C&D members bumped into Wilbur
causing him to spill a drink on himself, but other than saying "watch out," he handled it
calmly. In fact, he was a little bit shy as compared to some of the people I hung out with.
Wilbur seemed to be very focused on academics. He talked about his classes and the
amount of time that he was spending in the library. Unlike me, he said that he was
meeting with professors regularly to discuss their lectures. He was already preparing
study notes for midterms.
After the Staven people left the beach bash, Wilbur and I mingled with some of
the C&D members. We both were concerned about the initiation. I could tell that Wilbur
was really worried about "confessions" week. We had heard that C&D expected juicy
confessions. People around campus told us that the C&D members were pretty heavyhanded during confession week. I had plenty to confess, but Wilbur told me privately
that he was afraid that people would laugh at him because he did not have anything
juicy other than throwing some toilet paper on Mischief Night, you know the night before
Halloween. I reassured him that all he needed to do was to use his imagination and it
would be fine. I had a hard time getting him to smile when talking about the confessions.
He looked worried about the whole thing. I wasn’t worried at all. With my name and
reputation, I figured that I was a shoo-in.
I was fully prepared to make something up to get through the pressure of
confessions. However, Wilbur kept saying, "I am not sure what I am going to tell them."
Wilbur nursed his beer all night long, and left before the party ended. I wondered if he
would just drop out. However, he told me that he really wanted C&D membership
because his parents and grandparents had been members. He felt that he would let his
family down if he did not get in.
The next week was "confessions week." All the initiates dreaded this. During this
week, they made us sleep in a cemetery all night, after first walking through a local
swamp known to have snakes. Wilbur was petrified of snakes but he did these things
with us. Because Wilbur shrieked during the so-called "swamp walk," they made him
take a picture of himself nude while sitting on the shoulders of the Roger Sherman
statue on campus. We also had to steal a souvenir from a rival society, and I
contributed the Coyote Head Society's flag that is now on the back wall of C&D's
clubhouse. On the last night of confessions week, they took the initiates one-by-one into
a dark room in the back of their club house on Oak Street. Along the wall they had hot
wax, branding irons, knives, and their famous hot tar and feathers. If they did not get a
jazzy confession, they told us they were prepared to use "any and all means." Prior
initiates warned Wilbur and me about Jackie Webster, who they called "Crazy Jackie"
because Jackie was not afraid to use the tools at their disposal. We heard stories of
other initiates making stuff up for their confessions. I made up a story about illegally
videotaping the soccer practice at Hill House High so we could finally beat them on the
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field. Jackie Webster said: "That’s all you got? Wilbur killed someone but all you have is
videotaping a soccer practice." Jackie laughed about it and sprayed hot wax in my face.
When I was released from the back room I saw Wilbur and I asked him what he told
them. Wilbur said "I told them all about Sigourney." I said who? Wilbur said, "I told them
that I was the one who hit Sigourney with a hockey stick."
Wilbur’s comment really struck me because it was so out of character for Wilbur
to say something like that. However, when I got home that night, I googled Wilbur’s
name and came across some news articles about an incident at Adriaen’s Landing in
Hartford with someone named Sigourney. She was in Wilbur’s class. I immediately
called my Uncle Tony at the police department who said he/she would give this info to a
Detective "Bobbi."
Looking back on all of this, I really regret trying to join C&D. They are a bunch of
clowns. For them to reject someone like me shows that they are a bunch of bone heads.
They get their thrills scaring people to say and do things that they don’t mean. I made
something up. Other people made things up. I am sure that Wilbur made up the story
about Sigourney. I hope this whole episode forces the University to close them down.
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Statement of Jamie Hale, Ph.D.
My name is Jamie Hale. I am 68 years old and live at 129 Fenway Park Square
in Boston, Massachusetts. I am a social psychologist. My entire career has been
conducting research and teaching in the area of social psychology. I received a
Bachelor of Science Degree in sociology and a Master’s Degree in psychology, both
from Roger Sherman University. I then earned a doctorate from Paul Revere University
in Cambridge, Massachusetts given by the Sociology Department in the area of Social
Psychology. My doctoral dissertation was "Theories of Pressurized Social Control"
which studied the impact of group pressure tactics on an individual in a cult setting.
Social psychology is the scientific study of how a person’s thoughts, feelings, and
behaviors are influenced by actual, imagined, or implied presence of others. It is the
study of human behavior and experience when faced with other people. In other words,
a social psychologist studies how people are affected by each other; how social
influence, social perception and social interaction influence individual and group
behavior.
Social psychologists typically explain human behavior as a result of the
interaction of mental states and immediate, social situations. One of the earliest
reported studies in the field was in the 1880s when a researcher studied whether
workers pulled harder when they were together than when they worked alone. In
general, unlike other subfields of psychology and sociology which can focus on
fieldwork and research in clinical settings, social psychologists have a preference for
laboratory-based, controlled settings with empirical findings.
I currently am a professor emeritus at Paul Revere University. I taught and
conducted research in social psychology at Paul Revere University for 40 years. I
stopped teaching about 8 years ago, but I remain on the faculty and have continued to
oversee two doctoral students per year. As a doctoral advisor, I meet regularly with my
advisees and provide guidance to them regarding their dissertations. In addition to
serving as an advisor to doctoral students over the past 8 years, I spend most of my
time consulting on cases and testifying in court. I pay my dues in order to belong to the
American Sociological Association and the American Psychological Association. I
served on the Editorial Boards of The American Journal of Social Psychology from 1980
to 1990, and of the Journal of American Cultic Studies from 1992-1999. I served as a
member of the Publication Committee of the Social Psychology Section of the American
Sociology Association from 1980 to 1985, and as Chairperson from 1985-1986.
In order to keep myself current in my field, I regularly read The American Journal
of Social Psychology, The American Journal of Psychology and Sociology, The Journal
of Adolescent Psychology, The Journal of the American Sociological Society, and, The
Journal of American Cultic Studies. All of these professional journals contain peerreviewed articles and are recognized and accepted by the profession as a standard
authority. Mind you, I do not always agree with every journal article ever published in
these journals!
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I have authored numerous articles in the areas of group pressure tactics in cults,
and in particular, on adolescents and young adults. The last article that I had published
was in 1996 in the Journal of Cultic Studies called, called "Coerced Persuasion: The
Social Psychology of Extreme Influence in Group Settings On Young Adults." After this
article was published, I became so busy with my private consulting business that I
simply did not have time to publish articles or serve on Editorial Boards anymore. The
consulting business is much more lucrative than conducting research as a university
professor!
During the mid-1990s, I also served on a campus task force that was put
together by the Director of Mental Health Services at the Paul Revere University to
address and propose solutions to help students who were self-medicating with drugs
and alcohol. This task force came about after there was an increase in students who
died as a result of drug overdoses. The task force consisted of mental health
professionals, physicians, psychologists, professors, students and parents. The task
force looked into numerous student deaths to determine the circumstances. Usually, the
