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ERIC L. CRENSHAW, 
Plaintiff, 

v. 

CITY OF NEW HAVEN, 
ALLYN WRIGHT, 
TORREY TOWNSEND, 

Defendants. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT 

cv ______________________ __ 

AUGUST 28,2014 

COMPLAINT 

1. This is an action alleging a violation of the plaintiff's right to due process of 

law as guaranteed by the fourteenth amendment to United States Constitution, and to 

breach of the implied warranty of fair dealing, tortious interference with contractual 

expectations and defamation arising under the common law of the State of Connecticut. 

2. Jurisdiction of this court is invoked under the provisions of Sections 1331 , 

1343(3) and 1367(a) of Title 28 and, 42 U.S.C. Section 1983. 

3. Eric L. Crenshaw was at all times relevant to this action , and he remains , 

an adult resident of the City of New Haven. 

4. The City of New Haven, herein after "the City," is a municipality organized 

and operating under the laws of the State of Connecticut. It maintains a Fire Department 

to provide city residents with protection against fire-related injury and property damage. 

The city uses a civil service system to qualify, selection and appoint firefighters . The 

civil service system is managed by the city's human resources department. 

Case 3:14-cv-01249-VLB   Document 1   Filed 08/28/14   Page 2 of 7



5. At all times relevant to this action Allyn Wright was the chief of the New 

Haven Fire Department, and was the highest ranking employee of the department 

setting day-to-day policies and procedure. He also had final appointment authority for 

qualified candidates for entry-level firefighters within the context of the civil service rules 

governing the selection and appointment of firefighters. He is sued in his individual and 

official capacities . Defendant Wright was acting under color of law at all times relevant 

to this action. 

6. Torrey Townsend is an adult resident of the City of New Haven, and a 

private citizen . She is sued in under the common law of the State of Connecticut for 

tortuous interference with contractual relations and defamation only. 

7. The plaintiff applied for an entry-level position as a firefighter in the City of 

New Haven in March 2013. He duly passed the civil service examination and was one 

among others with a perfect score on the examination . He was placed on a certified list 

of those eligible for appointment on July 30 , 2013. That list expires in July 2015. The 

defendant City of New Haven made the defendant a conditional offer of employment on 

September 23, 2013. The defendant subsequently satisfied all of the conditions 

specified by the City to make him eligible for appointment. He was given an 

appointment to appear at the City's Fire Training Academy on April 8, 2014 to be fitted 

for the gear necessary to complete the Academy training program . 

8. The plaintiff began the appl ication process while the department was 

under the leadership of then-chief Grant. During the application process, Chief Grant 

was replaced by defendant Wright, who served first as interim chief and then was made 
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full chief of the department. The decision to jettison the plaintiff was made by defendant 

Wright. 

9. On June 2, 2013, the City's personnel director notified the plaintiff that the 

City had determined that his background investigation had proven unsatisfactory, and 

that his name was being removed from Eligible List 13-14. The City's Civil Service 

Board subsequently took administrative action to remove the plaintiff's name from the 

list of those eligible for appointment. 

10. At all time relevant to his application to become a firefighter in the City, the 

plaintiff had made a full , complete and honest disclosure of all material facts and 

circumstances regarding his personal history, responding truthfully and completely to 

every inquiry made by the City and its agents. 

11 . As he was studying the civil service examination, the plaintiff made the 

acquaintance of Torrey Townsend, who was herself studying to become a firefighter. 

Defendant Townsend and the plaintiff studied for examination together. For a brief 

period , the plaintiff and defendant Townsend were in a dating relationship . The 

relationship ended in early 2012. 

12. Defendant Townsend had a criminal conviction that could bar her from 

service on the New Haven Fire Department and hoped to have her conviction expunged 

by the state's Board of Pardons. When the Board failed to expunge her record , she 

accused the defendant in March 2012 of making an anonymous call to disparage her, 

and assaulted the plaintiff. Thereafter, the plaintiff sought an order of protection against 

her in the Superior Court for the Judicial District of New Haven on March 9, 2012. 
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13. Defendant Townsend thereafter sought an order of protection against the 

plaintiff in the same court on March 14, 2012, claiming that the plaintiff had assaulted 

her. An evidentiary hearing was held in the Superior Court on March 21,2012, and 

defendant Townsend's action was dismissed. 

