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O'Donnell, Shanna

Subject: FW: Written submissions and proposed changes to practice book rule §36-6/Looking 
into my matter/Actions I would be grateful for Justice Palmer to take - 
(URGENT/Private and Confidential)

Attachments: Ruling of Appellate Court.pdf; Formal complaint to Criminal Justice Commission 
(2018).pdf

 
 
From: Begemann, Jill <Jill.Begemann@connapp.jud.ct.gov>  
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 2:41 PM 
To: McDonald, Andrew <Andrew.McDonald@connapp.jud.ct.gov> 
Cc: Palmer, Richard <Richard.Palmer@connapp.jud.ct.gov>; DiPentima, Alexandra 
<Alexandra.Dipentima@connapp.jud.ct.gov>; Hartan, Paul <Paul.Hartan@connapp.jud.ct.gov> 
Subject: FW: Written submissions and proposed changes to practice book rule §36-6/Looking into my matter/Actions I 
would be grateful for Justice Palmer to take - (URGENT/Private and Confidential) 
 
Good afternoon Justice McDonald, 
  
I am writing to you at the request of Justice Palmer and Judge DiPentima regarding materials forwarded to the Advisory 
Committee on Appellate Rules by Mr. Faiz Siddiqui.   
  
By way of background, at the public hearing on the appellate rules on June 29, Mr. Siddiqui provided public comment.  At 
the conclusion of Mr. Siddiqui's comments, Justice Palmer granted permission for Mr. Siddiqui to submit written comments
at a later date.  I have now received the following email and attachments from Mr. Siddiqui.  As you will see, Mr. Siddiqui 
is proposing a change to Practice Book 36-6, a Superior Court criminal rule involving cancellation of warrants.  This rule 
was the subject of a recent Appellate Court opinion involving Mr. Siddiqui. See In re Faiz Siddiqui, 195 Conn. App. 594 
(2020).  Mr. Siddiqui has also asked that Justice Palmer follow up with you regarding a complaint that Mr. Siddiqui filed 
with the Criminal Justice Commission in 2018 regarding the activities of the Hartford Prosecutor's Office and a West 
Hartford police lieutenant.   
  
I am forwarding the email and attachments to you in your capacity as chair of the Superior Court Rules Committee and 
the Criminal Justice Commission.  At this point, I am just going to acknowledge receipt of Mr. Siddiqui's email.    
  
If there is anything else that you need from me, please let me know.  Thank you.  
        
  
Jill Begemann 
Director of Appellate Operations 
(860) 713-2194 

From: Faiz Siddiqui [faizsiddiqui64@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2020 4:29 PM 
To: Begemann, Jill 
Subject: Re: Written submissions and proposed changes to practice book rule §36-6/Looking into my matter/Actions I 
would be grateful for Justice Palmer to take - (URGENT/Private and Confidential) 

Dear Jill, 
 

SODonnell
Typewritten Text
RC ID # 2020-014 a



2

As per my online conference call with Justice Palmer last week, I am writing back to you on 3 
urgent matters, each of which I will deal with in turn. I would be grateful if this email could please 
be forwarded onto Justice Palmer and Chief Judge DiPentima as appropriate.  
 
By way of background, I am a Brasenose College, Oxford (the same Oxford college attended by 
UK prime minister David Cameron) educated lawyer from England and also a qualified Tax lawyer 
who trained and qualified at Clifford Chance in London (the number one ranked law firm in the 
UK).  
 
What has been done to me in terms of issuing an arrest warrant based on a single phone call to 
voicemail and then refusing to cancel it for the past 5 years when the correct facts were brought to 
the Hartford prosecutor's office's attention is horrendous and I will elaborate upon this further 
below.  
 
