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Application For Arrest Warrant
“To: A Judge ofthe Superior Court
“The undersigned hereby applies for a warrant or the arrest of the above-named accused on the basis ofthe facts
setfoth inthe: [3] Affidavit Below. [] Aficavil(s) Atached.
w 5 TS

A
Affidavit
“The undersigned affant, being duly sworn, deposes and says:
1. That this affiant, Detective Christopher Hubbard #338, isa sworn memberofthe Connecticut Deparment of
Emergency Services and Public Protection, Division of State Police, having been so employed since October 10,
2008. This affiant presently holds the rankofDetective and isassignedto the Easter District Major Crimes
Squad at Troop E in Montville, CT. At all times mentioned herein, this affiant was acting as an official member
ofsaid department. The following facts and circumstances ar stated from personal knowledge, observation and
investigation, os well us, the information received from fellow law enforcement officials acting in such an official
capacity.

2. That, his investigation involvesaconspiracy to commit the murders of a29 year-old adult female (Victim #1,
DOI 4 10 year-old juvenile female (Victim #2, DOB.2 1 year-old juvenile female
(Victim #3, DOB] as well as, a 23 year-old adult male (Victim #4,vor. ‘That the
victini's names and addresses will be kept confidential, in accordance with section 54-86eof the Connticut
General Statutes. The accused, Joshua Peikert (DOB 06/11/1992), will be referred to by his name throughout this
affidavit.

3. That, on 10/19/2022, at approximately 9:00 am, this affiant was assigned by Eastern District Major Crimes
Supervisor, Sergeant Robert Scavello #167, to investigate a suspicious incident at Corrigan Correctional Center
(CC) in Montille, CT. A prior inmate of Corrigan CC, Witness #1, who is currently incarcerated at
MacDougall-Walker Correctional Institution (CI) in Suffield, CT, had reportedly senta handwritten eter to
Victim #1. This letter detaileda possible "murder for hire” plot, with Victim #1, her children, Victim #2 and
Victim #3, as well as, her boyfriend, Victim #4,a the intended targets. Corrigan Inmate Joshua Peikert (DOB
06/11/1992) had planned this murder plot with Witness 1 when they were cell mates at Corrigan CC. Joshua
Peikert had allegedly hired Witness #1 to find a "hitman" to murder the above listed victims. Upon recciving this
letter, Victim #1 immediately contacted the Groton City Police Department, who in tum contacted the State
Police to investigate, after learning the origin locationof the incident.
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‘Affidavit - Continued
4. That, at approximately 11:00 am. tis affiant met Groton CiizBelice Detective Daniel Grimm and
Departmentof Correction (DOC) Counselor Supervisor es the MacDougall-WalkerCI, to
assist in interviewing Witness #1. In an electronic written statement, Witness #1 provided the following
information regarding the incident in question

“My name is Witness #1 and I am currently an inmate at MacDougall Correctional Institute in Suffield, CT. A
few months ago, I was incarcerated at Corrigan Correctional Institute in Uncasville, CT. My cell mate at the time
was Josh Peikert in cell After only a short periodof time of being cell mates with Josh, he disclosed to
me that he wanted Victims #1, #2, #3 and #4 murdered. We were discussing previous llegal activity at the time
‘nd1 told Josh that I knew a few people that could have tha taken careoffor him. 1 old Josh that it would cost
approximately 10 thousand dollars a head for cach person killed. When I told this to Josh, he said that it was do-
‘able and he told me that he would payhalf up front and halfafte the job was done. Josh wrote down ona piece
ofpaperthe victim's address, where the victims would sleep, as well as, the locationof a spare EE
Igain access to the home. At no time did have any intention of hiring a hitman or committing
any violence toward Victim's #1, #2, #3 or #4, however, I told Josh that he would have to pay me $500 fora
“finder's fee." Also, at no time did | contact anyone to commit violence against the victims, nor anyone els. [
asked for $250 up front and $250 after the job was done. Ashort time aftr this conversation with Josh, I was
transferred a total of $250 on two separate occasions. This money was transferred to my tablet through JosH's
brother. The first installment was $100 and the second was $150. A short time afte, Josh was bailed out and we
spoke overa cell phone about the "consiruction job" and "materials", which was code for the hitJashwas re-
incarcerated at Corrigan approximately two weeks later and I ran into him in the rec arcaofJJ} Josh asked

me why nothing had happened yet and I played dumb, acting as i his brother had messed up with the transfer of
money. I saw Josh a few other times while still at Corrigan and "blew smoke up his ass” that there was actually a
hit out, After abouta week, I was assaulted by an inmate and while in the infirmary, | wrote a leter to Victim #1
because I am concemed for her safety and the safety ofher children. A short time later, I was transferred to
MacDougall. On the way to MacDougall, I was informed by another inmate that Josh had puta hit out for me."

