
In support of adopting the recommendations of the judicial task force and 
Governors task force and in favor of openness to the courts and judicial 

accountability 

Christopher Kennedy 
CT Civil Rights Council 
314 Jobs Hill Rd 
Ellington CT 06029 
860-871 -8538 

In the last four years I have lost all rights and access to my three children, have been arrested 
three times, had two protective orders and two restraining order issued against me all related 
to my complaints against judge Jonathan Kaplan, Edward Graziani, Lawrence Klaczak and 
Patricia Swords of Rockville court. Judge Kaplan has personally overseen, initiated and 
influenced each action against me. After defeating each charge and having my record 
expunged of any negative actions, Patricia Sword terminated all contact with my children with 
no facts or findings, no allegations of abuse or unfit parenting and without service. 

Currently Judge Swords has sealed two judicial complaints against her and added them to my 
family court folder. 

Enclosed are the following documents: 

1. Marked A Complaint to the Connecticut State Police, Major Crime Squad against Jonathan 
Kaplan, Administrative judge of Rockville court detailing unethical and illegal actions by this 
judge, influencing prosecutors, submitting fraudulent documents and the most recent event 
of Kaplan harassing and stalking a father, Christopher Kennedy, at Rockville courthouse. 

2. Marked B Arrest Warrant and affidavit from Hartford Criminal Court stating that Kaplan 
supplied the documents referenced in the arrest warrant, two restraining orders restraining 
Christopher Kennedy from his former spouse Leanna Putman, a contempt of court against 
Christopher Kennedy and a criminal case in Enfield court against Christopher Kennedy. 

3. Marked C Pages from a transcript of February 26, 2004 of Judge Kaplan affirming that the 
restraining orders included the mother due to a computer glitch against his orders and 
Kaplan refused to fix the error or the computer. Kaplan's admission of calling state 
prosecutor Chris Parakilas and influencing a pending criminal case in Enfield, CT 

4. Marked D Second Restraining terminating the contact of Christopher Kennedy and his 
daughters. No allegations of abuse or children were listed. The mother is again included 
due to a computer glitch. 

5. Marked E Chris Parakilas response to a grievance detailing several phone calls from 
Judge Kaplan of Rockville court and Teresa Wassenburg of Rockville farr~ily court family 
relations influencing a pending Criminal case against Chris Kennedy. 

6. The contempt of court in #2 was reversed by the Appellate court at the time of this affidavit, 
omitted by judge Kaplan. 
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
/ r  A 

CASE NUMBER: 0600444572 
HOME #: 860-871-8538 DATE: 12413108 
WORK #: 860-565-0429 --.- TIME STARTED: 121 Ohrs 
CELL#: 860-539-661 0 TIME ENDED: /C/zb h5 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 
DIVISION OF STATE POLICE 

STATEMENT OF: Christopher Kennedy 

1, Christopher Kennedy date of birth, 05/23/67 
of 3 14 Jobs Hill Road town / city of Ellington, Connecticut 
make the following statement, without fear threat or promise. I have been advised that any statement(s) made herein 
which I do not believe to be true, and which statement is a public servant in the performance of hislher 
official function, is a crime under C.G.S. section 53a-157. 

v I am at Troop C today to make a formal compla~nt against Judge Kaplan of GA 19 in Rockville. 
My contact with Judge Kaplan began in January of 2004 when a restraining order was filed 
against me by my ex-wife Leanna Putman. Judge Kaplan subsequently extended this order for six 
months, suspending visitation with my son, Sean Kennedy 08/19/88. Judge Kaplan allowed full 
contact with my son. This decision didn't pake sense to me at the time, Judge Kaplan told me 
that I could have contact with Sean any&& I wanted, by phone: by email, at school etc. but I 
couldn't have visitation with him. .The ~ r d e r  was issued under Docket Number FA04-0083356 at 
the Rockville Family Court. 

I . '  

I then filed a motion to re . -eue  which was heard, on F e h a r y  26,2004. I brought up issues that 
his ruling was incorrect and that he was biased. .lThe~eLwas.no testimony or evidence of abuse. I 
also brought to his attentionthat theorder that was is~ued~in~luded the mother (my ex-wife 
Leanna Putman) and that was '@&ikst his'cdurt orders at the hearing, this is noted around page 43 
of the February 26,2004 transcript., In this! F ~ b p a r y  ; . . .  . . 26 .transcqipt, ,the court clerk confirmed that 
the mother was included in this ar&r due to a computer error.. In this transcript Judge Kaplan 
acknowledges that the order issueh by the clerk was i?c,gnect . a d  ;bat the mother was not to be 
included, but Judge Kaplan refused ,@fix it. hdge  Kaplan .furtherstated that he contacted the 
Enfield Prosecutor Christopher ~araki1.a~ to.inform,him of this: restraining order and to tell him 

. , 

that he shouldn't nolle the case as he'had.intended.. .. , ' . . ! .  , .  

. , a *  . , % 

Kaplan then stated that he contacted Peter Myers, the Supervisor of Family Relations to discuss 
the details of this case. 

- 1 6 - .  
The next issue occurred on March 19,2004. On thiq day, Susan Boyan (Legal Counsel for 
Leanna Putman) filed a second,restraining order with Judg.e Kaplan. There were no children 
listed on this application and ther.e weke no allegations of abuse., As a result of this application 
Judge Kaplan suspended all contact with my-two daughters, The. ,application again included the 
mother due to the same computer eqo~ . ,  . I , ,  . 

. . . . . ; ' ; , ; I  ;; .:' . ! . . , , ! .,; ,.,':..,,; 
Ry affixing my signntllre to this statement; 1 acknowledge that 1 havd fekcI"ii and/or have. had it read to m e  and it is true to the best 

' . i , : : . .  ,;, . : . 

Personally appeared t e signer o f  the foregoing statement and made oath before me to the truth of  the matters contained herein: 

I 

If notarized, endorse here: . '' ' ' .  .'' ' . : I . . .  . 



After this March 19 hearing after being served with the restraining order, I filed a motion to 
recuse Judge Kaplan. I alleged that Judge Kaplan was violating my civil rights, that he was 
biased and that he was violating state and federal laws. I based these allegations on his actions in 
court and his statements throughout the transcripts. He acted improperly on many occasions 
during this hearing which lasted three days. On January 2 1,2004 Judge K a p l a n ~ n ~ ~ t  usan 
Boyan (Counsel for Leanna Putman) and had improper Ex-Parte communicationMmtorney. 
Kaplan discussed the details of this case prior to the presenting of all the evidence. Susan Boyan 
stated to her client in the court hallway that she spoke to the ~ u d ~ e ' a n d  the Judge told her how he 
would rule. This was witnessed by Ellen Kennedy (my mother) Joan Drury (my aunt) and Lisa 
Dislet (an independent witness who was at court that day). Lisa was the one who first brought 
this to my attention, I had not met her before that day.. 

