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SUPERIOR COURT



STATE



v.



JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

MIDDLETOWN



EDWARD TAUPIER



March 2, 2017



STATE'S MOTION TO REVOKE APPELLATE BOND

The State of Connecticut, pursuant to Connecticut Practice Book § 43-2(b),1

moves this court to revoke or increase the appellate bond that was set in the abovecaptioned case. The State submits that the defendant has violated multiple conditions

of his release for the appellate bond.

In support of this motion the State asserts as follows:

1.



On October 2, 2015, after a court trial in which the defendant was convicted of



threatening in the first degree, two counts of disorderly conduct and one count of breach

of peace in the second degree, the court, Honorable David P. Gold presiding, set a

$90,000 cash appellate bond . The defendant posted the bond. The crimes stemmed

from a threatening email the defendant had authored pertaining to a superior court

judge who presided over his divorce proceedings.

2.



On January 15, 2016, the court imposed the following pertinent conditions of



release for the defendant's post-trial appellate bond : Condition # 1."electronic

' . Connecticut Practice Book § 43-2(b) governs the bond amount and conditions of release for a

defendant who appeals his case after conviction. It provides that "[t]he judicial authority may

order that the bond in effect continue until imposition of sentence, and it may order an increase

in the amount of such bond. It shall also have authority to modify or revoke at any time the

terms and conditions of release ."



monitoring for 2417 lockdown and GPS for carve-outs as approved by court:"; Condition



# 2. "No contact w/ [with] the following parties: a) Judge Elizabeth Bozzuto and her

family, b) Jennifer Verranault and her family, c) Tanya Taupier"; Condition # 3.

"Defendant is to remain 1,000 feet away from the person/home/or place of employment

of the parties above (#2); Condition # 4. "[Defendant] not to assaultlthreaten/abuse/

harass/follow/interfere with the parties above (#2)"; Condition # 5. "No personal,

written, electronic or telephone contact (direct or indirect) w/ [with] protected parties

above (#2), their house, workplace or others w/whom the contact wd [would] be likely to

cause annoyance or alarm."; Condition # 6. "Defendant is to comply fully in all

respects w/ [with] family court orders." and; Condition # 8. "All other conditions of

release shall remain in place since the duration of the case and 11/18/2014." (Condition

# 8). See Attachment 1-January 15, 2016 Conditions of Release - 2 pages.

3. The November 18, 2014 conditions of release in the defendant's pending voyeurism

case #CR 13-0200821, provides in pertinent part as follows: 1. the [defendant] "not to

assault, threaten, abuse, harass, follow, interfere with, or stalk Tanya Taupier, Gabriel

Taupier or Sara Taupier" - Condition 1) b); 2. Condition 1) c) provides that the

defendant "is to remain 100 feet away from Tanya Taupier, Gabriel Taupier, or Sara

Taupier" See Attachment 2 - November 18,2014 Conditions of Release - 3 pages.

4. The State alleges that Mr. Taupier has violated five of his conditions of release while

out of custody on an appellate bond . The violations are alleged as follows: 1.

Condition # 3 - defendant to remain 1,000 feet from Tanya Taupier; 2. Condition # 4 defendant not to assaultlthreaten/abuse/harass/follow/interfere with Tanya Taupier; 3.

Condition # 5 - no personal, written, electronic or telephonic contact (direct or indirect)



2



with TanyaTaupier, her house, workplace or others with whom the contact would be

likely to cause annoyance or alarm; 4. Condition # 6 - defendant is to comply fully in all

respects with family court orders; and 5. Condition # 8 - all other conditions of release

shall remain in place since the duration of the case and 11/18/2014. Each of the five

violations is outlined in the paragraphs below.

5. Condition # 3 - Defendant to remain 1,000 feet from Taniya Taupier

On Monday, January 2,2017 at about 6:30 p.m., the defendant violated

Condition # 3 of his release by being within one thousand feet of his ex-wife , Tanya

Taupier. On that date, Ms. Taupier saw the defendant in the passenger seat of his

black GMC truck . The truck was parked in her driveway at her apartment at 160

Windermere Avenue #3608 in Ellington, CT. The defendant was returning their two

ch ildren home after a visit. Ms . Taupier observed a woman known as "Lillian" driving

the truck. She heard her two children , Gabriel and Sara yelling, "Go, go, she will see

you ." The defendant was located less than fifteen feet from Ms . Taupier at that time,

which is a clear violation of Condition # 3. Between January 1, 2017 and March 1,

2017 , the defendant has violated the one thousand feet distance from Ms. Taupier on

multiple occasions by personally dropping off the children at or near her residence in

Ellington . CT.