student had suffered a loss or rejection, such as a death of a parent or loved one, a
break up in a relationship, failure to make a sports team or not being tapped for a
sorority or fraternity. The task force made a number of recommendations, which
included specific training for all campus staff—professors, T.A., R.A.s—on how to
identify a student at risk for self-medication. I later authored an article in the Journal of
Adolescent Psychology regarding the Task Force’s findings and recommendations.
The name of my business is Hale Consulting, LLC which is operated out of my
home office and I am the sole employee. I charge $500 an hour for any out-of-court
work and $750 an hour for any type of proceeding that involves my testimony. I have
primarily testified on behalf of plaintiffs in civil lawsuits against a cult or cult-type
organization, or on behalf of criminal defendants who have engaged in criminal conduct
due to the influence of fellow cult members. Out of the 100 or so cases in which I have
been a consultant in and testified, I would estimate I have testified on behalf of the
prosecution only 1 or 2 times—if ever. I have qualified as an expert on real-world
environments that exert extraordinary influence on an individual and were capable of
eliciting extraordinary conforming responses in at least 30 different states.
As a result of my expertise in the social psychology of extreme influence in group
settings on young adults, I have served as a consultant to about twenty universities to
help draft policies regarding hazing behaviors in a campus Greek system, including at
Roger Sherman University and Paul Revere University. As a consultant, I have studied
the pledging process in the campus Greek system and the undue influence that is
placed on the young adults. It has been my experience in studying the social
psychology of this process that a pledge’s desire to be accepted often causes them to
engage in conduct that normally would be against their better judgment and to say
things that are exaggerated or not true just to please the interrogator. I recently was
invited to testify before a Congressional subcommittee that is reviewing bullying and
hazing on college campuses.
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In this case, I have not met or interviewed the defendant or any of the witnesses,
nor have I conducted any controlled studies about the real world environment of the
group pressure put on individuals who are attempting to join a college secret society.
However, I have reviewed all of the witness statements in this case. Based upon my
review of the witness statements, as well as my extensive training and experience as a
social psychologist who has conducted controlled studies in other real world
environments that exert extraordinary influence on an individual, as well as my
experience in studying the pledging process in the campus Greek system, it is my
opinion to a reasonable degree of scientific probability that Wilbur Merritt’s statements
during his pledge attempt with Cloak and Dagger are not reliable.
Instead, these statements—that he killed Sigourney Porter, as well as the details
he allegedly provided—are the product of being in a real world environment where there
was extraordinary influence on this young man to say whatever he needed to say in
order to convince the members of Cloak and Dagger to accept him into the
organization—both so he could avoid the humiliation of being rejected and not being
able to carry on the long family tradition, as well as to avoid being subjected to hot wax
or being tarred and feathered. The response the defendant gave to Jackie Webster is
similar to what I have witnessed in other real world environments where a person feels
he or she must conform his or her conduct or say what the interrogator wants to hear—
even if it is not true—after the group has put a tremendous amount of pressure on the
individual.
All of the factors that I have seen in my research in other group settings (i.e., in
cults), such as intimidation, humiliation, and degrading techniques, were present.
Leading up to the so-called "Confessions Week," Wilbur Merritt was required to sleep in
a cemetery overnight, he was forced to walk through a local swamp known to have
snakes in it when it was well-known he was afraid of snakes, and he had to produce a
picture taken of himself nude while sitting on the shoulders of the Roger Sherman
statue on campus. In the confession chamber, there was hot wax, branding irons,
knives and hot tar and feathers. Wilbur knew that these items had been used on the
others in his class.
An additional factor present and important to my opinion is that Wilbur Merritt put
an incredible amount of personal pressure on himself that he absolutely had to become
a member of the Cloak and Dagger so that he could carry on the family tradition. This
personal pressure also contributed to making his statement to Jackie Webster
unreliable.
Furthermore, the fact that Wilbur Merritt was only 18 years old when he made
these statements also supports my opinion. The current scientific literature explains that
adolescents have significant neurological deficiencies that result in stark limitations in
judgment. In the adolescent brain, the connections between the emotional part of the
brain and the decision-making center are still developing. There is a recent article in
The Journal of Clinical Child & Adolescent Psychology by Dr. Harriet B. Stowe, a
renowned adolescent psychologist and neuroscientist, that summarizes the new
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research and its clinical implications, called "New Developments In Understanding The
Adolescent Brain." The JCCAP is a journal published on behalf the Society of Clinical
Child and Adolescent Psychology, a division of the American Psychological Association,
the primary organization of American psychologists and psychotherapeutic
professionals, and one of which I have been a member for years. Like other premier
journals, the JCCAP is peer-reviewed, and it is read carefully by the more than 5000
members of the Society when it is published bimonthly.
New research shows that the human brain may not reach full development until a
person’s twenties. The part of the teen brain not fully developed is the frontal lobe,
which is the part that manages impulse control, judgment, insight and emotional control.
This conclusion in the scientific literature is supported by my own experience in working
with adolescents both in the cult setting and in the college campus setting. When
teenagers engage in foolish behavior, it is not just because they don’t have life
experience to know better, but because their brains have difficulty in assessing
consequences—which contributed to Wilbur Merritt stating he killed Sigourney Porter in
the circumstance he was facing with his peers during "Confession Week."
In reviewing the witness statements, I also found it interesting that also present in
this case is the fact that adolescents often have poor impulse control and extreme mood
swings—which, again, is supported in the scientific literature. In other words,
adolescents tend to have extreme reactions to emotional situations and often, they
overreact. For example, in dealing with loss, whether it be a death, a loss of a girlfriend,
or divorce, it is common that adolescents feel the loss in a heightened sense, and many
turn to alcohol or drugs as a form of self-medication. Similarly, based upon the witness
statements, it appears that the defendant often overreacted to situations and was
unable to control his emotions whenever he was rejected or had his authority
questioned.
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1. Crime Scene Photograph (Taken 11/01/14 at 07:32:17)
2. Crime Scene Photograph (Taken 11/01/14 at 07:33:56)
3. Crime Scene Photograph (Taken 11/01/14 at 07:34:14)
4. Fingerprint Analysis
5. Map of Hartford, Connecticut metropolitan area
6. Detail map of Downtown Hartford/Adriaen's Landing
7. Uber receipt for "Leslie's" trip from Mark Twain House to Adriaen's Landing
8. Uber receipt for "Sigourney's" trip from Mark Twain House to Adriaen's Landing
9. Taxi receipt, found near scene
10. Hartford Parking Authority parking ticket
11. Text messages between phones belonging to Leslie Crandall and Sigourney
Porter
12. Text messages between phones belonging to Leslie Crandall and Winchester
Colt
13. Text messages between phones belonging to Quinn Putnam and Wilbur Merritt
14. Autopsy report for Sigourney Porter prepared by Chief Medical Examiner,
Howard Leeland, M.D.
15. Article from student newsletter, The Ledger, "Merritt Makes Crude Remarks
About Female Teacher"
16. Hartford Police Department Press Release
17. H.B. Stowe, "New Developments In Understanding The Adolescent Brain,"
Journal of Clinical Child and Adolescent Psychology (January-February 2016)
18. Curriculum Vitae of Jamie Hale, Ph.D

