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cion would work. She opined that the children had
planned this together, and she recognized that they
were not ‘‘kids that [she] could pick up and buckle into
their car seat[s] and make them go.’’ She also explained
that she was hesitant about the use of physical force
because of a previous physical altercation that CF had
with R and because of the involvement of the police
and the Department of Children and Families. The
defendant further stated that CF could have spoken
with the children to try to resolve the matter, but he
chose not to.

Other evidence before the jury showed that R had
been living with the defendant since January, 2015, that
all of the children had agreed together that they were
going to refuse to go with CF, that one of the chil-
dren e-mailed CF a couple of times telling him she did
not want to return to his home, and that the children
all refused to go with him when he arrived to pick
them up on May 25, 2015. When the state asked L what
prompted the children to make this decision, she
responded that they had ‘‘been wanting to not go for a
while, so eventually [they] just decided not to go with
him.’’ Other witnesses, including Nash, members of the
Glastonbury Police Department, and the Department
of Children and Families also admittedly could not per-
suade the children to go with CF because the children
absolutely refused. CF also did not persuade the chil-
dren to return home with him.

Nevertheless, our law is quite clear: ‘‘[E]vidence is
not insufficient . . . because it is conflicting or incon-
sistent . . . . It is the [jury’s] exclusive province to
weigh the conflicting evidence and to determine the
credibility of witnesses . . . . The [jury] can . . .
decide what—all, none, or some—of a witness’ testi-
mony to accept or reject.’’ (Internal quotation marks
omitted.) State v. Young, 174 Conn. App. 760, 766, 166
A.3d 704, cert. denied, 327 Conn. 976, 174 A.3d 195
(2017).