5. That, while speaking with Witness #1, he provided this affiant with a handswriten letter from Joshua Peikert.
‘Among other things, this leter detailed the locationof Victim #1 home, the layout ofthe residence and the
location ofa spare key to gain access. At the bottomofthe letter, the word "Job"i writen and itis signed by
“Joshua Peikert" The information written in this letter by Joshua Peikert concerning the address, layoutofthe
home, occupant’ sleeping arrangements and the location ofaspare key, was later confirmed to be true and
accurate by Victim #1.

6. That, on 11/01/2022, at approximately 3:00 p.m. Detective Lloyd Wright #959 provided this affiant with a
copy of Witness #1's Jpay Inmate Summary (inmate financial account), which he had received from the CT
DepartmentofCorrection (DOC). Upon reviewing Witness #1's Jpay account, two transactions areof note in this
particular investigation. On 07/19/2022, an individual named Jeremiah Peikert deposited $100.00 into Witness
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Affidavit - Continued

1's account via credit card. On 07/25/2022, this same individual deposited $150.00 into Witness #1's account,
also via credit card. The total amount of money transferred into Witness #1's Jpay account corroborates the
claims Witness #1 made during his interview. Also worth mentioning, is that it was later confirmed that
Jeremiah Peikert is Joshua Peikert's younger brother and a member of the armed forces.

7. That, upon obtaining signed search and seizure warrants from the New London Superior Court for both
Witness #1s and Inmate Joshua Peiker’s DOC phone call conversations in July of 2022, and later reviewing
these calls; three specific phone conversations initiated by Witness #1 areofnote in this investigation. On
eas ang OAbe. Wiaess 41 places hr 3 als he elephons umberRENNER A. ccc
of this number] revealed that the number is assigned to

Jeremiah R. Peikert (DOB 03/21/1994) of Further investigation

revealed that Jeremiah Peikert is Joshua Peikert’s brother and a memberof the U.S. Army, currently stationed at

8. That, on 07/22/2022, at approximately 5:23 p.m. and again at 5:49 p.m., Witness #1 calls an individual
identified as, Jeremiah Peikert and the two discuss the transfer of funds from Jeremiah Peikert's account to

mas1I mate nana scout. Th to conti to dieu hat Jeremiah Plkr ad srady
transferred $100 into Witness #1's account, however, that Peikert was now having difficulty transferring an
additional $150 into the account. Witness #1 then asks Jeremiah Peikert what he does for work, to which Peikert

replies, "I'm in the military." Witness #1 and Jeremiah Peikert continue to discuss Peikert's brothers and the fact

oa Comes. erm Pek 0s ant eos i slings and te oct hat he
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9. That, on 07/26/2022, at approximately 10:51 am., Witness #1 again calls Jeremiah Peikert. In this
conversation, Witness #1 first asksif Jeremiah Peikert has a "Pen and paper handy," to which Peikert replies, "I

sent the money." Witness #1 then advises Peikert that he received the money and again to geta pen and paper in
order for him to write down a message to, "His brother," Josh Peikert. Witness #1 goes on to tell Jeremiah
Peikert that the individual that was going to do the "job" for Josh Peikert went to Florida, where he was arrested
after getting into a fight with a police officer. Witness #1 states that as a result, he does not know when this
individual is going to get back. Witness #1 explains to Jeremiah Peikert that, "The good news is tat the job is
going to get done because the payment, the agreement went through; the bad news is it may take a litle while to
happen; maybe two weeks.” Witness #1 informs Jeremiah Peikert thatif Josh Peikert, "Goes back on the deal

afterthejob has been done," that he still has, "That handwritten letter from him," and that this would not be good.

