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Lindsay Clancy Case
Complete Visual Public Source Criminological and Legal Assessment

EXECUTIVE CONCLUSION
The public record establishes a mistrial, not a verdict. The charged acts were not disputed at trial, 
but criminal responsibility remained unresolved. A reported eleven to one internal division did 
not authorize the court to remove the dissenter or convert the majority position into an acquittal.

DOCUMENT CONTROL

FIELD CONTROLLED VALUE

Report number LCC-CR-2026-0917-V1

Version 1.0 Final

Publication cutoff 17 September 2026

Examiner RJ Smith, Criminologist, Author, Producer

Agency Storytellers International

Case status Mistrial; no verdict; Rule 25 motion pending as of cutoff

Classification Public source assessment; non-diagnostic; non-adjudicative

PURPOSE AND INTENDED USE

This report organizes the public record for education, production planning, and evidence-based 
discussion. It separates established procedural facts, attributed reporting, expert opinions presented at 
trial, and the examiner's limited behavioral inferences. It is not a substitute for the trial record, a 
clinical evaluation, or advice from licensed counsel.  [S1-S41]

THREE PRINCIPAL QUESTIONS

 What can the courtroom footage reliably show about baseline behavior and visible distress?  [S34-S35]

 What does the reported eleven to one division establish, and why could the judge not remove the 
holdout merely because others rejected his position?  [S10-S13, S19-S23, S41]

 How does mental illness differ from legal lack of criminal responsibility, and what remains possible 
after a mistrial?  [S14-S18, S24-S27]

Names or identifying details of nonpublic jurors are intentionally excluded. This report does not 
reproduce doxxing material, private addresses, family information, or unadjudicated accusations as 
proof of character.  [S11-S13]
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Report Contents
Sections 01 through 14

The report is organized to move from case status and source quality to the merits evidence, then to the 
jury-process controversy and post-mistrial law.

NO SECTION PRIMARY FUNCTION

01 Executive Case Status Controlling findings and present posture

02
Mandate Methodology and Evidentiary 
Standards

Scope, limits, source weighting and claim 
labels

03
Charges Procedural History and Current 
Posture

From indictment through the pending 
Rule 25 motion

04
Reconstructed Incident and Case 
Chronology

Selected anchors affecting interpretation

05 Victimology and Family Context Victim-centered case framing

06
Medical Psychiatric and Treatment 
Evidence

Documented symptoms, care and 
diagnostic disagreement

07
Massachusetts Criminal Responsibility 
Standard

The legal capacities the Commonwealth 
had to prove

08 Prosecution Theory and Evidence
Planning, functioning and retained 
capacity

09 Defense Theory and Evidence
Postpartum psychosis and loss of legal 
capacity

10
Expert Evidence and Diagnostic 
Disagreement

Attributed opinions and limits

11
Medication Digital and Planning 
Evidence

What circumstantial evidence can and 
cannot establish

12 Forensic and Medical Evidence
Physical evidence and reconstruction 
limits

13 Courtroom Baseline Analysis
Neutral exchange used as a comparison 
point

14
Stress Response During Medical 
Examiner Testimony

Observable deviation without causal 
overreach
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Report Contents Continued
Sections 15 through 27