1. Proposed changes to practice book rule §36-6 
 
Practice book rule §36-6 states as follows: 
 
"Sec. 36-6. — Cancellation of Warrant 
At the request of the prosecuting authority, any unserved arrest warrant shall be returned 
to a judicial authority for cancellation. A judicial authority also may direct that any 
unserved arrest warrant be returned for cancellation." 
I have just had an appeal (see attached ruling) in which it was held by the Connecticut 
Appellate Court (including Chief Judge DiPentima who gave the lead judgment) that the 
above practice book section §36-6 did not give a putative Defendant the right to file a 
Motion to cancel an arrest warrant on the basis that the "plain language" of the practice 
book section does not say that a Defendant may do so through a Motion filed by him/her, 
and that the "jurisdiction" of a criminal Court is not engaged until such time as a Defendant 
is arrested and the Information is formally presented to the Court. In doing so, 
the Appellate Court also followed a lower court ruling in an unreported case called 
Rodriguez which they were not obliged to follow.  
I do not propose to make detailed legal arguments here (the Justices may check the 
Appellate briefs filed in Appeal AC 41023 for a detailed rendition of those), but, suffice to 
say, this position cannot be legally correct for numerous reasons.  
Firstly, it would be in clear violation of the Fourth Amendment to the US constitution, as 
well as a Judge's judicial oath of office to knowingly allow a false, frivolous and unlawful 
arrest warrant issued without probable cause, whether served or unserved, to remain in 
place because of the very serious harm and unlawful curtailment of liberty it causes to the 
subject of the warrant. In this case, I have suffered the enormous travesty of justice of not 
being able to re-enter the US for over 5 years to complete my graduate school education 
at Kellogg Business School. As such, any Judge, once apprised of the correct facts and 
knowing that a defective arrest warrant has issued without probable cause, he/she is 
under a positive judicial duty to cancel it, whether acting sua sponte or at the request of 
a Motion filed by the Defendant.  
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Secondly, practice book §36-6 does or at least should create jurisdiction for a Defendant 
to be able to cancel a defective arrest warrant prior to arrest or this would entail a knowing 
violation of his/her Fourth Amendment right to be free of false arrest if the prosecutor fails 
to agree to remove the warrant for any reason, as has been the case in the present 
matter.  
Thirdly, the second sentence about a "judicial authority" being able to cancel an arrest 
warrant would plainly become redundant, otiose and denuded of all meaning unless a 
Defendant was able to bring the defective arrest warrant to the judicial authority's attention 
through a properly filed Motion in Court.  
In order to clarify matters, my proposed change to the above section is therefore in the 
words below in bold: 
"Sec. 36-6. — Cancellation of Warrant 
At the request of the prosecuting authority, any unserved arrest warrant shall be returned 
to a judicial authority for cancellation. A judicial authority also may direct that any 
unserved arrest warrant be returned for cancellation, either by acting sua sponte or 
through a Motion filed by the Defendant." 
I would strongly urge the Committee to make the above rule change in order to clarify 
matters and make the above section compliant with the Fourth Amendment of the US 
constitution, giving a Defendant the right to remove a defective arrest warrant issued 
without probable cause.  
 
2. My present matter which Justice Palmer agreed to "look into" for me/Actions 
which I would be grateful if Justice Palmer could take 
The second part of my email deals with the part of my online conversation with Justice 
Palmer last week in which I expressed my sincere and heartfelt concerns about the 
unlawfully issued arrest warrant and he agreed to"look into the matter" for me.  
As discussed in the conference last week, I formally raised my concerns in writing with 
Justice McDonald of the Supreme Court in writing in 2018 and I attach a PDF copy of that 
formal complaint here. Justice McDonald was sufficiently concerned about my complaint 
in relation to the frivolous arrest warrant based on a single phone call to voicemail to 
initiate an investigation into the matter by fellow Commissioner Mary Galvin. However, that 
investigation was unfortunately later suspended by Justice McDonald out of "deference" to 
the formal Appellate process which I was partaking in at the time.  
Now that the formal Appellate process is to all intents and purposes over (getting 
certification for Supreme Court review is always a herculean task and I presently have 
insufficient funds to instruct an Attorney to file such a petition in any event), I would be 
grateful if the formal investigation originally initiated and then closed down by Justice 
McDonald could be urgently re-commenced to avoid the ongoing serious and substantial 
prejudice to me through the ongoing existence of the false and frivolous arrest warrant. I 
did write to Justice McDonald attaching a copy of the below Appellate ruling and my 2018 
formal complaint to the Criminal Justice Commission on Saturday June 27th, but I have 
unfortunately had no acknowledgement or response from him whatsoever.  
 
