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SUMMARY

The Connecticut Supreme Court affirmed Melinda Chantea Fisher’s convictions for two counts of

second-degree assault. The court held that sufficient circumstantial evidence supported the jury’s

finding that Fisher intended to cause serious physical injury, that the trial court properly limited cross-

examination concerning the victim’s related civil action, and that a paramedic was properly permitted

to testify as an expert regarding concussion symptoms.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether sufficient evidence supported Fisher’s conviction for second-degree assault requiring an intent

to cause serious physical injury.

2. Whether the trial court improperly restricted cross-examination of the victim concerning her pending

civil action against Fisher and properly excluded the civil complaint from evidence.

3. Whether the trial court properly permitted a paramedic to testify as an expert regarding the general signs

and symptoms of a concussion despite not having examined the victim.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient to support Fisher’s conviction for second-degree assault because the jury
reasonably could find beyond a reasonable doubt that she intended to cause serious physical injury and

caused the victim a concussion and facial disfigurement.

2. The trial court neither violated Fisher’s confrontation rights nor abused its discretion by allowing inquiry
into the existence and allegations of the victim’s civil action while precluding more extensive inquiry

into the specific damages amount and admission of the complaint.

3. The trial court properly admitted the paramedic’s expert testimony concerning the signs and symptoms a
paramedic looks for when evaluating a patient for a concussion, and any error would have been harmless

because the testimony was cumulative.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Cross-examination [to elicit facts tending to show] motive, bias, interest and prejudice is a matter of right

and may not be unduly restricted.”

“The [c]onfrontation [c]lause guarantees an opportunity for effective cross-examination, not cross-

examination that is effective in whatever way, and to whatever extent, the defense might wish.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Melinda Chantea Fisher attacked her supervisor, Lura Terrace, at an elementary school after a confrontation
about Fisher’s late arrival at work. Fisher punched and scratched Terrace, pursued her down a hallway, slammed
her head repeatedly against a cinder block wall, and kicked her while she was on the floor. Terrace sustained a
nasal fracture, concussion, and severe postconcussion syndrome. Fisher testified that she intended to hurt Terrace

but denied intending to cause serious physical injury and claimed that she could not recall much of the assault.
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