- 1 

My motion to recuse Judge Kaplan was never heard and I don't know why. 

DPS-630-C Rev. 02/03 

HOME #: 860-871-8538 
WORK #: 860-565-0429 
CELL#: 860-539-661 0 

. . . .  . . . . .  , . . . . .  : . .  . .  . , < . , , .  
On April 5,2004 a hearingy& held to extend this resfr,aining order. On this date Judge ~ r a z i k i  
and Judge Kaplan met with:hdge Lawrence Klacztik'prior.:to and during this hearing. Judge 
Klaczak presided over this hearing., ' ~ t  the. hearing JudgeKIaczak refused to state who I was 
restrained from, he stated that the;applicati.on was, wortbless that'there were no allegations of 
abuse. Judge Klaczek however, granted this restrainingiorderli~ part, he said, because of 
statements in my motion to recuse'Judge,Kaplan.. Judge Klaczak explained that he had read my 
motion to recuse Judge Kaplan and. tnld me that -because I: hadsuggested criminal violations by 
Judge Kaplan that I must be unstable:.: : , . :  !, I . , ., . , . .. , . , . ,  . ; . s f , i . :  

. . .  . . . . . . . . . .  , . . .  . I  I .  

At this hearing the clerk again statedihat, the rn~ther was included in the order due to a computer 
error. This time Judge Klaczak refused to fix it. 

STATEMENT OF: Christopher Kennedy 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

@ . -- S;aiC, .. 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 

DIVISION OF STATE POLICE 

. I  

Somctimc in April 2005, aftcr this hcaring Judge Kaplan took both of these restraining orders and 
drove them to the Hartford Superior Court GA 14 and,submitted them to the state prosecutor. 
Judge Kaplan did this knowing that these documents included the mother due to a computer error 
that he had refused to fix. ~ u d ~ e  K-aplan requested that av invesGgation be done regarding these 
two restraining orders and a restraining order that I had filed at Hartford Family court. 

CASE NUMBER: 0600444572 
DATE: 1211 3/06 
TIMESTARTED:12lOhrs 
TIME ENDED: /C/26 b3 

: . .  . ,  . , .  ' 1  . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . .  . . .  

Throughout this experience at the:~bckville court, I had filed nu&erous restraining orders against 
my ex-wife and they had all been denied., 1 went.tR.thk,~artfo@,~o,urt to apply for a restraining 

1 

BY affixing my signature to this statement, 1 acknowledge that I have read it and/or have had it read to me and it is true to the best 

. qW3 Signature: 
/ 

Signature: 
. . . .  . . . . . .  C 

Personally appeared the signer ofthe . . . .  foregbing statement and made oath:&fire me to the truth of the n~atters contained herein: 

. . . . . .  '< < I f  notarized, endorse here: , . .  



order because I believed Judge,Kaplan was biased against me and because my ex-wife lived in 
Hartford County. I filed this order to prevent my ex-wife and her boyfriend from contacting me 
and for custody of my children. This order was granted. I t ~ o k  the initial document that I had 
filed in Rockville (which had been denied) and added to it when I filed it. This shows that the 
same order or near same order that was granted in Hartford was denied in Rockville. The piece 
that was added was an allegation that the boyfriend of my ex-wife had kicked my daughter. Also 
when I applied for this order I failed.to check the box that stated there were other cases pending in 
another court. I didn't check this box because I had spoken to a clerk at the court and he 

DPS-630-C Rev. 02/03 

HOME #: 860-871-8538 
WORK #: 860-565-0429 
CELL#: 860-539-661 0 

explained to me that this box should only be checked for pending cases. All of my cases had been 
ruled on except for my family case. . .  Ij included in my affidavit a reference to this family case. 

2 - 
. . . . .  I . . ; > . . . ' .  ., . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . _ .  : .. . . . . .  . . .  

Judge Kaplan also brought with'him.anorder of ~ontem~t'against me by Judge Graziani. Judge 

STATEMENT OF: Christopher Kennedy 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

-- 
DEPARTMENT 0.F PUBLIC SAFETY 

DIVISION OF STATE POLICE 

Graziani held me in contempt because he stated that I hadn9t,been allowing my son to contacthis 

CASE NUMBER: 0600444572 
DATE:12/13/06 
TIME STARTED: 12lOhrs 
TIME ENDED: /+t& 

mother by telephone. Kaplapfailed to tell the prosecutor however that this order of contempt had 
been turned over on appeal. , 

.. , 8 a .. 
On June 29,2005 an arrest warrmt .~as  isqued for me by the Hartford Superior Court for the 
charges of Perjury 53a-156 and Fabricating Physical Evidence 53a-155. These charges were 
based on the restraining order that I, bad filed in Hartford and the .documents that Judge Kaplan 
had provided. They alleged that 1,had committed perjury ahd had fabricated physical evidence 
because I had not checked the box stating that there were other' pepding cases and because I had 
omitted that the protective order against my ex-wife had expired. 

. , 
After being arrested on these charges I plead not guilty but was granted accelerated rehabilitation. 
On May 5, 2006, the charges wer9,dismissed. 

. I  I _  

Since December of 2005, eyery,motion that I have filed in,@e Rockvillc Court has becn delayed 
by Judge Kaplan. At every, hearing that I have at the family court, my motions are not heard, but 
every other motion filed is heard. , 

, _.... . . .  . . . . 
......... . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . .  - .., . . . . . .  .! .. :. , 

On or about October 23, 2006at a b o u t 9 : 3 0 a m 1 . ~ s ~ t t ~  the &gckville family court on a motion I 
had filed. On that date Judge ~a~lan . fo l l6wed 'me  around the,c~urthouse. For some reason the 
court was delayed, it usually starts;around IO:ODam., 1,noticed {hat Judge Kaplan, as soon as he 
saw me, began following me ar&qi,d..jl.wa at the ~our thous~ufl i l  . , about noontime. Judge Kaplan 

. .I.. ' 
I l y  affixing my signature to this statement, I ncknowledge that I have rend it and/or h&c had i t  rcad to mc and it is truc to thc hcst 

#YJ signature: 

Signature: 

C 
Personally appeared the signer of  the firegoing statement and made oath before me to the truth of the matters contained herein: 

. . . . .  If notarized, endorse here: 



DIVISION OF STATE POLICE 
STATEMENT OF: Christopher Kennedy 

DPS-630-C Rev. 02/03 

HOME #: 860-871 -8538 
WORK #: 860-565-0429 
CELL#: 860-539-6610 

did not follow me the whole time I was there. He would go off and do different things and come 
back to me every so often. I just noticed that he was watching me for the whole time I was there. 