3. Actions which I would be grateful if Justice Palmer could now take 
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Firstly, I would be grateful if Justice Palmer could kindly contact Justice McDonald to 
ensure that he has received my above mentioned email with 2 attachments and proposes 
to respond to it in his capacity as the Chairman of the Criminal Justice Commission, as he 
of course should.  
Secondly, I thought I should share some of the corrupt, dishonest and ethical 
misbehaviour of the Hartford prosecutors with Justice Palmer since this could and should 
also inform his actions in this matter. 
My lawyers have been making written and oral representations to Hartford State's Attorneys Hardy, 
Ajello and Diaz for the past 4 1/2 years since early 2016, making it clear to her that the arrest 
warrant is frivolous, based on a single phone call to voicemail (as verified by the phone records in 
the attached formal complaint document which confirm that I only made a single phone call to the 
complainant and the rest of the phone calls which were "assumed" to come from me actually came 
from well known telemarketers).  
In fact, as a direct result of Gail Hardy's abject failure to deal with my formal complaint despite 
telling former Chief State's Attorney Leanord Boyle that she was "taking it seriously", I had to then 
escalate the matter directly to Justice McDonald in June 2018 in his capacity as Chairman of the 
Criminal Justice Commission.  
 
However, it would be wrong of me to suggest that this matter only first came to Gail Hardy's 
attention through my formal complaint in 2018. In fact, my previous Attorneys Jim Bergenn and 
Patrick Tomasiewicz first brought this ridiculous matter to Gail Hardy's attention in early 2016 and 
Jim Bergenn submitted a detailed memorandum to her, which is contained at pages 59 to 65 of the 
attached paginated bundle. Jim also met with Gail Hardy in around April 2016, shortly after 
sending her this detailed email to explain the absurdity of this matter. For any conscientious, honest 
and ethical State prosecutor, this would have been sufficient to recall the arrest warrant from the 
police, realise it was frivolous and/or based on lies, and check the underlying phone records to 
categorically establish that it was indeed based on single phone call to voicemail to a regular visitor 
and friend of my Aunt in Connecticut for over 35 years.  
 
However, Gail sat on the matter for months, did not bother recalling the arrest warrant from the 
police to look at it, and this necessitated Attorney Tomasiewcz asking her to do so with a view to 
cancelling it. Eventually, when Patrick Tomasiewiz and Gail Hardy did meet in October 2016, Mr. 
Tomasiewicz explained that (1) the warrant was frivolous and based on a single phone call to 
voicemail without any voicemail left and (2) the police officer who issued the warrant had been in 
trouble before for inappropriate conduct, including storing drugs in his room for which he was 
suspended. The police officer in question has had around 3 formal complaints made about him in as 
many years between 2015 and 2018 which is highly unusual to say the least when one considers 
that police officers do not even usually get one complaint throughout the course of their careers. 
Gail responded to Mr. Tomasiewicz by quoting back the police officer's lies on his affidavit and 
saying that there had been "calls at all times of day and night between February and March 2015". 
It is unfortunate that Mr. Tomasiewicz did not immediately challenge her at this point and ask her 
to check the phone records which would have clearly shown only  a single phone call to voicemail. 
 
However, Mr. Tomasiewiz did subsequently follow up with an email to Gail Hardy in January 2017 
(see pages 109 to 111 of the paginated bundle) to confirm that there had indeed only been a single 
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phone call to voicemail and that he wanted to sit down and speak with Gail with the pertinent arrest 
warrant and subpoenaed phone records to show that there was indeed only a single phone call to 
voicemail. Gail responded disingenuously on two occasions by "pretending" not to read Patrick 
Tomasiewicz's email, presumably because she would then be under an ethical obligation to cancel 
it because of the lack of probable cause (see pages 111 - 112 of the paginated bundle). As a direct 
result of Gail's dishonest and unethical behaviour (she could have easily been fair and cancelled the 
arrest warrant once the correct facts were brought to her attention), a false and frivolous arrest 
warrant has been in place for over 5 years and unfairly prohibited my return to the US for over 5 
years to complete my graduate school education.  
 
