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SUMMARY

Justice Ecker, joined by Justices McDonald and D’Auria, dissents from the judgment affirming
Quavon Torres’s convictions for murder and carrying a pistol without a permit. The dissent concludes
that the trial court improperly excluded evidence that a key defense witness had been assaulted by the
sister of the alleged third-party culprit, and that the error was harmful because it affected the witness’s
credibility and the defendant’s third-party culpability defense.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appeal from the defendant's second jury-trial convictions for murder
and carrying a pistol without a permit; the dissent would reverse
because the trial court improperly excluded evidence relevant to the
defendant's third-party culpability defense and would remand for a
new trial.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Evidentiary relevancy rulings are reviewed for abuse of discretion,
with every reasonable presumption made in favor of upholding the
trial court's ruling. Whether an evidentiary error was harmless is
determined by whether the reviewing court has fair assurance that the
error did not substantially affect the verdict.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court improperly excluded evidence that a key witness had been physically assaulted
shortly before testifying at the defendant's first trial.

2. Whether the excluded assault evidence was relevant and admissible to support the defendant's third-
party culpability defense, demonstrate Pickette's connection to the charged crimes, and explain or
rehabilitate Milton's prior inconsistent statements.

3. Whether exclusion of the assault evidence was harmless error.

HOLDINGS

1. The dissent concluded that evidence of Milton's assault was relevant and admissible because the record
established a sufficient link between Pickette, the allegedly culpable third party, and the assault, and
because the evidence supported an inference of Pickette's culpability and consciousness of guilt.

2. The dissent concluded that the assault evidence was independently admissible to show Milton's state of
mind, explain why she did not implicate Pickette at the first trial, and rehabilitate her inconsistent
testimony at the second trial, even without a link between Pickette and the assault.

3. The dissent concluded that exclusion of the assault evidence was harmful nonconstitutional error
because Milton was central to the third-party culpability defense, her credibility was pivotal, and the
state's evidence identifying Torres as the shooter was conflicting and lacked physical corroboration.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Relevant evidence is evidence that has a logical tendency to aid the trier in the determination of an issue.”

“The harmlessness of an error depends [on] its impact on the trier and the result; not on whether the
evidence, when viewed in the light most favorable to the jury’s verdict, was sufficient to support an inference
of guilt.”

“It cannot be harmless error to remove from the fact finder the very tools by which to make a credibility
determination.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Torres was charged with murdering Donald Bradley and carrying a pistol without a permit. His defense claimed
that Freddy Pickette was the shooter and that Pickette brought the murder weapon to an apartment after the
shooting. A key defense witness, Tasia Milton, gave trial testimony supporting the third-party culpability theory
but had previously made inconsistent statements that implicated Torres and omitted Pickette's possession of the
gun. Before the first trial, Pickette threatened Milton, and two days later Pickette's sister allegedly participated in
an assault on Milton; the trial court admitted evidence of the threat but excluded evidence of the assault.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Torres was convicted at an initial trial, but the Connecticut Appellate Court reversed and remanded for a new
trial based on a suggestive in-court identification. At the second trial, the defendant was again convicted of
murder and carrying a pistol without a permit. The Supreme Court majority affirmed, while this dissent
concluded that the exclusion of evidence that a key defense witness had been assaulted was harmful error
requiring reversal and a new trial.

DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The dissent would reverse the judgment of conviction and remand the case for a new trial. The majority's actual
disposition is not reproduced in the provided text.
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