6. Condition # 4 - Defendant not to assaultlthreaten/abuse/harass/follow

!interfere with Tanya Taupier



The State submits that the defendant violated Condition # 4 of not abusing ,

harassing, or interfering with Tanya Taupier when he showed up in person at her

residence on the evening of January 3, 2017. Despite an express family court order to
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drop off the children at Ms. Taupier's residence via a third party, he disregarded that

order and personally came to her home. He has done this on more than one occasion.

He has also violated the express condition of staying at least 1,000 feet from Ms.

Taupier on multiple occasions between January 1, 2017 and March 1, 2017 by dropping

the children off in her driveway, near her mailbox or across the street. When the

children were dropped off across the street, they crossed the roadway alone on foot

during the darkness and had to navigate through motor vehicle traffic. The defendant's

two children are young. During this timeframe their ages were only nine and ten years

old . It is anticipated that Ms. Taupier considered this an unsafe drop off procedure for

the children , which caused her annoyance and alarm.



7. Condition #5 - No personal, written, electronic or telephonic contact (direct or

indirect) with Tanya Taupier, her house, workplace or others with whom the

contact would be likely to cause annoyance or alarm



The State submits that the defendant has repeatedly violated Condition # 5 of his

release by posting annoying and alarming accusations against his ex-wife, Tanya

Taupier via YouTube and Facebook social media internet sites during the past year.

For example, in a January 8,2017 Facebook post under the name "Edward Taupier",

the following caption was posted: "Cromwell Police Duped by Mentally ill Ex to Think

Children are Endangered ... They Say They Don't Need Warrants to Come in

Home ....Police Don't Need Warrants , They Will Need Body Bags Next Time." It is

believed that Mr. Taupier's ex-wife will testify that she is familiar with this account, it

belongs to Mr. Taupier, and the written/electronically disseminated social media posting

describing her as his "mentally ill ex" was annoying or harassing to her in violation of the

court order.

4



Another recent posting on the Edward Taupier social media account stated as

follows: "This is some of the evidence against me where I am hurting my children, this

false report was called in that the children are in danger. .. by their psychotic whore

mother." Yet another recent "Edward Taupier" social media post stated, "mother Tanya

Taupier of Aetna creating child abuse." Ms. Taupier is expected to testify that these

social media postings annoyed and harassed her and adversely affected her

employment at Aetna. Ms. Taupier is expected to testify that there are many more of

these type of social media postings by her ex-husband and that she finds them

annoying and alarming.

8. Condition # 6 - Defendant is to comply fully in all respects with family court

orders



The State submits that the defendant has been noncompliant with multiple family

court orders including: third party drop off of the children, keeping the children past the

court ordered visitation dates and times, engaging in words and/or actions to estrange

the children from their mother, and disparaging the children's mother to the children.

In a "Memorandum of Decision" dated August 28, 2015, the family court, J.

Pinkus, ordered in paragraph 4.e. that the "defendant shall be entitled to pick the

children up from school, however, the children's pickup or return to/from the plaintiff's

residence, when required by this order, shall be by a third party for so long as the

parties are not allowed to have contact with each other." (Emphasis added) See

Attachment 3- "Memorandum of Decision", page 10 paragraph "e." As outlined

above in paragraph 6 of this motion, the defendant has repeatedly violated the third
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party drop off condition from the time period of January 1, 2017 to March 1, 2017 by

personally taking the children to Ms. Taupier's residence in Ellington, CT. On January

1g, 2017, the children eventually admitted to Ms. Taupier that the defendant had

personally dropped them off on that date.

In paragraphs 4 a. -.C, page ten of the family court orders, the defendant has

visitation with the children every Tuesday and Thursday from 3 p.m. to 7 p.m. and on

alternate weekends. During holidays, the defendant has parenting time from Christmas

Eve at 2p.m. until Christmas Day at 1 p.m. on "even" years. On Tuesday, December

27,2016, the defendant's brother picked up the children at 2 p.m. in Ellington and they

weren't returned to their mother until Monday January 2, 2017 at 6:30 p.m. The

children's mother became concerned because per the order, the defendant was only to

keep them for 4 hours.



