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NATURE OF THE PROCEEDINGS AND COUNTERSTATEMENT OF THE FACTS



On October 2, 2015, the trier of fact, Gold, J., convicted the defendant, Edward



Taupier, of first degree threatening, in violation of General Statutes § 53a-61aa(a)(3): two

counts of disorderly conduct, in violation of General Statutes § 53a-182(a)(2); and breach



of the peace, in violation of General Statutes § 53a-181 (a)(3).'' 27T:4. On January 12,

2016, the trial court sentenced the defendant on his threatening conviction to five years of



incarceration, execution suspended after eighteen months and five years of probation.

28T:102. The trial court sentenced the defendant on each count of his disorderly conduct

convictions to three months of incarceration. 281:102. In addition, the trial court sentenced



the defendant on his breach of the peace conviction to sixth months of incarceration.

28T:103. The trial ordered concurrent sentences, for a total effective tenn of five years of



imprisonment, execution suspended after eighteen months, and five years of probation.

28T;103.



The following evidence was presented at trial: The defendant and Tanya were



married on September 25, 2005, and resided at 6 Douglas Drive, Cromwell, with their son



and daughter, who were nine and eight years old, respectively, at the time oftrial.^ 14T:7-8.

Tanya initiated divorce proceedings in November 2012 because the defendant had made

her "fear for [her] life" in the last week of August 2012, during a family vacation in Maine.



^The trial court did not "return a separate verdict" on the charge of second degree

threatening, pursuant to General Statutes § 53a-62(a)(3), "in light of its verdict" on first

degree threatening. 28T:4.



^The trial court's memorandum of decision provides an exhaustive rendition of the

evidence in the case. Defendant's Appendix:70-99.



14T:8, 61.^ Tanya moved out of their home in September 2012; 14T:61: and the defendant

called Tanya and threatened to "kill" himself, "ruin [Tanya's] life using social media," and

make their "divorce a[] painful process" that would "almost kill [their] children." 14T:84.



In June 2014, Judge Elizabeth Bozzuto was managing the pre-trial phase of the

Taupiers' divorce and child custody proceedings, which were "hotly contested" and had

been delayed by the defendant injecting his opinions about reform of the family court

system into a custody evaluation that an officer of the Family Services Unit of the Court

Support Services Division was conducting. 8T:11-15; 13T:15. At a June 18, 2014, status



conference convened by Judge Bozzuto to address the delay, she apprised the defendant

that he was barred from injecting these opinions into the custody evaluation upon its

resumption, but was not otherwise precluded from expressing his views. 8T:14; 13T:12.

The defendant was dissatisfied with the outcome of the status conference and, as noted by



Tanya's attorney. "blit2[ed]" social media (email and Facebook) with disparaging comments

about Judge Bozzuto, Tanya, and Tanya's attorney. 13T:12-13. According to Tanya, the



defendant was "contentious [and] really adversarial to judges, lawyers, family services

[personnel], [and] really anyone involved in the process." 14T:14.

At the end of August 2014, the Taupiers' divorce and child custody proceedings

were further roiled by the recrudescence of their differences over where their children



would attend school. Approximately one year earlier, on August 13, 2013, the defendant



^ The couple's daughter, who was then five years old, had come into the defendant

and Tanya's bed in the middle of the night in need of "soothing," which upset the defendant

and prompted him to say, as a loaded gun lay within reach on the bureau, that he would

"put a bullet in [Tanya's] head and bury [her] in the backyard." 14T:83. The next day, when

Tanya spoke to the defendant about his threat to shoot her to death, he remorselessly

stated that he meant what he had said. 14T:84.
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