‘Witness #1 states that he, "Got his materials that he put out money for," and that oncethejob is done, "I want the

other halfofthe money.” Witness #1 then reiterates to Jeremiah Peikert thatif Josh Peikert, "Goes back on the

‘agreement beforethe job is done; it's not gonna be a good thing."
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10. That, upon reviewing DOC phone calls made by Inmate Joshua Peikert while incarcerated at Corrigan CC,
one (1) conversation isof note in this investigation. On 07/26/2022, at approximately 9:41 a.m., Inmate Joshua.
Peikert contacted his brother, Jeremiah Peikert. In this conversation, the two initially discuss the frequency of

Witness #1's callsto Jeremiah and that Jeremiah, "Sent the money using my debit card so that he would stop
fucking calling me all the time." During the conversation, the two also discuss the ossibility of Victim #1

insBond nedan rom where eremish Pekent Tes in TonssCH

11. That, on 1211772023, Detective Justin Clachrie #516 and raved, vi aitine, toJET.fora pre-
arranged interview with Army Sergeant Jeremiah Peikert (DOB 03/21/1994). This interview was facilitated by
Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Special Agent (SA) Andrew Maticka, who is currently assigned to the

ee EEE
12. That, on 12/19/2023, at approximately 9:50 a.m., Detective Clachrie and I met with Sergeant. Jeremiah

Peikert at the CID OfficeIIna private interview room equipped with audio and video recording,
Sergeant Peikert proceeded to provide the following statement regarding his involvement in our investigation.

“Today, December 19, 2023, at about 09:50 AM,I went to the Army CID office at here 1 was
requested for an interview. When I was requested to the CID office, I was not initially made aware the interview

‘was with Connecticut State Police detectives.

During the interview, we discussed some money transfers from the summer of 2022 that I ‘made to an inmate

account at Corrigan Correctional facility in Connecticut. My brother, Joshua Peikert, was there at the time and he
asked me to put money into another inmate's account. That inmate was Witness #1. During this time,I had
phone conversations with Joshua and Witness #1. In total, I sent $250 (over two transfers of $100 and $150)

from my bank account into Witness #1's account at the correctional facility. During phone conversations later
had with Witness #1, we discussed the "construction job" and "materials" related to the job. During the
interview, [was advised that Josh had made arrangements with Witness #1 to pay $10,000 to have the Victim #1
and cd.

knew the “construction job" was not related to any typeof actual construction. Instead, based on conversations
1 had with Josh andWitness #1 over the phone, I knew the "job" was related to having Victim #1 hurt. Iwas

unawareofthe specifics, but knew the money I sent was being paid to Witness #1 for his role in armanging to
‘have Victim #1 hurt. 1did not believe the kids were planned to be involved in this scheme. [initially did not

‘want any involvement in this plan, and I reluctantly transferred the money. I eventually did because Josh and

Witness #1 kept pressuring me to send the money for the "job." After sending the money, | was under the
impression the "job" (Victim #1 being hurt) would be done in about two weeks. I don' recall any conversations
that led me to know how Victim #1 would be hurt or killed. 1 had thoughts of notifying the police and/or Victim
#1, butI never did, but know I should have.
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‘Affidavit - Continued
The fact that Josh wanted Victim #1 hurt is notatotal surprise, because Josh has displayed violent tendencies,
even growing up. He is also manipulative, especially with me, which plaved a role in me cooperating. During
venoms he. id mention not waning Vict 1 oro ic

JI 1 id not immediately connect this with wanting them killed, but it makes sense now.”

13. That, on 01/19/2023, at approximately 11:30 a.m, Detective Clachrie and this affiant attempted to interview
Inmate Joshua Peikert, per his request, at Corrigan CC, in regard 0 the allegations made agains him. After
reading Inmate Peikert his Notice and WaiverofRights form, he chose not to speak with us without his attorney
present. Inmate Peikert was then permitted to contact his attomey, Peter Bartinik,of The Bartinik Law Firm in
Groton, CT. During their phone conversation, Attorney Bartinik agreedto meet with Inmate Peikert, as well as,
Detective Clachrie and this affiant, at Corrigan CC at 12:30 p.m. Upon his arrival to Corrigan CC, Attomey
Bartinik spoke with Inmate Peikert in a private room, before exiting and explaining to Detective Clachric and this
affiant that Inmate Peikert requested to exercise his right not 0 speak with us about the allegations made against
him,

14. That, based on the facts and circumstances contained within the affidavit, this affiant believes that probable
cause exists and respectfully requests that an arrest warrant be issued for Joshua Peikert (DOB 06/11/1992), in
violationof Connecticut General Statutes.

15. That, this arrest warrant application has not been presented to any other judge or magistrate.
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