On October 23,2006 I returned to the court in the afternoon to file a notice of appeal. I left the 
c o u $ h m  at about 5:00pm, went to my car and began to drive out of the parking lot. At this 
timan ed a car coming down the road toward me. . . , , _  As . , t,he car approached it slowed down and 
stopped in front of me. When the car stopped I saw that ~ u d ~ e  Kaplan was in the drivers seat of 
the car. He looked at me and then continued driving. Judge Kaplan stopped his car in front of 
mine, blocking my path so I could not leave the parking lot, he stopped his car for a few seconds. 
This bothered me because I felt like Judge Kaplan had done this to me intentionally because he is 
upset with me for filing a complaint against him. I believe Judge Kaplan has a personal vendetta 
against me for challenging his authority. . 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

17.1t @am -- ... 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 

On November 6,2006 I went bgick to the Rockville family ,court on a contempt motion that I had 
filed. The court again refused t s  heac the,motjon and told,me that I had to schedule a hearing. I 
went down the hall to the case flow office and at this time ~ u d ~ e  Kaplan followed me down the 
hallway to the case flow office. Judge Kaplan stood in the doorway to the office while I was 
inside and then called a guard to come stand next to me as I filed my motion. This bothered me 
because I felt harassed and intimidated. 1,felt that one way pr another he was going to have me 
arrested or cause my arrest. % ,  

These are the main issues that brought me here today. . 

CASE NUMBER: 0600444572 
DATE: 1.1 3/06 
TIME STARTED: 12lOhrs 
TIME ENDED: /YZL 's 

- 
Personally appeared the signer of the foregoing statement and made oath before me to the truth of the matters contained herein: 

. . . If notarized, endorse here: 

Page f' of ?pages. 
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APPLICATION FOR ARREST WARRANT 
TO: k Judge of the Superior Court 

PiRRES'I" WARRANT APPLlCATlON STATE OF CONNECT~CUT FOR COURT USE O N L ~ '  

JD-CR-&EL Rev. 7-96 SUPERIOR COURT Supporting I J i i dav~ :~  Sealed 
C.G.S. 5 54-2a, Pr. Bk. Sec. 593. 593A. 594 

--- . 

NAME AND RESIDENCE (Town) OF ACCUSED 

Christopher B. Kennedy, Ellington, CT 

A F F I D A V I ~  / 
The undersigned, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

COURT TO BE HELD AT (To 

Hartford 

The undersigned hereby applies for a warrant for the arrest of the above-named accused on the basis of he facts set 
forth in rhe ... 

3 affidavit below ... affldavit(s) attached. 
I /- 

The affiant is Stephen A. Kumnick. He is a sworn Police Inspector employed by the Division of Criminal 
Jiistice, Office of the Hartford State's Attonley. He presently has over 3 1 years of police experience. His 
d~ities inclitde investigation of complaints received at his office. ON April 2, 2004, the Honorable Jonathan 
Kap!an, a Judge of the Superior, referred a matter to this office for investigation to deterinine if possiblc crimes 
may have been coininitted by a party in obtaining an Ex Parte Restraining Order fro111 Judge Prestley of the 
S~lpcrior Court in Hartford. 

DATE AND 

Jadge I<a])!aii provided copies of documents referred to in this affidavit and the affiant has re\fie\\.ed them in 
coIincctio~.r \\.it11 this investigation. C 
0 1 1  A ~ I - i  I 1 G 3001, Christopher Kennedy of 3 14 Jobs Hill Road, Ellington, C T  filed for a divorce from Iiis - 
Leen~in ICcnnedy of Broad Brook, CT. It was filed in the Judicial District of Tolland at Rock\:il!e \\.it11 u 1.eturii 
Date 01' May 8, 200 1 .  At the time of filing the couple had three (3) childl-en. They are: 

Sean Christopher Kennedy (DOB 0811 9/88) 
Katlileen Lee Kennedy (DOB 02/07/1993) 
B~.enna Marie Kennedy (DOB 05/08/1 996) 

DATE 

l 'he divorcc action was subsequently Docketed in the Superior Court for the Judicial District of Tolland ns 
ni~mber FA 0 1-0075660s. 

t/ 
SlG NED (Proseculorial Oficial) 

Also on April 16,200 1 Clu-istopher Kennedy applied for and received an Ex-Parte restraining ordcr azainst 
Lcannrl Kenenciy. This matter was docketed in the Tolland Judicial District as FA 01-0075591s. 

SIGNATURE 

The foregoing Application for an arrest warrant, and affidavit(s) attached to said Application, having been submitted to 
ard considered by the undersigned, the undersigned finds from said affidavit(s) that there is probable cause lo believe thar 
an offense has been committed and that the accused committed it and, therefore, that probable cause exists for the 

/ / 

6 -- 2 9  - oc, 
?Y 

issuance of a warrant for the aryst of t  a b y n a m e d  accused. 
D A T E A N D  DATE ' 

/'I27 ,$q /? . SIGNATURE , 
fitm&Comm--crur~(.. Nolary Pub.) 

\ 

1 .I J 



APPLICATION FOR ARREST WARRANT 
T 9 :  k Judge of the Superior Court 

ARREST WARRAPdT APPLICATION STATE OF CONNECTICUT FOR COURT USE O ~ V L Y  

J3 C i i - B ~ E L  Rev 7-96 SUPERIOR COURT Supporrlng A:fidav~:s Sealed 
C G S 5 54-2a Pr Bk Sec 593. 593A. 594 

The undersigned hereby applies for a warrant for the arrest of t h e  above-named accused on the basis of the facts set 
forth in the ... 
;% 
5 affidavit below ... affidavit(s) attached. 

NAhilE AND RESIDEPICE (Town) OF ACCUSED 

Christopher B . Kennedy, Ellington, CT 
COURT TO BE HELD AT (Town) G A  \2 

Hartford ' 14 

The undersigned, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

DATE A N D  
SIGNATURE 

On April 30, 200 1 the Court vacated the aforementioned Restraining Order and that is documented in the file as 
an  Agrec~nent of the Parties signed by both Christopher and Leanna Kennedy on April 30, 200 1. 

DATE SIGNED (Pr - 

On April 17$ 3002 Leanna Keilnedy was arrested by the Connecticut State Police Department on tlie clinr_ce of 
Assault 2nd Degree based upoil a complaint made by Christopher Kennedy. That matter was presented in 
Superior Couit, G.A. 19 as Docket Number CR02-76144. The matter was Nolled on June 12,3003. 

On May 7, 2002 tlie Honorable Edward Graziani, a Judge of the Superior Court at the Judicial District of 
Tolland. yanted a divorce to Christopher Kennedy and Leanna Kennedy. As part of that divorce, Leanna 
Kennedy Ilad her name changed to Leanna Putman. Also as part of that divorce both parents \\!ere to s11a1.c. joi~:: 
ph).slcal and legal custody of their three children. This was under Docket # TTDFAO10075660S. 