She then asked the Cromwell police department to go to 6



Douglas Drive in Cromwell (the defendant's residence). She wanted them to conduct a

safety check on the children's well-being. The defendant refused entry into his home

but did allow the police to see his two children from a window in the residence. The

children confirmed that they were fine. The defendant violated the visitation orders of

the court by keeping the children almost one entire week instead of only four (4) hoursfrom 3 to 7 p.m.

In paragraph 3, page 8 of the family court orders contained in the "Memorandum

of Decision," "[n]either party should do anything which may estrange their children from

the other party nor injure the opinion of the children as to their mother or father nor act

in such a way as to hamper the free and natural development of the children's love and

respect for the other party. Neither party shall disparage the other parent or any
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significant other to the minor children .... "Ms. Taupier is expected to testify that the

defendant violated this order by repeatedly telling the children to run away from their

"abusive" mother's home. The defendant called Ms. Taupier a "psychopath" in both

children's presence on a YouTube video posted February 25,2016.



The defendant



has made numerous disparaging remarks to the children regarding his ex-wife, Tanya

Taupier, in violation of the family court orders.

9. Condition # 8 - All other conditions of release shall remain in place since the

duration of the case and 11/18/2014



As outlined fully in the State's Motion to Revoke or Increase the Defendant's

Bond filed with this court on March 2, 2017, and incorporated by reference herein, the

defendant has violated the conditions of release contained in the pending voyeurism

case under docket # CR13-0200821 by annoying and harassing the victim and

protected party in that case, Tanya Taupier. The defendant's failure to abide by the

1,000 feet distance from his ex-wife and violation of the family court orders, including

third party drop off, scheduled visitations, and disparaging social media postings and

remarks regarding the mother (Tanya Taupier) all violate Condition # 8 of the appellate

bond.

10. The State submits that Mr. Taupier is in violation of his appellate bond conditions of

release because under those terms he was to abide by all conditions of release

including those for the threatening case as well as the voyeurism case. The State

seeks to revoke the defendant's bond or in the alternative, substantially increase the

current $90,000 cash bond.
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Based on the foregoing, the State respectfully asks the court to revoke the

defendant's appellate bond or in the alternative, substantially increase it.



THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT

By: ..



i1~ It\'J\y 14Ovr6

,



BRENDA HANS, Assistant State's Attorney, Juris# 420294

State's Attorney's Office

1 Court Street

Middletown, CT 06067

(860) 343-6379



ORDER



The State's motion to revoke the defendant's bond or increase the bond is

hereby ORDERED:

_ _ _ DENIED



GRANTED



CERTIFICATION



I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing was electronically mailed to the defendant's

appellate



counsel,



Norm



Pattis,



Np,tt;'@p,tt;",d,mith.oom '"



Esq,



649 Amity Road,



M'~h 2, 20~ ~



&lt;i::J



f'



\ (! ' rJ



Bethany,



CT 06524



AI)'



v! : i rf'lJ



BRENDA HANS, Assistant State's Attorney
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SUPERIOR COURT



STATE



V.



JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

MIDDLETOWN



EDWARD TAUPIER



March 2, 2017



STATE'S MOTION TO REVOKE OR INCREASE THE DEFENDANT'S BOND



The State of Connecticut, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §54-64f and

Connecticut Practice Book § 38-13-17, § 38-19-20 1 moves this court to revoke or

increase the defendant's $24,000 nonsurety bond in the above-captioned criminal case.

The State contends that the defendant has violated two conditions of his pretrial

release.



The conditions of release that the State submits have been violated are: 1)



the defendant "is to remain 100 feet away from Tanya Taupier," and 2) the defendant

"is not to assault, threaten, abuse, harass, follow, interfere with, or stalk Tanya Taupier."

In support of this motion the State asserts as follows :

1.



The defendant is charged in the above criminal case with voyeurism and



disseminating voyeurism material in violation of General Statutes 53a-189a(a)(1) and

53a-189b, respectively.



These felony charges emanate from the defendant allegedly



posting a nude video of his wife, Tanya Taupier, (now his ex-wife) on the "Vimeo" social

media website . The allegations are that he had secretly videotaped his unclothed wife in



I General Statutes § 54-64f governs the violation of conditions of release. Connecticut Practice Book §§

38-13 through 38-17 and §§ 38-19, 38-20 govern hearings for bail modifications and violation of



conditions of bail, respectively.
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