28

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITIES

MURDER STATUTE:
"A person is guilty of murder when, with intent to cause the death of another person, he
causes the death of such person or of a third person or causes a suicide by force,
duress or deception; except that in any prosecution under this subsection, it shall be an
affirmative defense that the defendant committed the proscribed act or acts under the
influence of extreme emotional disturbance for which there was a reasonable
explanation or excuse, the reasonableness of which is to be determined from the
viewpoint of a person in the defendant's situation under the circumstances as the
defendant believed them to be, provided nothing contained in this subsection shall
constitute a defense to a prosecution for, or preclude a conviction of, manslaughter in
the first degree or any other crime." Connecticut General Statutes § 53a-54a (a).
MANSLAUGHTER STATUTE:
"A person is guilty of manslaughter in the first degree when: (1) With intent to cause
serious physical injury to another person, he causes the death of such person or of a
third person; or . . . (3) under circumstances evincing an extreme indifference to human
life, he recklessly engages in conduct which creates a grave risk of death to another
person, and thereby causes the death of another person." Connecticut General Statutes
§ 53a-55 (a).
INTENT:
"A person acts intentionally with respect to a result . . . described by a statute defining
an offense when his conscious objective is to cause such result. . . . As we have
observed on multiple occasions, [t]he state of mind of one accused of a crime is often
the most significant and, at the same time, the most elusive element of the crime
charged. . . . Because it is practically impossible to know what someone is thinking or
intending at any given moment, absent an outright declaration of intent, a person's state
of mind is usually [proven] by circumstantial evidence. . . . For example, intent may be
proven by conduct before, during and after [a] shooting. Such conduct yields facts and
inferences that demonstrate a pattern of behavior and attitude toward the victim by the
defendant that is probative of the defendant's mental state." (Citations omitted; internal
quotation marks omitted.) State v. Bonilla, 317 Conn. 758, 766 (2015).
"[W]e have held that [t]he specific intent to kill is an essential element of the crime of
murder. To act intentionally, the defendant must have had the conscious objective to
cause the death of the victim. . . . Because direct evidence of the accused's state of
mind is rarely available . . . intent is often inferred from conduct . . . and from the
cumulative effect of the circumstantial evidence and the rational inferences drawn
therefrom. . . . Intent to cause death may be inferred from the type of weapon used, the
manner in which it was used, the type of wound inflicted and the events leading to and
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immediately following the death. . . . Furthermore, it is a permissible, albeit not a
necessary or mandatory, inference that a defendant intended the natural consequences
of his voluntary conduct. . . . In addition, intent to kill may be inferred from evidence that
the defendant a had motive to kill." (Citations omitted; internal quotation marks omitted.)
State v. Otto, 305 Conn. 51, 66-67 (2012).
INTOXICATION:
"Intoxication, as used in General Statutes § 53a-7, means a substantial disturbance of
mental or physical capacities resulting from the introduction of substances into the body.
. . . [Although] intoxication is neither a defense nor an affirmative defense to a murder
charge in Connecticut, evidence of a defendant's intoxication is relevant to negate
specific intent which is an essential element of the crime of murder. . . . Intoxication,
however, does not automatically negate intent. . . . It is for the jury to decide, after
weighing all the evidence adduced at trial, whether a criminal defendant's intoxication
rendered him incapable of forming the intent required to commit the crime with which he
is charged." (Citation omitted; internal quotation marks omitted.) State v. Rice, 105
Conn. App. 103, 109 (2007).
BURDEN OF PROOF:
"The state has the burden of proving that the defendant is guilty of the crime with which
he is charged. The defendant does not have to prove his innocence. This means that
the state must prove beyond a reasonable doubt each and every element necessary to
constitute the crime charged.
"Whether the burden of proof resting upon the state is sustained depends not on the
number of witnesses, nor on the quantity of the testimony, but on the nature and quality
of the testimony. Please bear in mind that one witness's testimony is sufficient to convict
if it establishes all the elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt." Connecticut
Criminal Jury Instructions § 2.2-2 (2016).
REASONABLE DOUBT:
"The meaning of reasonable doubt can be arrived at by emphasizing the word
reasonable. It is not a surmise, a guess or mere conjecture. It is not a doubt raised by
anyone simply for the sake of raising a doubt. It is such a doubt as, in serious affairs
that concern you, you would heed; that is, such a doubt as would cause reasonable
men and women to hesitate to act upon it in matters of importance. It is not hesitation
springing from any feelings of pity or sympathy for the accused or any other person who
might be affected by your decision. It is, in other words, a real doubt, an honest doubt, a
doubt that has its foundation in the evidence or lack of evidence. It is doubt that is
honestly entertained and is reasonable in light of the evidence after a fair comparison
and careful examination of the entire evidence."
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"Proof beyond a reasonable doubt does not mean proof beyond all doubt; the law does
not require absolute certainty on the part of the jury before it returns a verdict of guilty.
The law requires that, after hearing all the evidence, if there is something in the
evidence or lack of evidence that leaves in your minds, as reasonable men and women,
a reasonable doubt as to the guilt of the accused, then the accused must be given the
benefit of that doubt and acquitted. Proof beyond a reasonable doubt is proof that
precludes every reasonable hypothesis except guilt and is inconsistent with any other
rational conclusion." (Footnotes omitted.) Connecticut Criminal Jury Instructions § 2.2-3
(2016).
THIRD PARTY CULPABILITY:
"It is well established that a defendant has a right to introduce evidence that
indicates that someone other than the defendant committed the crime with which the
defendant has been charged. . . . The defendant must, however, present evidence that
directly connects a third party to the crime. . . . It is not enough to show that another had
the motive to commit the crime . . . nor is it enough to raise a bare suspicion that some
other person may have committed the crime of which the defendant is accused."
"The admissibility of evidence of third party culpability is governed by the rules
relating to relevancy. . . . Relevant evidence is evidence having any tendency to make
the existence of any fact that is material to the determination of the proceeding more
probable or less probable than it would be without the evidence. . . ."
"Accordingly, in explaining the requirement that the proffered evidence establish
a direct connection to a third party, rather than raise merely a bare suspicion regarding
a third party, we have stated: Such evidence is relevant, exculpatory evidence, rather
than merely tenuous evidence of third party culpability [introduced by a defendant] in an
attempt to divert from himself the evidence of guilt. . . . In other words, evidence that
establishes a direct connection between a third party and the charged offense is
relevant to the central question before the jury, namely, whether a reasonable doubt
exists as to whether the defendant committed the offense. Evidence that would raise
only a bare suspicion that a third party, rather than the defendant, committed the
charged offense would not be relevant to the jury's determination." (Citations omitted;
internal quotation marks omitted.) State v. Arroyo, 284 Conn. 597, 609–10 (2007).
CONSCIOUSNESS OF GUILT:
In any criminal trial it is permissible for the state to show that conduct or
statements made by a defendant after the time of the alleged offense may have been
influenced by the criminal act; that is, the conduct or statements show a consciousness
of guilt.
For example,
• flight, when unexplained, may indicate consciousness of guilt if the facts and
the circumstances support it.
• a person's possession of or attempt to conceal anything acquired through the
crime may tend to show a consciousness of guilt.