O n  Februal-y 4, 2003, Judge Graziani issued an order in Docket # TTDFAO10075660S that includcd the 
131-ovision to gi\.e sole custody of the three Kennedy children to Leanna Putnam with reasonable visitation righ::: 
given to Christopher Kennedy. Also on that sarne date the court found that Christopher Kennedy ~ v i l l f ~ ~ l l y  
ciisregarded the court's May 7, 2002 order regarding telephone access by the children to contact a parent. 
Christopher Ke~~nedy  was found in contempt of court. No attorney's fees or sanctions were ordered at t l i :~ t  
lime. 011 that date Christopher Kennedy was Pro Se before the court. r 
On Februaly 14,2003 a Pro Se Motion to Reargue Post Judgement was filed in Docket # TTDFA010075GGOS 
by Christopher Kennedy. It requested a hearing on the motions of Febn~a ry  4, 2003. Judge Graziani denied that 
~ i~ot ion  on Febl-i~at-y 23, 2003. 

/ ' > .. 
DATE AND DATE 
SIGNATURE -- 

I 

FINDNG 
The foregcing Application for an arrest warrant, and affidavit(s) attached to said Application, having been submitted to 

and considered by the undersigned, the undersigned finds from said affidavit(s) that there is probable cause to believe i h ~ i  
an offense has been committed and that the accused committed it and, therefore, th able cause exists for the 
issuance of a warrant forth 

DATE AND I f lATE 

SIGNATURE I -. 
I / I 



APPLICATION FOR ARREST WARRANT 
TO: A Judge of the Superior Court 

&%REST WARRANT APPblCATlObd STATE OF CONNECT~CUT 
JD-CR-64EL Rev. 7-96 SUPERIOR COURT , Supporling Afbdavirs Sealed - 
C . ~ S  g 54-za. ? r .  Ek. Sec. 593. 593A. 594 YES I NO 10 --.&--. .- 

The undersigned hereby applies for a warrant for the arrest of the above-named accused on the basis of the facts set 
forth in the ... 

NAk4E AND R E S I D E N C E  (Town) GF ACCUSED 

Christopher B .  Kennedy, E l l i n g t o n ,  CT 

:- 2 affidavit below ... C] affidavit(~) attached. 

COURT TO 8E HELD AT (Town) L A .  \3 

H a r t f o r d  : 1 4  

A F F I D ~ ~  

The undersigned, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

DATE AND 
SIGNATURE 

On Marc11 10, 2003 Christopher Kennedy filed a Pro Se appeal to the State Appellate Court in Docket # 
1',4010075660S. He signed the f o m ~  (JD-SC-28) as pro se party. In the section marked APPEAL lie cites t l ~ c  
rcason as 'JUDGEMENT TO SET ASIDE VERDICT". 

DATE - 2 4 - 0 s -  

On or about May 5, 2003 Cllristopher Kennedy filed a Pro Se Motion entitled "Motion for Contempt Post 
J~tdgement" in Docket it FA0 10075660S at the Rockville Superior Court. The heading \\:as dated April 2 1 .  
2003. On May 7,2003 the Court, in the persoil of Judge Graziani, accepted Mr. Kennedy's oral motion to 
\ \ . i  thdra\.v the aforementioned motion. 

/ 

011 J u l y  22, 2003, Christopher Kennedy'was arrested by the Enfield PoIice Departmeilt and charged \\:it11 three 
('3) counts of Custodial Interference Second Degree (CGS 53a-98). That matter is pending before the Superior 
Court in Enfield as Docket # HI 3W-CR03-0128850-S. A Family VioIeilce protective Order was issued by tllc 
Co~11.t (Schei~.lbl~~m, J.) on October 2, 2003. Ai~lo~lg  the conditioils ordered, the court also ordered "COMPLY 
\.i'/' VISITATION ORDER ISSUED THRU ROCKVILLE COURT" and "CONTACT \V/ CHILDREN AS 
ORDERED IN ROCKVILLE COURT". 
>-. 

Oil Janual-y S, 2004, the Co~lrt  (Scholl, J.) Entered a restraining order in the matter of Kennedy 11. Pu~narn 
(Tolla~ld J~ldicial District, Docket # FA04-0083356). The court ordered that Christopher Kennedy I - s h i n  from 
iil;l>~"i>g ally restraint upon the person or liberty of Leanna Putnam, refrain from threatenin_c, harassing, 
assa~~lting. lnolesting, sexually assaulting or atacking Leanna Putnan~. i 
The court fusther ordered Kennedy to refrain from entering the family dwelling or Leama Putnams' divellin%. 
7lie ordcr also applied io minor children but visitation was allowed as to Kathleen and Brenna according to a 

/ /, \ ,? 

DATE AND DATE 
SIGNATURE 

J U RAT 
I r- ~rn , 

The  foregoing Application for an arrest warrant, and affidavit(s) attached to said Application, having been submitted to 
and considered by the undersigned, the undersigned finds from said affidavit(s) that there is probable cause to believe that 
an cffense has been commiited and that the accused committed it and, therefore, that probable cause exists ior the 
issuance of a warrant for th/e arrest of the above-namedgccused. 

DATE AND I I'ATE 

- . . - -. -- -- - - -- 
- 

,/ / 
(Page't-sl-21 
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APPLICATION FOR ARREST WARRANT 
TO: A Judge of the Superior Court 

ARREST WARRANT APPLICA1'ION STATE OF CONNECT~CUT FOR COURT USE C!VL Y 

iD-CR-64EL Rev. 7-96 SLlPERlOR COURT Supporting Affidaviis Sce!ec! 

C.G.S. 5 54-2a. Pr. Bk. Sec. 593. 593A. 594 

The undersigned hereby applies for a warrant for the arrest of the above-named accused on the basis of the facts sei 
forth in the ... 

affidavit below ... a affidavit(s) attached. 

N A M E  AND RESIDENCE (Town) OF ACCUSED 

Christopher B. Kennedy, Ellington, CT 
COURT TO BE HELD AT (Town) ! G.A. NC. 

Hartford 1 14 

A F F I D A ~ ~  

The undersigned, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

schedule. Kennedy's visitation was suspended as to his son Sean and Kennedy was specifically ordered not to 
attend Sean's PPT or School conferences for Sean. 

A / -  

After a Ilearing on January 22, 2004, the Court (Kaplan, J.)extended the restraiiliilg order for a period of sis ( 6 )  
months. 

DATE A N D  
S I G N A T U R E  

011 January 30, 2004, Christopher Kennedy filed a pro se Motion to Reargue Post Judgeinent the 
at'orementioned Restraining Order (Docket # FA04-0083356 in the Tolland Judicial District). 
0 1 1  Febi-uaiy 7 6 ,  2004, the Court (Kaplan, J.) Denied that motion to reargue. 