Gail subsequently "passed" the matter onto Carl Ajello in 2018 and now refuses to take any 
responsibility for it. Subsequent attempts have also been made by both Patrick Tomasiewicz and 
Jeremiah Donovan to approach Hartford prosecutors Carl Ajello and Robert Diaz, but they are 
implacably opposed to cancelling the warrant on any basis, even though the complainant's released 
incoming phone records for the relevant February to March 2015 time period clearly show all the 
calls "assumed" to be from me to be from well known telemarketers (see pages 88 to 108 of the 
attached paginated bundle).  
 
You may or may know that Gail Hardy recently received unprecedented discipline in terms of 
being suspended for 4 days by the Criminal Justice 
Commission: https://www.wnpr.org/post/prosecutor-gail-hardy-receives-unprecedented-discipline-
criminal-justice-commission for what Justice McDonald described as her "serious dereliction" in 
duty in failing to return reports to the familiies of victims of police homicides for over 5 years. 
During a hearing on whether she should be re-appointed Hartford State's Attorney, she 
subsequently withdrew her bid after vehement complaints from many stakeholders (e.g. the 
NAACP) and opposition from members of the Commission itself.  
 
Justice Palmer should also know that the police officer who issued the arrest warrant has 
a long history of well publicized gross misconduct the size of Niagara falls which is in 
additionto the very serious and unprecedented gross misconduct he has committed in 
this case itself which was detailed in the Amended Complaint. More specifically, after 
being suspended for being found in his office with several pounds of marijuana in 
2016: http://www.courant.com/community/west-hartford/hc-west-hartford-police-
promotion-marijuana-investigation-20161018-story.html,he committed sexual harassment 
against a fellow female police officer in 2017 and got transferred to another 
division: http://www.courant.com/community/west-hartford/hc-west-hartford-eric-
rocheleau-sexual-harrassment-complaint-no-evidence-20170901-story.html. Further, the 
Appellate Court found he committed an illegal search in 
2001: https://caselaw.findlaw.com/ct-court-of-appeals/1104206.html.It is therefore a short 
and easy to step for the Court to understand why the police officer in question would issue 
an arrest warrant without probable cause based off a single phone call to voicemail 
without any voicemail left.  
 
The relevance of the above background is hopefully obvious to Justice 
Palmer. In short, there has been a great deal of corruption, skullduggery 
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and unethical behaviour in my case and my second request is therefore 
that Justice Palmer should get involved (along with Justice McDonald) to 
ensure that the Hartford prosecutor's office now finally do the right thing 
and cancel the false and frivolous arrest warrant based on a single phone 
call to voicemail without any voicemail left to a well known family friend 
and visitor of my Aunt's house in Connecticut for over 35 years.  
 
Please acknowledge receipt. 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Faiz 
 
On Mon, Jun 29, 2020 at 3:33 PM Begemann, Jill <Jill.Begemann@connapp.jud.ct.gov> wrote: 

Good morning, 

  

This is the correct email address for submission of written comments on the rules.  Thank you. 

  

Jill Begemann 

Director of Appellate Operations 

Phone:  (860) 713-2194 

  

  

  

From: Faiz Siddiqui <faizsiddiqui64@gmail.com>  
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2020 10:22 AM 
To: Begemann, Jill <Jill.Begemann@connapp.jud.ct.gov> 
Subject: Written comments - (Urgent/Private and Confidential) 

  

Dear Jill, 
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I enjoyed speaking to Justice Palmer today. Can you please kindly let me know if this is the 
correct email address to submit my written submissions to or if I should send it to another email 
address?  

  

Kind regards, 

  

Faiz 
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my phone and the rest of the "harassing calls" have been verifiably 
confirmed by my Counsel, Jeremiah Donovan, to be from 
telemarketers. 

 
• The complainant falsely stated that I made malicious phone calls to 

the complainant's workplace. Once again, I did not do so and there is 
no evidence (phone records or otherwise) that suggests I did. 