31

• a person's false statements as to (his/her) whereabouts at the time of the
offense may tend to show a consciousness of guilt.
Such (acts / statements) do not, however, raise a presumption of guilt. If you find
the evidence proved and also find that the (acts / statements) were influenced by the
criminal act and not by any other reason, you may, but are not required to, infer from
this evidence that the defendant was acting from a guilty conscience. Connecticut
Criminal Jury Instructions § 2.6-3 (2016).
DEFENDANT NOT TESTIFYING:
Under Griffin v. California, 380 U.S. 609, 615, 85 S. Ct. 1229, 14 L. Ed. 2d 106 (1965), it
is "well settled that comment by the prosecuting attorney . . . on the defendant's failure
to testify is prohibited by the fifth amendment to the United States constitution. . . . This
court applies the following test in evaluating whether a prosecutor's remark has violated
this right: Was the language used manifestly intended to be, or was it of such a
character that the jury would naturally and necessarily take it to be a comment on the
failure of the accused to testify? . . . Repeated comments by the prosecutor on the
failure of a defendant to 'tell' or to 'explain' certain events . . . have been held to be
improper." (Citations omitted.) State v. Grant, 286 Conn. 499, 538–39 (2008).
"Unless the accused requests otherwise, the court shall instruct the jury that they may
draw no unfavorable inferences from the accused's failure to testify." Connecticut
General Statutes § 54-84 (b).
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7. Uber receipt for "Leslie's" trip from Mark Twain House to Adriaen's Landing
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HARTFORD POLICE DEPARTMENT
CRIME SCENE EVIDENCE FINGERPRINT ANALYSIS
DATE: 11.3.2014
TIME: 16:14:14
Wilbur Merritt –
18 pt match
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Notes:



Sigourney Porter –
18 pt match
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Map of Downtown Hartford and Adriaen’s Landing District

034

035

036

Note:
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Text Messages produced by court order at request of Hartford Police Department.

Conversation between Sigourney Porter (Verizon Customer) and Leslie Crandall (860) 555-1097 from
10.31.2014 to 11.1.2014
10.31.14 09:00P X6732
get this guy away from me. ..he's mad sketchy and I don’t want to deal with him anymore. I’m already so
drunk ; p
10.31.14 09:01P X1097
LOL
10.31.14 10:30P X6732
he won’t leave me along again ugh… can’t Win and Quinn get him to leave me alone?
10.31.14 10:31P X1097
hahaha he’s not that bad
10.31.14, 10:31P X1097
I’ll come get you
10.31.14 10:54P X1097
I gotta bounce, I'm way too turnt, you wanna come with me? I think you should
10.31.14 10:55P X6732
I think I’m fine and ok here. Maybe Will isn’t as sketchy as I thought after all. He’s actually kinda hot.
10.31.14 10:55P X1097
He’s weird!!! you should come with me
10.31.14 10:56P X6732
Lol don't worry, I kinda want to get to know Will better...Win will be here anyways just in case
10.31.14 10:56P X1097:
You don’t think that would drive Win crazy seeing you two together? That’s messed up :o
10.31.14 10:57P X6732
Win knows we can’t be together because of his family so it’s fine, he has to deal with it . . .
10.31.14 10:58P X1097
OK. ttyl.
10.31.14 11:22P X1097"Win just told me you’re telling him you want to go back down to see Will... are you crazy!?
Just go home!"
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10.31.14 11:22P X6732 "It's finnee. Win has to deal with this."

Text Messages produced by court order at request of Hartford Police Department.

Conversation between Sigourney Porter (Verizon Customer) and Leslie Crandall (860) 555-1097 from
10.31.2014 to 11.1.2014 – Continued

10.31.14 11:22P X1097
Win just told me you’re telling him you want to go back down to see Will... are you crazy!? Just go home!
10.31.14 11:22P X6732
It's finnee. Win has to deal with this
10.31.14 11:23P X1097
please just be careful...Wins been good to you <3
11.1.14 03:00A X6732
Hi! what ya up 2?
11.1.14 03:14A X6732
LESLEY!!!! Wya?
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Text Messages produced by court order at request of Hartford Police Department.

Conversation between Winchester Colt (Verizon Customer) and Leslie Crandall (860) 555-1097 from
10.31.2014 to 11.6.2014
10.31.14 11:20P X2099
U won't believe this…so we're by Trinity and now sigs insisting I bring her back to the Landing to see Will!
Can u plz talk some sense into her
10.31.14 11:20P X1097
OMG! That is crazy, i'll try
10.31.14 11:20P X1097
Why would you help her w. that?
10.31.14 11:21P X2099
its not like I want to see her with that idiot but its better that I help her than her mess with cabs because at
least I can make sure she's safe.
10.31.14 11:21P X1097
I mean I can try and talk her outta it
10.31.14 11:24P X2099
It didn't work now she's yelling.
10.31.14 11:24P X2099
Forget it whatever I'll just drive her and keep an eye out for a little bit :)
10.31.14 11:24P X1097
Thx please be safe.
11.1.14 11:01A X1097
I’m guessing you heard about Sig...
11.1.14 11:03A X2099
My parents just told me…I can't believe it. I knew Will was no good!
11.1.14 11:04A X1097
What happened to you watching out?
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Text Messages produced by court order at request of Hartford Police Department.