On :Varch 15. 2004 Christopher Kennedy was at the Hartford Superior Court at 95 M'ashingtopn Street. 
I-Iai-trol-d. CT and submitted an Affidavit Ten~porary Custody Relief From Abuse (Form JD-FM- 138.4) ancl an  
Applicalion for Relief From Abuse (Form JD-FM-137). The Form JD-FM-137 also has attached to i t  n tii.0 

~ z c c  , d al'Sc!a~.it in support of the request. 

/ / 

DATE / 
6 - 29 -c!, 

Ti:? Ai-fidavit Teniporal-y Custody Relief From Abuse (Form JD-FM-138A) requested that MI-. Kennedy bc 
given Temporary Custody of his three children (Sean Kennedy, Kathleen Kennedy and Brenna Kennecly). The 
respondent was listed as Leanna Putnarn - the fonner wife of Mr. Kennedy. Section 3 of  the form (Form ID-  
F!V- 138.4) contains the following : 

SIGNED (Prosecutorial 0 

''3. ("X" one) 1-1 I HAVE 1 - 1  I HAVE NOT participated as a witness or in any other capacity in 
ally case i l l  Coililecticut or ally state involving the children listed in this affidavit." 

DATE A N D  
SIGNATURE 

DATE 

J i l p ~  ~ 7 ,  W 
J U R A T  1 

I 

MG 
The foregoing Application for an arrest warrant, and affidavit(s) attached to said Application, having been submitted !o 

and considered by the undersigned, the undersigned finds from said affidavit(s) that there is probable cause to believe thai 
an offense has been committed and that the accused committed it and, therefore, that probable cause exists for the 
issuance of a warrant 

DATE A N D  
SIGNATURE 

- 
DATE Comm. Sup. C l . , v & J  

- 



custody o r  something 

the re .  - -  t n a t  a t  t h e  

l i k e  t 

end of 

a recsr:inendatiori of 2 n o l l e ,  t h a r  t h e  S t a t e ' s  

information,  2nd I had no idza t h ~ t  t 3 e  S t a t e ' s  

Attcrney Off ice  would ever  get  the 1-elevant  

infcrmation. I could have ordered  2 t ranscxi?c  of 

,- - , ,..a- s o n e  way t3 have d e a l t  x i t h  i t ,  but I chase noc 

Lo do t h a t  because I thought t h a t  w a s  E l o t  n-.=re 

i n f  orrnation than he had t o  kr?o;.\r. 

I simpZy r epor t ed  to t he  snpervisixg Stete's 7 
A t t 3 ~ 1 1 e y  in tile o f f i c e ,  M r .  P a r a k i l i s ,  t h e  r?.zrJ 

s u ~ e r v i s o r ,  t h a t  he ' s  got  that case  pecding,  t h a t  i t  

I 
~ 2 s  i n  the hands of f a m i l y  s e r v i c e s  arid t h a t  ~hcre's I 

;night be r e l evan t  t o  t h a t  case and he should t r y  tc: I 
qet that: infcrmation before  he n?ade a decision about I 
-..i:rlat he ;*!as going t o  dc because he skc!:.ld zor be i 
- , ;  Gc... - - . . 
ell-... t h c n  Cecen~ber 3 0 " -  is relevailt  tt, z : : . ~  case z!>ci ; 1 



obligation to tell him that there's somethiilg chat 

night he relevant. Nhat he die? w i t h  t h a t ,  whether he 

- .  
investigated chat, I don't know. I dcnft care. I 

didc'c teli him v.-;hat to dc ~~rlct the case. He wanted 

to enter a nolIe.. T!1at1s his bcsiress, b:!t I had to - 

. . - I felt I ?-ad to report that infcr~nation to i?~!?.. As 

I sa iB ?arlier, you allege that Ms. 2ut~,an has aE 

obligation L 3  do certain re~orcing within tx?r::y-four 

hours. I don' t necessarily have a t x c n t y  - fa : l r  ring 

limit, bat  I think as a judge, I have an obllgaticr? to 

advise 2 ccurt officer and the prosecGtor is 2 c s ~ ~ - :  

< - 
c r r i ce r  that there may be something relevant tc his 

cass that I ' n  awarz of is! this court. ' c  thi111.; I'd 

52 derelict in my duty not to de that. Agaic, if I ' n  

wrong about that, that's why we have Appellate and 

Supreme Caurts. They czn figure r h a t  out. I d c n ' z  

t h i n k  I aril. I think :C'm correct aboi-it- th.?.t 

SO paragraph thirteen, maybe not wol-d-£01--wc-d, S u t  

para~raph thixceen in g,oner.ai 1 agreed o c c ~ r r z ? ,  I:.h-.r 

befor-eilanu that I ~~rocld r e p o r t .  Paragraph fourf?e! i  is 

,., , s L , a :;onebody' s rr,isunde.l-s~anding 2.c best o r  at T.:r>v. 

_ , l . e a r i y  ~ ? c t  fabricarion. I donf t :norr, but i t 1  s ;- 



jecause I was trying to be very thoughtful abcut z.11 

this. And I guess you don't like analcgies, but 1'11 

use the analogy: you don't kill a mouse with an elephant 

I don't have to enter an order terminating all y3ur 

-.!isitation with all three children if your conflicz is 

with Sean and your daughters appear to be safe vith you 

dcn't ha7:e to s t o p  the vfsitaticn :i;ith your 

daughters. However, since we had, what I found tc be,  

abuse with Sean - - I realize you don1 t see it chat way, 

Mr. Kennedy - -  since I found abuse with Sean, I ' m  always 

concerned that other abnse nay occur; therefore, to 

enter an oeder that you not harass, threaten, etc. your 

dacghters, again, I think I'd be derelict in my duty not 

LO do that. 

And by the tvay, when we're dealing with restraining ----I 
t 

orders regarding children, parents can file the / 
1 
f 

restxraini.n_g orders in the names of the children. '~CX i 

may recall at the beginnifig of tllis, 1 +ked that the 
! 1 
I 

petition be amended to be in your wife's name in the 

role of parent for your children.. 
i 

.. . . -  . I 
I 

TSE CLERK: your Honor, y ~ h e n  ve tried r o  do j . ~  t h a t  

:hat ske r,cj?S doing f a r  the  children. 