 
• The complainant falsely stated in her complaint to the police (see attached) 

that "He was visiting his Aunt, Uncle, and Usman in South Windsor, CT 
from London. We hung out a handful of times with other childhood.friends, 
usually at Usman 's parents residence in South Windsor, CT." This 
statement is 100% false and seeks to give the misleading impression that I 
only had a tangential acquaintance with the complainant. On the contrary, 
the complainant aggressively pursued a romantic relationship with myself 
in 2006 and most of our socializing was actually done in terms of late 
nights out to Martini bars and not "hanging out at my cousin's house" as the 
complainant falsely alleges. Further, the complainant regularly came over 
to my Aunt's house to see me in 2006 whereas I did not go to her house 
even once. 

 
• The complainant falsely stated in her complaint to the police (see attached) 

that, "At some point during the summer, Faiz obtained my cellphone 
number from my Aunts cellphone, and called me a few times while I was at 
work. This made me very uncomfortable." This statement is false. The 
complainant made it very clear through her regular excursions with me that 
she was very interested and that she welcomed phone contact with me. All 
of the conversations I had with her were friendly and she did a great deal of 
flirting on them. I never sensed any lack of comfort on her part as she now 
falsely alleges. 

 
• The complainant falsely stated in her complaint to the police (see 

attached) that, "Sometime towards the end of the summer, Faiz returned 
to London. He called me multiple times with the impression that we would 
be friends and that we would remain in contact while he was back in 
London. I never gave him any indication of this." I am frankly amazed by 
the total lack of honesty in this statement. From late night excursions to 
Martini bars to late night romantic visits to my Aunt's house to see me, 
the complainant consistently gave me the impression that she was very 
romantically interested in me. Further, I distinctly recall a conversation at 
the end of my stay in 2006 in which I suggested keeping in touch, and she 
responded by saying, "YEEEAAAAHHHHHH" in a very long and drawn 
out way which indicated a great deal of interest on her part. 
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• The complainant falsely states that, "Faiz began to call more 
frequently, leaving voicemails that put me down and made me very 
uncomfortable." This statement is 100% false and I never left any such 
voicemails for the complainant, nor will she will be able to provide any 
evidence of such voicemails since they simply don't exist. 

 
• The complainant falsely states in her complaint that, "In August 2012, Faiz 

was in South Windsor, CT the week of my wedding He wrote an 8 page 
email to several members of our local community and to my in-laws a few 
days before my wedding. I was mortified. He wrote so many terrible things 
about me and created so many untrue stories. This email is available if 
needed." I wrote this email on Attorney's advice in August 2012 to protect 
myself from the complainant's horrid and unrelenting defamation, and 
everything I stated was 100% correct, factual and true. In any event, the 
complainant knew full well that this email was not in fact sent to "members 
of the local community" since my cousin Usman Haque had not sent the 
email to correct email addresses (see page 47 of the paginated bundle). This 
statement is therefore verifiable perjury on the part of the complainant for 
which she should be charged. 

 
• It is also a concerning feature of this case that the complainant appears to 

consistently blame me for things which are (1) evidently nothing to do with 
me and (2) could not even be vaguely described as a criminal offence. For 
example, attributing a call from Nadol Streaman (a well known client of 
BlumShapiro where the complainant works) to myself or complaining that I 
checked her "linked in profile", an act which is clearly not criminal by any 
yardstick. See Mr. Donovan's first Motion to Re-argue at pages 192 - 193 
of the paginated bundle. 

 

Malice from attached discovery in civil case 
 
Some email evidence from 2015 between the complainant and police officer 
which confirms actual malice on the part of the complainant in this 
prosecution: 

 
• On page 35 of the attached discovery (see attached at page 48 of the 

paginated bundle), the Defendant expresses the malicious wish that, 
"I hope the State Attorney and Judge scare him enough so that he 
leaves me alone forever, regardless of where he resides. I'm 
crossingfingers." 

 
• The complainant made a financial "donation" to the West Hartford 

police department to bribe them to help her and bring a criminal case 
against me without probable cause. This is detailed in the attached 
complainant's discovery at pages 49 - 50 of the paginated bundle. 
Apparently the bribe 
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