Conversation between Winchester Colt (Verizon Customer) and Leslie Crandall (860) 555-1097 from
10.31.2014 to 11.6.2014 – Continued
11.1.14 11:04A X2099
I was…I was in the bushes hiding but I couldn't handle seeing them kiss... :(
11.1.14 11:04A X2099
So I went to my car, saw that I got a ticket which made me pissed so I drove away.
11.1.14 11:04A X2099
If only I stayed...
11.1.14 11:05A X1097
Come on Win, it’s not your fault. Come over later
11.1.14 11:05A X2099
Okay
11.2.14 03:00P X1097
How are u doing?
11.2.14 04:00P X2099
feel just a little buzzed. My head hurt from thinking about Sig so I took some of my Mom's Oxy I kinda feel
better now than I did before :/
11.2.14 04:01P X1097
OMG WIN! be careful please!
11.2.14 04:01P X2099
It’s just to take the edge off…I could've stopped this Leslie.
11.2.14 04:02P X1097
NO! It’s not your fault!
11.3.14 09:01A X1097
How are you today?
11.3.14 10:00A X2099
My heads still pounding I cannot believe this happened. C u at funeral later?
11/3/14 10:02A X1097 "Yes I’ll c you there I’m pretty sure it's at 1:00. I'll be with my parents."
11/3/14 10:02A X2099 "same."
11/3/14 09:00P X2099 "that funeral didn't feel weird at all. Can’t believe Will showed up with his parents WTH. Did
you see how much of a wreck Sig’s mom was?
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11/3/14 09:01P X1097 "Yeah it’s so sad she’s so nice and now she's all alone."

Text Messages produced by court order at request of Hartford Police Department.

Conversation between Winchester Colt (Verizon Customer) and Leslie Crandall (860) 555-1097 from
10.31.2014 to 11.6.2014 – Continued
11.3.14 10:02A X1097
Yes I’ll c you there I’m pretty sure it's at 1:00. I'll be with my parents.
11.3.14 10:02A X2099
same
11.3.14 09:00P X2099
that funeral didn't feel weird at all. Can’t believe Will showed up with his parents WTH. Did you see how
much of a wreck Sig’s mom was?
11.3.14 09:01P X1097
Yeah it’s so sad she’s so nice and now she's all alone :(
11.3.14 09:04P X2099
I can't handle this, maybe a drink will help
11.3.14 09:04P X1097
You better watch out. I've heard drinking while taking those pills that are your moms are dangerous.
11.5.14 03:30P X1097
Win…how are you?
11.5.14 03:32P X2099
OK.
11.5.14 03:32P X1097
Really?
11.5.14 03:46P X2099
No...I just can't shake it. No matter what I do to try and numb the pain it doesn’t work. I can't believe Sig’s
gone it shouldn't have been her.
11.5.14 03:47P X2099
I'm a fraud of a human being I don't deserve to be here anymore :(
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Text Messages produced by court order at request of Hartford Police Department.

Conversation between Winchester Colt (Verizon Customer) and Leslie Crandall (860) 555-1097 from
10.31.2014 to 11.6.2014 – Continued
11.5.14 03:48P: X1097
Win come on! You’re a good friend to so many and your fam needs you to be strong. And your skiing!
11.5.14 03:49P: X2099
Skiing for what?
11.5.14 03:50P X1097
Win, you can't go like this, Sig wouldn't want this.
11.5.14 03:51P X2099
Right, of course
11.5.14 03:52P X1097
You gotta get some sleep, do your parents know about this
11.5.14 03:53P X2099
Only if my mom needs her Oxy :/
11.5.14 03:53P X1097
OMG!!!
11.6.14 06:00A X2099
How did I let this happen? I loved you Sig. I failed you. I shouldn't have
11.6.14 07:00A X1097
Win? Shouldn't have what!?!
11.6.14 07:04A X2099
I just need to be with u again to make this right
11.6.14 07:05A X1097
are you okay??
11.6.14 08:13A X1097
Win why won’t you answer me? please answer me I’m worried about you.
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Text Messages produced by court order at request of Hartford Police Department.

Conversation between Quinn Putnam (Verizon Customer) and Wilber Merritt (860) 555-8884 from
10.31.2014 to 11.1.2014
11.1.14 08:00A X8884
You know the cops might come calling because of what happened at the party. I did not mean for that to
get out of hand like it did. Please have my back.
11.1.14 08:13A X7601
Did you temper get in the way again? I got you.
11.1.14 08:15A X8884
Yah, you know me. ;) When I’m in the moment, I go off!
11.1.14 08:23A X7601
We all make mistakes, but you gotta learn to chill. Don’t sweat it. I’m with you.
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF MEDICAL EXAMINER

SUMMARY REPORT OF AUTOPSY
DATE and HOUR AUTOPSY
PERFORMED:
November 1, 2014 @ 10:00 a.m.

MEDICAL EXAMINER CASE #:
ME14-0125
NAME OF DECEDENT:
Sigourney Porter
DATE OF BIRTH:
02/25/97
SEX:
Female
DATE OF DEATH:
November 1, 2014

PERFORMED BY:
Howard Leeland, M.D.
Chief Medical Examiner
100 Mark Twain Blvd.
Hartford, Connecticut 06105
PRESENT DURING AUTOPSY:
Lieutenant B. Uncas, Hartford Police
Department, Major Crime Squad
IDENTIFIED BY:
Prudence Porter, mother
AGE:
17
INVESTIGATIVE AGENCY:
Hartford Police Department
TIME OF DEATH:
Approx. 1:30 a.m. – 2:30 a.m.