- 7 7 . .  

i . 5 ~  COURT: Ckay. I -0raered it., but. the co:npu~er li 

doesn't. take- it. r:.je' re in rile !.;orld of computers ?ii>er.z 
! 

a~propriat? orders n:ay n o t  always be able c.3 be acc;p-;?a 



by computers, unfortunately; 5ut.I made it clear on the 7 
record that she was not acting in her individual 

2apacity. She was not threatened; she was not abused 

directly. Bat.-she was acting in the capacity of parent, l 
and I allowed her to proceed that way even if the trcszy I 
computer w c n ' ~  take it that way. Is that Edison? I 

TEE CLERK: I'm not the one that dces - -  

- 7 - 9  
-kc  COURT: Okay. I' m going to have zo do 

scnethinj with old Edison. All right. We' 11 find a way I 
to get those things fixed in time. You indicatzd tod3y, 

Mr. Kennedy, that you do not understand whac c s 2 e c t s  of 

your behavior were threatening or harassing to ycur 

children; and again, it may be a natter of 

interpretation but after sitting three days cf hearings 

- -  I realize they weren't three six or eight kour days - 

- but the ilesring over three days  - -  ovzr a ~eriod of 

three days and hearing all the testimony, tliac cltarl:~ 

what occurred between ycu  and Sean x n s  abuse.  Whether 

:or not there was some excuse for it, whether or not Sean 

was severely injured, is not the question. The question 

was, was that a violent, aggressivz a c t ?  Was it 

directed toi\,arGs Sean? FTas Sean injured in scmc uay?  



RESTRAINING ORDER 
RELIEF FROM ABUSE 
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SEE PAGE 2 FOR FIREARMS RESTRICTIONS 
AND OTHER INFORMATlON CONCERNING 
ORDERS OF PROTECTION. 

MF CONNECTICUT 

SUPERIOR COURT 
www.jud.state.ct.us 

EX PARTE RES'rRAIN.ING ORDER 
INSTRUCTIONS TO CLERK: Assign a hearing date of not later then 14 days h m  Ule date 01 Me 
Order and Nol~ce of Court Hearing. Pmvide ongtnals 01 the completed Application (JD-FM-137). 
Affidavil (JD-FM- 138). this order (JD-FM- 139) "1. as .I1 as two certified copiss 01 this order to Ihe Applicant. 
Rerarn one copy for the court file. Provide one copy ?o CSSD Family Services until January 1. 2003. 

RESTRAINING ORDER AFTER HEARING 

Wlthln 48 houun of Isruance of UIIS order, 
the clerk shall send to the law enforcement agency 
where applicant resides, and, if different, the law 
enforcement agency where respondent resides and 
the law enforcement agency where applicant is 
employed: 

INSTRUCTIONS TO CLERK: Retain original lor court file. Provide two cedilied co~ies Prior to January 1, 2003--a certified copy of this order. 
of this order to the Applicant and one copy to the Respondent. Provide one copy to 
CSSD Family Sewices until January 1. 2003. 

On or after ~ a n u a r ~  1,  2003-a copy of this order or tht 
information contained herein by facsimile or other meal 

DOCKET NO. 
83947 

J.D. 
TOLLAND 

COURT LOCATION (No.. street, town, zip code, andcoumm,  l a  licable) 
69 BRCOKLYN ST. ROCKVILLE, CI' 06866 

RACE 

w 

I 

I I I 
. . .  . . . 

. . ;. : , . . . ... . . . ,-. r. . .  ?. n * r . L... i ... . . n . .  ..\.,..-,l. ,, . ,.. 

ON THIS DATE IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 
THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT,, 
ff Refrain from imposing any restrajnt upon a Refrain from threatening, harassing, assaulting, molesting, 

the person or liberty of the Applfcant. (RI) / sexually assaulting or attacking the Applicant. (R2) 
0 Refrain from entering the family dwelling dr Respondent may return to the dwelling one time with police tl 

the Applicant's dwelling. (R3) retrieve belongings. (R4) 

ADDRESS TO WHICH APPLICANT'S MAIL IS TO BE SENT (No. and street) (Town) (Stale) (Zip Code) 

CT 1 06076 3 SCHCOL ST. 

- .  - -  - 

ADDRESS OF DWELLING (Town) (State) (Zip Code) 
3 SCHCOL ST. I ENF'IELD I CT 1 06076. 

SEX 

M B F  
N A M E  OF APPLICANT (Last, First, MI) 

LEANNA PUTNAM, ~ U - ~ E ~ E E N  & 

APPLICANTS TOWN OF EMPLOYMENT (Ilapplicable) (Slate) n i p  m e )  
EN.FT ELD 

RACE 
W 

- Refrain from stalking the Applicant. (R6) 

DATE OF BIRTH (mmld*) 

6-24-65 

ADDRESS OF RESPONDENT IF  DIFFERENT FROM ApOVE (No. andstreet) (Town) (State) (Zip Code) 
314 JCBS H I L L  RD. I ELLINGTON ICT 1 06029 

SEX 

rn OF 
NAME OF RESPONDENT (Person against whom order is issued)(Last. First, MI) 

CHRISTOPHER B. KENNEDY 

Refrain from having any contact in any manner with 

DATE OF BIRTH ( m m / d m )  
5-2367 

U Refrain from coming within 100 yards of the Applicant. (R7) the Applicant. (R5) 
Stay away from children's schoolldaycare. (RS) 0 Refrain from entering the Applicant's place of employment. ( I  

This order extends to the Applicant's minor children. (R10) - 
U This order extends to other persons (R l l ) :  (Specify) 
0 THE COURT FURTHER AWARDS TEMPORARY CUSTODY OF THE FOLLOWING CHILDREN TO THE APPLICANT (R12): 

extended by agreement of the parties or by order of the court for good cause shown. 
A RESTRAINING ORDER AFTER HEARING remains effective forsix months from the date 
of the order unless a shorter 12: 30Pm MAR 1 9  2004 
SIGNED (Judge. A- CERTIFIED COPY 

SEAL AFFIXED - 
I /  

A - 

NOTICE 
An EX PARTE RESTRAINING ORDER is only effective until the date of the hearing unless 

NAME 
(Last, First, MI) 

1 

JUmBIBQtlRBTWBYW 
TOLLAND 

SEX 
(U5) 

DATE OF BIRTH 
( M m D f l Y Y )  

NAME 
(Last, First, MI) 

4 

DATE OF BIRTH 
(MM/DD/YWY) 

SEX 
(m) 



I t,,,INING ORDER F CONNECTICUT .,yS,, Y 
.i FROM ABUSE Modified COURT :'*:P" 

. :3$ Rev 9-03 : -d%i: .Cjy:- 

3.  55 25.28. 29-32. 29-35. 29-36k. -36i. 46b-15. 
'.'a;.@" 

. . 
..L. 