14. No criminal charges ever issued against the plaintiff as a result of Ms. 

Townsend 's claim . 

15. Upon information and belief, defendant Townsend sent an anonymous 

letter to City officials which arrived at the New Haven Police Department on March 23, 

2012, claiming that the plaintiff had threatened to kill fire commissioners because he 

had previously been denied a position on the department. The allegations are untrue, 

and the plaintiff has never made such a threat. Police investigated the allegations of the 

anonymous letter and closed the investigation within one week on March 30, 2012. 

16. All of the aforesaid facts and circumstances were known to the City at the 

time Mr. Crenshaw was given a conditional offer of employment. 

17. During her brief dating relationship with the plaintiff, defendant Townsend 

became a close acquaintance of Allyn Wright, who was, before his appointment as 

Chief of the Fire Department, a senior member of the department with close 

connections to the Board of Fire Commissioners and President of the City's Civil 

Service Board. 

18. Ms. Townsend disparaged the plaintiff to defendant Wright in an effort to 

keep the plaintiff from being appointed as a firefighter. Defendant Wright decided to 

block the appointment of the plaintiff to the Fire Department in an effort to appease 

defendant Townsend, with whom he was intimately involved beginning in at least 2012. 
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19. Defendant Wright submitted the application and supporting paperwork 

submitted to the City by the plaintiff to exacting review in order to find pretextual 

reasons to remove him from the list. 

20. Upon information and belief, the defendant Wright and the City determined 

that the plaintiff had not been candid in a question about drug use, wherein he stated he 

had used marijuana 1-5 times in the past, where, in fact, he had used it 5-10 times. In 

addition, the defendants concluded he had failed accurately to report outstanding debts 

by failing to mention an old $104 small claims judgment against him. The City also 

stated that the anonymous letter and other anonymous information played a role in its 

decision. 

21. The stated reasons for removing the plaintiff from the eligibility list were 

pretextual and offered in bad faith. The actual reasons were the actual malice of 

defendant Wright in his misplaced effort to satisfy the desire of his sometime companion 

defendant Townsend. Defendant Wright failed to disclose his relationship with an 

antagonist of the plaintiff at the time he set about destroying the plaintiff's employment 

prospects. 

22. Upon information and belief, defendant Wright also prevailed upon 

member of the Civil Service Commission and the Board of Fire Commissioners to reject 

the plaintiff's application to become a firefighter. 

23. As a direct and proximate result of the acts and omissions of the 

defendants described herein, the plaintiff suffered loss of employment opportunity, 

consequential damages, emotional distress damages, and the loss of his right to due 

process of law. 
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24. The plaintiff asserts the following claims against the City of New Haven: 

violation of his right to due process of law and breach of the implied warranty of fair 

dealing. 

25. The plaintiff asserts the following claims against defendant Wright 

violation of his right to due process of law and tortious interference with contractual 

expectations. 

26. The plaintiff asserts the following claims against defendant Townsend: 

defamation and tortuous interference with contractual expectations . 

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff seeks damages as follows : 

A. Compensatory damages against all defendants; 

B. Punitive damages as against defendants Wright and Townsend; 

C. Attorney's fees arising under 42 U.S.C. Section 1988; 

D. Declaratory judgment in the form of an order restoring the plaintiff to List 13-

14; 

E. Such other relief as this Court deems fair and equitable . 

JURY CLAIM 

The plaintiff claims trial by jury. 

::e PI'i~J 1m " 
N RAN. AtTis 
Juris No, ct13120 
The Pattis Law Firm, LLC 
649 Amity Road 
Bethany, CT 06524 
V 203-393-3017 
F 203-393-9745 
npattis@pattislaw.com 
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