EXTERNAL EXAMINATION: The autopsy began at 10:00 a.m. on November 1, 2014. The
body is presented in a black body bag. The decedent is wearing a white sweatshirt that had a
picture of a Husky dog, the University of Connecticut’s mascot. The sweatshirt had streaks of
dirt across the front and back. Under her sweatshirt, the decedent is wearing a white basketball
jersey with blue letters that said University of Connecticut on the front, and the number “21” in
blue on the back. She also is wearing blue sweat pants with “UCONN Huskies” in white letters
across the seat of the pants. There are dirt stains on the knees of the pants and across the seat
of the pants. She is wearing white Nike Elite Crew basketball socks on both feet. She has one
sneaker on her left foot, a Nike Women’s Hyperdunk basketball sneaker, size 7, but no shoe on
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her right foot. The sock on her right foot is stained with dirt. Jewelry included a silver rings on
her right middle finger and right index finger, and silver hoop pierced earrings in both ears. She
had an additional earring hole in her right ear, but there was no earring in it.
The body is that of a normally developed female measuring 66 inches and weighing 130
pounds, and appearing generally consistent with the stated age of seventeen years. The body is
cold and unembalmed. Lividity is fixed in the distal portions of the limbs. Full rigor mortis is
present. The eyes are open. The irises are brown and the corneas cloudy. Petechial
hemorrhaging is present in the conjunctival surfaces of the eyes.
The decedent has shoulder length brown hair, approximately 11 inches in length at the longest
point. There were several pine needles in the decedent’s hair, as well as soil. The hair is matted
with dried blood.
Located at the top of the scalp is a linear laceration measuring six inches in length and one-half
inch in width. The depth of the laceration varies and is .25 inch in depth at its deepest point. The
linear laceration is diagonally across the top of the head, running from the decedent’s anterior
right of the top of the head to the posterior left.
.
Located on the left side of the chin is a 1.5 by 2 inch area of superficial abrasion.
On the posterior aspect of the right shoulder is a contusion which is purple in color and
measures one inch by one-half inch in maximum dimension. There is edema evident on both
wrists and on the neck. There is smeared blood on the palm side of the right hand and under
her nails.
INTERNAL EXAMINATION:
Body Cavities: The pleural, peritoneal, and pericardial cavities are unremarkable, without any
evidence of inflammation or hemorrhage.
Gastrointestinal System: The GI tract is intact throughout its length. The appendix is present.
The abdominal contents are normally distributed and covered by a smooth glistening serosa. No
intraabdominal accumulation of fluid or blood is seen.
Respiratory System: The 500 gm right lung and 465 gm left lung have a normal lobar
configuration. The intrapulmonary bronchi and vasculature are unremarkable. The pulmonary
arteries are free of clot. The trachea is inflamed and the larynx shows edema. The hyoid bone is
not fractured. Petechial hemorrhaging is present in the mucosa of the lips and the interior of the
mouth.
Cardiovascular System: The 300 gm heart has a normal external configuration. The coronary
arteries are normal in their distribution and contain no evidence of atherosclerosis. The tan-pink
myocardium is homogeneous and contains no areas of fibrosisor infarction. The endocardium is
unremarkable. The major vessels enter and leave the heart in the normal fashion.
Spleen: The 100 gm spleen is unremarkable. No intrinsic abnormalities are identified.
Adrenals: The adrenal glands are of normal size and shape. No intrinsic abnormalities are
identified.
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Kidneys: The 60 gm right kidney and 59 gm left kidney have a normal external configuration.
The ureters are intact. The bladder is empty.
Liver: The 980 gm liver has a consolidated external appearance and is unremarkable.
Pancreas: The pancreas is of normal size and shape. No intrinsic abnormalities are identified.
Genitalia: The upper portions of the vaginal vault contain no abnormalities. The uterus
measures 9 X 5 X 4 cm and is unremarkable. The cervical contains no abnormalities. Both
fallopian tubes and ovaries are unremarkable by gross examination.
Gallbladder: The gallbladder contains 8-10 cc of amber bile. No stones are identified and the
mucosa is smooth and velvety.
Lymphatic System: Unremarkable
Musculoskeletal System: Unremarkable
Skull and Brain: Located at the top of the scalp is a linear laceration measuring six inches in
length and one-half inch in width. The depth of the laceration varies and is .25 inch in depth at
its deepest point. The linear laceration is diagonally across the top of the head, running from the
decedent’s anterior right of the top of the head to the posterior left. Below the laceration is a
depressed skull fracture.
On removal of the skull cap there is found to be a thin film of subdural hemorrhage over the
surface of both cerebral hemispheres and extending around to the back of the cerebral
hemisphere. The brain weight is within normal limits. Inflammation is present and is consistent
with head trauma.
There is a thick film of subarachnoid hemorrhage overlying the entire right cerebral hemisphere.
On the right cerebral hemisphere underlying the previously mentioned depressed skull fracture
is an extensive linear area of purple contusion extending from the right frontal area, posteriorly
along the lateral aspect of the parietal region and into the occipital area. This area of contusion
measures 10 inches in length with a width of up to .5 inches.
Examination of the base of the brain discloses no additional fractures.
LABORATORY DATA:
Toxicological Studies:
blood ethanol content - 0.06
blood drug screen - no drugs detected
EVIDENCE:
Items turned over to Detective Uncas:
Fibers and hair from clothing and body surfaces; clothing; vaginal swabs and smears; rectal
swabs and smears; oral swabs and smears; paper bags from hands; fingernail clippings;
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jewelry; paper bags from feet; body bag; samples of head hair, eyelashes and eyebrows; swabs
from right and left thighs and right cheek; fingerprints, samples of blood.
OPINION:
Time of death: Due to presence of full rigor mortis and livor mortis, approximate time of death is
between 1:30 a.m. and 2:30 a.m. on November 1, 2014.
Cause of death: Blunt force impact to the head
Manner of death: Homicide
Remarks: This was a seventeen year old female who suffered blunt force impact to the top of
her head, with resulting skull fractures and cerebral trauma. There was an extensive scalp
laceration with an obvious depressed skull fracture. There was extensive damage to the brain,
including subdural hemorrhaging over the surface of both cerebral hemispheres and
subarachnoid hemorrhage overlying the entire right cerebral hemisphere. The scalp laceration is
consistent with being caused by a long pole or stick, including a hockey stick.
Additionally, there was sufficient pressure applied to the decedent’s neck to cause petechial
hemorrhaging in her eyes and mouth. Additionally, edema is present on the exterior of the
decedent’s throat and in the larynx.
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Merritt Makes Crude Remarks About Female Teacher
By Carrie Bernstein
Ledger News Editor
May 3, 2014
It’s like a magnet. Just kiss. I don’t even wait. And
when you’re popular, they let you do it. You can
do anything.”

Student council presidential candidate Will
Merritt bragged about forcing himself on girls
during a recent conversation secretly recorded by
an anonymous source, which was uploaded to
YouTube last week.

Ms. Jacobs declined to comment. Principal
Wormer stated that the matter is under
investigation and that Merritt’s detention will be
supervised by him instead of Ms. Jacobs.

The video captures Merritt, talking with Quinn
Putnam, who is running for student council
treasurer, on a bus to a debate tournament. They
appeared to be talking about Ms. Jacobs, the
English teacher who reportedly gave Merritt a
detention for being late to
class.