.-- .- ,=.: , ; ;~.?a j3a.42, 5:a.Z:;~ 

r EX PARTE RESTRAINING ORDER 
.'j::T2r_:CTIOA'S TO CLERK: Ass~gn a neanng date of not later than 14 days horn the dare of the Wj th in  48 hours 3; : l ie ~ s s u a n c c  of ;,?is orce? :! 'c 
'::.-:-?r anc Norlce of Cour: Heannu. Provrde the originals of the completed Application (JD-FM-13il. o e r k  shal l  sena  :o :nz law e~:rorcement ,iqer!c; 
' t :c ta~rr  ( ID-FM-l??: !his oroer 1~'C-ikl- :391 as well as rwo certified copies of thrs order to rhe Ap~liCanr. :vnere app/jcanr reslces. and. ,id!fere!?r. :!:a ! t i t i  
.+!a!n one ccov :cr :,?e coi/n file - anrorcemenr agencv wnere resoonaenr res102s aEc 

IX RESTRAINING ORDER AFTER HEARING :ne l a w  eniorcemsc:  scencv  :vi:eIF aC,?rlCal:: .S 
. . _ - _ .  I^-.m..,- . - . .. .. . . - I ; . .  :C 7LS3K. ?-ram cr:g!nal r ~ r  coun riie. Provide r?vo cenriieo cooles 

-. 2rcsr  ;- ,:,*~e :!:rc/'rzs:::::: . ~ m o I o v e c .  B CSL": 
. . , . . , . . . ,- . . . . . . a . - .  . . - . A~3,!t3.?! ?rr^ o:~" ZZCY rc X P  <esoonae~:. .-... s - a , , ~ l ! ~ ~  .:r ;::,re: --?5-;. , , , , , j lnea , ~ P T P ~ ~ -  ': ; .---" 

- .- - .  . -- . - ZCL'RT LOC97iON ( N o .  sireet town. ZID coos. 3na ccunrcorn. :f acot;cacle. . - - 7,2 ; ;?: .:: 
7-5 -. - --. : 6 9  S r o o k l y ~  Streex, R o c k v i i i e  CT 0 6 0 6 6  - - ; ~ - , : , , : ~ ~ ~ ~ ; - ~  -.. 

... . .- . . 
"1Ci;iE :2F APPLICANT ~Las: .  F!rsi MI: 1 DATE OF GIRTH l r n m f d d l ~ ~ y ~ !  , SE:( - - - =  - . . - - - - - - - 
. - -..=-.. . -2znnz 0 6 / 2 4 / 1 9 6 5  \i .qnr=r 

-'t3t'C5 T.7 :?/ilICH APPLICANT'S MAIL IS TO BE SENT (No. ana srree!l I :obvn, ..... . .. - -.. 

z r - 7 , -  - - 1 ---.uwL St i E n f i e i L  - -  5 5 3 6 1  
. - 
.;r~L:'.:.:~NT'C TOVlN OF EMPLOYMEIIIT r l f  aopllcaole) ? I - . F .  

- .  
&.U.- - L' ,.;I: 

-. 

RESTRAINING ORDER - RELIEF FROM ABUSE 

NAME 5 F  1ES?ONDENT (Person agalnsr wnorn order IS issued)(Last. First. MI) 
Kennedy, Ch r i s t ophe r  Burke 

ON THIS DATE IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 
- 7  r 7  

Y E  A2-C?/'E-NAMED RESFONDENT, - 
:X qeirair: irorn !moosing any restrarnr uacr: 
-: :)ersor c: iibenv c i  tke +.oo~icanr. iR:, 

DATE OF BIRTH (rnrnraaiyyyy) 1 SEX ?.ACE 

05/23/1967 ( j~ M r F : W h i t s  

X :;~.rralr, irsn; enrerlng the ramliv owelling or 
.*.+ .~.oplicanr s awelling. .?:: 

L.CDRESS O F  RESPONDENT IF DlFFEREhlT FROM ABOVE (No. and street) (Town) . c , ~ : ~ !  -. , z  ;' - z2  

3i4 Jobs H i l l  Rd 1 E l l i n g t o n  ,- - - - 2 6 2 ,;, 

Refrain rrom rhrearenlns. narassir;. i iSSii i . ; ! ; ! l<; ?::::?::,:-.: 
..- . 

gexuallv assaairlna cr airzcnir.: .-5 "os~;c?:-: .. - - - 
fiesponoenr mav rerurii :c r;e ::5,~:iir-!c cr.5 ::::. : : J ' : : -  

- -.-, ' ., . ... 

:e1rre1Je oelonplnqs. 

- - 
';.eiraln irom stalking the Applicant. (R61 : . Refrain irom having any c3,.;2,: -- .--,. P - ~ . - - ~ , .  :...T- . , -  - -:I i . I  ... .,... I Y ' . . .  - 
-+~ i rarn  irom ccmina withln 100 vards of the H ~ ~ l i c a n t .  (RT? Aaplicanr. iFi5.l - , , -- . 

1% Stay away from child(renj8s school/daycare. (R9) Refrain from!entering the Aoc1:~zi:r s Glace s: en?c!cvr:em-: . -  : - 
'X 711s craer exrenos to the Applicant's mlnor chrld[ren). (R10) - 
1 -. . . .?is crder extends to other persons ( R l l ) :  ( s p e c i f y )  - 
: --E ZSiJRT FURTHER AWARDS TEMPORARY CUSTODY OF THE FOLLO'NING CHILDIRENI - Z  --E .+.Fc~:cAx-:' i' 'i 

. . . - - . . - - . - . - ... 

NAME NAME 35:r -.,-t , : .. - :: ... . ' 

. i3s!.  T:rs; MI) . L:sr, Ftrsi, &l!i .hq,,; : -LC .,.. 12- p r  . . . 

.- 
,',';:h v8s;tailon as iollows ( V I ; :  - - 
.'!;!no::! visiratloc riGnls to the Aesoondent (\/21. 

,;< ,,!-.,!-,?! ?Jr(;Lr ,[+ :::, 
- .. - - . , - -  - 
: .  .. -... zefia:r : Z  =:nor c h i l d r e n  k a t h l e e n  ana Sreanna  ::enr-:ec~,.s:sp~r.: respc?.5enzs 
. . . -2; - = a < i o n .  4esponcer~c b e  restrained fzcm e n c e r l z g  z--.a ;--> ..+.. ~ . . : - ~ ? r : s  :i.cr.z:- 2.z :.-.? ?zam~.e= 

. . 
scrLcc- a t  s o n e r s v i l l e  11 s c h o o l  s t  somers c t .  R .  G .  csntznue.: '.c .i ' -  1: ?sr :1=3z~.?;. 

- -- - - -. 

- - , .- .- - 
NOTICE 

. - 
~ T A T E T ~ P  W D M ~ G W ~  

.... , -. R,CST.; iA lNING ORDER is o n l y  e f fec t i ve  until I l ~ e  d a t e  o i  t h e  hear117g 11n1e.s.~ SUPERIOR COURT 
e ,:.;.!lclea cy a g r c e m e n f  of t h e  p a n i e s  or by order o f  the court for good cause shown. JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

,' . ? E S T R k ! h l l N G  ORDER AFTER HEARING remains effective for six months f ron~ t h e  ciare 
TOLLAND 

c! :i!rl o r d e r  !~nIess a snorter period is o r d e w h e  court. 

S.;NEC ,Jj:l;s i is;1~la;;: C : T ~ ~ J /  DATE SIGNED & -  TI= 1 O ? J / ~ C J / ~ O O J  : ,... ,. [ a-7 ; r-,>., ' ; . .  .. 

MAR 3 0 2004 
- > .  , /.5-/->, .&-, 

CERTIFIED COPY 
I,' 

PAGE I OF 2 A- 

SEAL. AFFIXED 

BY 
, 

CLGRK. 



1;isiiation with ihe Cornplaiilant on New Year's Eve. The incident was also reported to DCF. 

EiIc;lr-ings on the r;.s;rnicing order epplicatioil were held before the Honornblc Jonatliun K;!pl:?n 

~ C ~ ~ , L . C C I I  .J;~IIL~;~L-:; 20, 3004 alld January 22,2004. 'The Complair,ant appeared pro se and zave sworx 

~i.si imony as part o f  those proceedings. judge-I<aplnIl ordered that the restrailling order as to tilc sol1 

;... : ,... - ,: 1 L ; :: , - i t LIC l ~ i l  SLIS;?C!.~C~CC~ C011ip!2ill2lfit'~ v i ~ j t a [ i ~ n  llinl accordjngly. 

. .- 8 

I nt: Family Kelatlons counselor provided the Respondellt wit11 a report which iilcluded disclosure 

c f t h ~  New Y~zar's Eve i~c iden t .  A copy of said report is attached tlerzto 2nd rtluked as Exhibit $4. 

Dzs7itz this report, the counselor agreed to continue supervision o f  Complainant's m:ltrer ~ n d  

::<pzct?d that hz complztel~is i~ldividual therapy. At this time, the Respondellt did nct object LO tht. 

Complainant's ior;tinued supelvision as recommended. 

:It some point shortly after Complainallts Febnlai-y appearance in En.tield, the Responden[ 7 
!was coll!:~cwd by J[ic!ge Kaplan. During this telepllone corlversation, Judge Icaplun ~ I < ~ T ~ S S L ' ( I  i.j.;:il I 
. . , . 

;L. rini.ui:.!;r;;!:~i.'~ :i.l:;;i!;!! bi;a]ih j;nt:ls sad ab(!iiy to fiLinctioll 3s an appropriate arlii. stabls iruhcr L(> 

1 . .  -7.7 . 7 .  

: : i i i l i ! r - i . ~~ .  I li;: J'.L~dgc raid tllc: Respondent that, baseci on ~!?e manipulativs; 3r.j conrrolling o ~ ~ a : ~ i ; ) ; -  

:!!a: fie ijbsz:-t-cil in his co~ll?r~"in., Respondent sllo~lld pay close a~teiltic711 to ti12 E~ l i i~ l i l  C:ISC ;11)~i 

I '  I '  

I ~lincifl~l ~ f r i - i ?  ~cjntin~ieii d:teriorntioli of'tlle relalionship behjfeen Complaii-lai-it rinc nis cn!!i!ren. 

! hz t ~ , ~ o n d e ~ - i i  -,.., i~~i.'oimcd his 'Eio?.c:. that Com;,laill:~~lt's Enfield casc had been referred to F;l~l~ily 
I 



On FcS iun~y  i 1, 3004, DCF filed a rcp0l-L of [heir invcsciyatiol~ of the Year's 

;ilcid..l?t L V I I ~ C I I  s~~bstantiated physical neglect on part o f  the Complainant as to his son, onil 

.~~:~I.ji;l!:l\ !1::21cct on thl: part of the Complainant as to his minor d:i::zk:~~c. - 

011 Feb11~2.ry 26, 2004, Judge Kaplan denied the complainant's motion to rearguz :he 

Rocki/illz restraining 0rdc.r. 

On March lo, 2001, [lie Complainant applied for 2nd received an es-parts restrninillg order 

i_oi;i lilz Har-tfol-d Superior Court granting him temporary custody of  the three children. :is p:irt @ f  

[I , 1 ~  .- npplication for snme, ihe Complainant signed and nttestcd, uocler oath, that he had nor 

p:~!-~icipn~cd as a witness or in any otller capacity ill any case ill  Connecticut involving his listcc-1 

children. A copy of said attestation is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 8 5 .  The order was 

k!:<cd to the schools that the children attended and also sewed on Lennna Putma11 on &la:-ch i 8. 

2004. The Complainant attzmpted to pick up his daughters at their school in Somers on March is. 

2 1104 anci was denied due to the conflicting restraining orders. T_Tpon lcalning of this lieanna P u t ~ ~ ~ l i l  

si.l~n.moncd :he authoritizs. As soon as the State Police wllo were assinged to investisate the matter 

iiiscovered what the Complainant had done, the Hartford Superior Couil-t in~~nediately vacal-ec! it's 

S o m e ~ ~ n ~ t :  durir~g the end of March. 2004, the Respondent was again contacteti by luiise / 
" , "  7 . ..-..~i;-&!lz -, ~ h 2  npplication and issuallcc 0 f [he H:ll-tford res:rainijlg order. Judge 'Kaplali indicated :!;:it I 



;!r~'!-.lc:ns with tile Con;plainant 2nd his children. Specifically, the report inclicatcd that the 

Cc>ri-,piai~lnnr had been :lrrestzd on .-Ipnl 20, 2004 for a domestic violence ii~cicici~t invol!.ing ]:is 

.i~:tl 2isic of Injury to :1 hIii:or penc!in? in [he Rockvills Superior Co~ii-t, Geogapl~ic  Area S19, I\ 

copy of said report is attacllcd hereto and marlted as Exhibit $6.  

3ased on r!ll: aforemenrioned report, the Family Relatio~ls counselor, upon her own initiative 

~ind ~insoliciied by the Respondent, made a motion that the diversiomry referral bz revoked and the 

matter be restored on the docltet for prosecution. The motion was ganted. Also on that date, 

.Aitorney Rochenberg's oral rnorion to withdraw as counsel based on a breakdown of thz nttolney 

client relationship was granted. 

Clu the ncst- s ~ ~ i ~ c i i ~ l c d  coart date of >ray 13, 2004, i i t t t ~ r r l ~ y  .John F. 0'31:izr; Gied an 

;ij?pea:arlce 011 behalf' of  the Comp!aina~lt. Attorney O'Brien asiced ij;e R Z S ~ O ~ I ~ C I I ~  to coasider 

c!l:enrly n rloile in the matter given that the Comp/ainant had completzd two separate coucseling 

LkJurscs :;nd that proseculion of the Complainant for the criminal charges now pending in Rockvilli3 

31:ii~lld suffice io serve \he interests ofjustice. However, based upon the furlher breakdown of'thc 
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i?cnding in Rockviile, and the revocation of the diversion:~ry refsxal at the requesr of Family 