Putnam, who has known Merritt for years as a
friend and neighbor, defended Merritt. “That was
a stupid thing to say but Will wasn’t serious. He’d
never do that to a teacher. He was just making a
joke. We all say things that we think are funny at
the time. It was just back of the bus banter.”
At this time Merritt plans to remain in the race.
His opponent, Jenn Rizzo, is already using the
incident to further her own campaign.

“I’ve got to use some Tic
Tacs, just in case I start
kissing her,” Merritt said
in the video. “You know,
I’m
automatically
attracted to hot girls. I just
start kissing them.

“This is horrific. We cannot let this immature,
misogynistic meathead become president of our
school,” Rizzo wrote on her campaign's Facebook
page.
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HARTFORD POLICE DEPARTMENT
PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICE
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
November 3, 2014
BODY FOUND AT ADRIAEN’S LANDING
On November 1, 2014, at approximately 03:00a.m., the Hartford Police Department’s Major Crime Squad
was notified of a possible missing person. At approximately 05:30a.m., HPD officers responding to that
report discovered a body near Adriaen’s Landing. The female victim has been positively identified as
Sigourney Porter, 17, of Hartford, Connecticut. Ms. Porter’s cell phone and purse were missing, and it
appears that Ms. Porter was the victim of a violent robbery. Ms. Porter was killed by a single blow to the
head with a blunt object; no other injuries to her person were observed. The Hartford Police Department
has already begun a full-scale investigation to capture the perpetrators, who are believed to be dangerous
and at large.
The Hartford Police Department is committed to diligently investigating Ms. Porter’s untimely death and
will not rest until those responsible are apprehended. Anyone with any information is encouraged to
contact the Hartford Police Department as soon as possible. All tips will be treated confidentially. Out of
respect for Ms. Porter and her family, the Hartford Police Department will not be releasing any further
information at this time. We ask that the public likewise respect Ms. Porter’s family’s privacy during their
time of grief.
///Lieutenant Bobbi Uncas
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"New Developments In Understanding The Adolescent Brain"
By Harriet B. Stowe, Ph.D.
Recent research into the adolescent brain has turned up incontrovertible evidence that
significant changes take place in the brain during adolescence. The research establishes that
important changes in the anatomy of the brain take place far longer into development than had
been previously thought. For example, it has been learned through imaging studies that one of
the area of the brain that undergoes dramatic changes during adolescence is the prefrontal
cortex. This area is located behind the forehead and acts as the CEO of the brain; it is involved
in planning and decision-making, working memory, organization, inhibiting inappropriate
behavior and risk-taking, social interaction, self-awareness and mood.
We now know that there is an increase in white matter and a loss of gray matter (which contains
brain body cells and connections between cells) in the prefrontal cortex during adolescence and
continues into late adolescence and early adulthood. As the prefrontal cortex matures, a
teen/young adult is able to reason better and develop more control over impulses. Imaging
studies have shown that most of the mental energy that teens use to make decisions is located
in the back of the brain, while adults do most of their processing in the frontal lobe. An area of
the teenager’s brain that is developed early on is the area that seeks pleasure and reward.
Thus, the combination of an undeveloped prefrontal cortex with a strong need for self gratification and reward, results in teenagers engaging in risky behaviors, being susceptible to
influence and peer pressure and not understanding the consequences of their actions.
This underdevelopment manifests itself in a variety of contexts. Individuals with developing
brains who are influenced by peer pressure, by societal pressure, or who are reacting to stimuli
from around them may make exhibit more primitive decision-making. For example, an individual
who is challenged on something in which he or she takes pride—be it intelligence, athletic
ability, status in the community, or sexual desirability—may react more immaturely, more
viscerally to that challenge. Later, the individual may look back on the response as out of scale
or foolish, but in the moment, there is insufficient involvement of the prefrontal cortex.
Accordingly, the pleasure and reward centers dominate the thinking, with a resultant emphasis
on self-gratification or assertion of authority. This effect may be particularly marked in males.
The recent research provides us with a greater understanding into how the adolescent brain
develops, but this is still a young field and there are many questions to be answered. There is
not much data on how the environment influences brain development in adolescence. In other
words, how do such factors as the home environment, culture, spending time on social media
and playing video games, for example, influence the development of the brain? Does a more
intelligent student or one raised in a structured environment resist these influences more
readily? Although it is certainly reasonable to infer that conclusion, we don’t have firm data on
these questions.
Moreover, it is always important to remember that there is not a “one size fits all” for adolescent
brain development and much more research is necessary.
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PROFESSIONAL MEMBERSHIPS:
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Adults,” Journal of American Cultic Studies, April 1996.
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RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITIES

MURDER STATUTE:
"A person is guilty of murder when, with intent to cause the death of another person, he
causes the death of such person or of a third person or causes a suicide by force,
duress or deception; except that in any prosecution under this subsection, it shall be an
affirmative defense that the defendant committed the proscribed act or acts under the
influence of extreme emotional disturbance for which there was a reasonable
explanation or excuse, the reasonableness of which is to be determined from the
viewpoint of a person in the defendant's situation under the circumstances as the
defendant believed them to be, provided nothing contained in this subsection shall
constitute a defense to a prosecution for, or preclude a conviction of, manslaughter in
the first degree or any other crime." Connecticut General Statutes § 53a-54a (a).
MANSLAUGHTER STATUTE:
"A person is guilty of manslaughter in the first degree when: (1) With intent to cause
serious physical injury to another person, he causes the death of such person or of a
third person; or . . . (3) under circumstances evincing an extreme indifference to human
life, he recklessly engages in conduct which creates a grave risk of death to another
person, and thereby causes the death of another person." Connecticut General Statutes
§ 53a-55 (a).
INTENT:
"A person acts intentionally with respect to a result . . . described by a statute defining
an offense when his conscious objective is to cause such result. . . . As we have
observed on multiple occasions, [t]he state of mind of one accused of a crime is often
the most significant and, at the same time, the most elusive element of the crime
charged. . . . Because it is practically impossible to know what someone is thinking or
intending at any given moment, absent an outright declaration of intent, a person's state
of mind is usually [proven] by circumstantial evidence. . . . For example, intent may be
proven by conduct before, during and after [a] shooting. Such conduct yields facts and
inferences that demonstrate a pattern of behavior and attitude toward the victim by the
defendant that is probative of the defendant's mental state." (Citations omitted; internal
quotation marks omitted.) State v. Bonilla, 317 Conn. 758, 766 (2015).
"[W]e have held that [t]he specific intent to kill is an essential element of the crime of
murder. To act intentionally, the defendant must have had the conscious objective to
cause the death of the victim. . . . Because direct evidence of the accused's state of
mind is rarely available . . . intent is often inferred from conduct . . . and from the
cumulative effect of the circumstantial evidence and the rational inferences drawn
therefrom. . . . Intent to cause death may be inferred from the type of weapon used, the
manner in which it was used, the type of wound inflicted and the events leading to and
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immediately following the death. . . . Furthermore, it is a permissible, albeit not a
necessary or mandatory, inference that a defendant intended the natural consequences
of his voluntary conduct. . . . In addition, intent to kill may be inferred from evidence that
the defendant a had motive to kill." (Citations omitted; internal quotation marks omitted.)
State v. Otto, 305 Conn. 51, 66-67 (2012).
INTOXICATION:
"Intoxication, as used in General Statutes § 53a-7, means a substantial disturbance of
mental or physical capacities resulting from the introduction of substances into the body.
. . . [Although] intoxication is neither a defense nor an affirmative defense to a murder
charge in Connecticut, evidence of a defendant's intoxication is relevant to negate
specific intent which is an essential element of the crime of murder. . . . Intoxication,
however, does not automatically negate intent. . . . It is for the jury to decide, after
weighing all the evidence adduced at trial, whether a criminal defendant's intoxication
rendered him incapable of forming the intent required to commit the crime with which he
is charged." (Citation omitted; internal quotation marks omitted.) State v. Rice, 105
Conn. App. 103, 109 (2007).
BURDEN OF PROOF:
"The state has the burden of proving that the defendant is guilty of the crime with which
he is charged. The defendant does not have to prove his innocence. This means that
the state must prove beyond a reasonable doubt each and every element necessary to
constitute the crime charged.
"Whether the burden of proof resting upon the state is sustained depends not on the
number of witnesses, nor on the quantity of the testimony, but on the nature and quality
of the testimony. Please bear in mind that one witness's testimony is sufficient to convict
if it establishes all the elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt." Connecticut
Criminal Jury Instructions § 2.2-2 (2016).
REASONABLE DOUBT:
"The meaning of reasonable doubt can be arrived at by emphasizing the word
reasonable. It is not a surmise, a guess or mere conjecture. It is not a doubt raised by
anyone simply for the sake of raising a doubt. It is such a doubt as, in serious affairs
that concern you, you would heed; that is, such a doubt as would cause reasonable
men and women to hesitate to act upon it in matters of importance. It is not hesitation
springing from any feelings of pity or sympathy for the accused or any other person who
might be affected by your decision. It is, in other words, a real doubt, an honest doubt, a
doubt that has its foundation in the evidence or lack of evidence. It is doubt that is
honestly entertained and is reasonable in light of the evidence after a fair comparison
and careful examination of the entire evidence."
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"Proof beyond a reasonable doubt does not mean proof beyond all doubt; the law does
not require absolute certainty on the part of the jury before it returns a verdict of guilty.
The law requires that, after hearing all the evidence, if there is something in the
evidence or lack of evidence that leaves in your minds, as reasonable men and women,
a reasonable doubt as to the guilt of the accused, then the accused must be given the
benefit of that doubt and acquitted. Proof beyond a reasonable doubt is proof that
precludes every reasonable hypothesis except guilt and is inconsistent with any other
rational conclusion." (Footnotes omitted.) Connecticut Criminal Jury Instructions § 2.2-3
(2016).
THIRD PARTY CULPABILITY:
"It is well established that a defendant has a right to introduce evidence that
indicates that someone other than the defendant committed the crime with which the
defendant has been charged. . . . The defendant must, however, present evidence that
directly connects a third party to the crime. . . . It is not enough to show that another had
the motive to commit the crime . . . nor is it enough to raise a bare suspicion that some
other person may have committed the crime of which the defendant is accused."
"The admissibility of evidence of third party culpability is governed by the rules
relating to relevancy. . . . Relevant evidence is evidence having any tendency to make
the existence of any fact that is material to the determination of the proceeding more
probable or less probable than it would be without the evidence. . . ."
"Accordingly, in explaining the requirement that the proffered evidence establish
a direct connection to a third party, rather than raise merely a bare suspicion regarding
a third party, we have stated: Such evidence is relevant, exculpatory evidence, rather
than merely tenuous evidence of third party culpability [introduced by a defendant] in an
attempt to divert from himself the evidence of guilt. . . . In other words, evidence that
establishes a direct connection between a third party and the charged offense is
relevant to the central question before the jury, namely, whether a reasonable doubt
exists as to whether the defendant committed the offense. Evidence that would raise
only a bare suspicion that a third party, rather than the defendant, committed the
charged offense would not be relevant to the jury's determination." (Citations omitted;
internal quotation marks omitted.) State v. Arroyo, 284 Conn. 597, 609–10 (2007).
CONSCIOUSNESS OF GUILT:
In any criminal trial it is permissible for the state to show that conduct or
statements made by a defendant after the time of the alleged offense may have been
influenced by the criminal act; that is, the conduct or statements show a consciousness
of guilt.
For example,
• flight, when unexplained, may indicate consciousness of guilt if the facts and
the circumstances support it.
• a person's possession of or attempt to conceal anything acquired through the
crime may tend to show a consciousness of guilt.
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• a person's false statements as to (his/her) whereabouts at the time of the
offense may tend to show a consciousness of guilt.
Such (acts / statements) do not, however, raise a presumption of guilt. If you find
the evidence proved and also find that the (acts / statements) were influenced by the
criminal act and not by any other reason, you may, but are not required to, infer from
this evidence that the defendant was acting from a guilty conscience. Connecticut
Criminal Jury Instructions § 2.6-3 (2016).
DEFENDANT NOT TESTIFYING:
Under Griffin v. California, 380 U.S. 609, 615, 85 S. Ct. 1229, 14 L. Ed. 2d 106 (1965), it
is "well settled that comment by the prosecuting attorney . . . on the defendant's failure
to testify is prohibited by the fifth amendment to the United States constitution. . . . This
court applies the following test in evaluating whether a prosecutor's remark has violated
this right: Was the language used manifestly intended to be, or was it of such a
character that the jury would naturally and necessarily take it to be a comment on the
failure of the accused to testify? . . . Repeated comments by the prosecutor on the
failure of a defendant to 'tell' or to 'explain' certain events . . . have been held to be
improper." (Citations omitted.) State v. Grant, 286 Conn. 499, 538–39 (2008).
"Unless the accused requests otherwise, the court shall instruct the jury that they may
draw no unfavorable inferences from the accused's failure to testify." Connecticut
General Statutes § 54-84 (b).
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