NO SECTION PRIMARY FUNCTION

15
Integrated Behavioral Evidence 
Assessment

Conclusions supported by the two 
courtroom clips

16
Jury Instructions and Deliberation 
Process

Unanimity, deadlock and the court's role

17
Reported Eleven to One Division and 
Juror Interviews

Group behavior and evidentiary limits

18
Holdout Background Reporting and Voir 
Dire Limits

Allegations, disclosure and bias

19 Deliberating Juror Removal Law
Connor safeguards and why dissent is 
not cause

20
Mistrial Rule 25 Double Jeopardy and 
Retrial

Distinct post-trial legal pathways

21
Media Narratives Juror Safety and 
Information Contamination

Claim audit and publication safeguards

22
Competing Legal and Criminological 
Hypotheses

Alternative explanations tested against 
the record

23
Evidence Integration and Next Step 
Priorities

What would materially improve 
confidence

24 Formal Professional Findings Claim-by-claim determinations

25 Final Opinion Narrowest defensible classification

26 Video Evidence and Interview Index Clickable exhibits and production ranges

27
Source Register Certification and 
Publication Control

Sources, limits and examiner 
certification

READING RULE
A source citation identifies where a proposition was reported or stated. It does not convert an 
allegation, expert opinion, or post-trial account into an adjudicated fact.
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01. Executive Case Status
The controlling outcome is a mistrial with no verdict

QUESTION PUBLIC RECORD ANSWER STATUS

Who committed the acts?
The defense did not contest that Lindsay 
Clancy caused the children's deaths.

Not disputed at trial

Was she legally criminally 
responsible?

The Commonwealth and defense 
presented opposing capacity theories.

Unresolved

Did the jury return a verdict?
No. The court discharged a genuinely 
deadlocked jury on 4 September 2026.

Mistrial

What is pending?
A renewed Rule 25 request for a required 
finding; retrial and double-jeopardy 
issues remain open.

Pending at cutoff

EXECUTIVE FINDING
The narrowest defensible classification is PROCEDURALLY UNRESOLVED. The internal vote 
reported after discharge is relevant context but is not a verdict, an acquittal, or a judicial finding 
about criminal responsibility.

The public record supports three limited behavioral conclusions. First, Clancy demonstrated 
comprehension and prompt responding during a formal courtroom exchange. Second, she later 
displayed a coordinated cluster of visible distress during medical-examiner testimony. Third, post-
mistrial interviews show cohesion among the jurors who spoke, but they do not reveal the full 
deliberations or establish that the absent holdout was irrational.  [S34-S37]

The legal conclusion is equally narrow. Dissent is neither an emergency nor a personal incapacity. A 
judge may not remove a deliberating juror because the majority, a party, or the public dislikes that 
juror's evaluation. Lawful substitution requires a genuinely personal reason and renewed 
deliberations by the reconstituted jury.  [S19-S23, S41]
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02. Mandate Methodology and Evidentiary Standards
Evidence first inference second and every conclusion bounded by source quality

The mandate is to conduct an independent public-source criminological assessment of the trial 
evidence, observable courtroom behavior, jury-process controversy, and post-mistrial legal posture. 
The examiner did not interview Clancy, Patrick Clancy, the jurors, counsel, clinicians, investigators, or 
witnesses and did not independently authenticate the complete medical, digital, or trial record.  [S1-S41]

LABEL MEANING USE IN THIS REPORT

Established
Supported by a court rule, opinion, 
formal proceeding, or uncontested 
record fact

May support a direct finding

Reported
Attributed to a named outlet, witness, 
juror, or filing but not independently 
adjudicated

Retained with attribution

Expert opinion
A professional conclusion offered at trial 
and subject to cross-examination

Compared, not adopted automatically

Inference
An analytical interpretation drawn from 
observations or circumstantial facts

Requires alternatives and limits

Allegation
A claim not established by a controlling 
finding

Cannot be treated as fact

Unresolved
The available record does not support a 
reliable final determination

No forced conclusion

Behavioral analysis follows a four-step rule: describe the observable conduct, compare it with an 
available baseline, identify the context, and test plausible alternative explanations. No gesture, gaze 
direction, pause, or emotional display is treated as a validated lie detector or retrospective psychiatric 
test.  [S34-S35]

PUBLICATION CUTOFF
Case posture is stated as of 17 September 2026. Later rulings, material filings, or retrial decisions 
may require revision.
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03. Charges Procedural History and Current Posture
A six week trial ended without a final merits determination

Clancy was tried in Plymouth County Superior Court on three first-degree murder charges arising 
from the deaths of Cora, Dawson, and Callan Clancy. She pleaded not guilty by reason of lack of 
criminal responsibility. The defense did not contest causation; the central trial dispute was whether 
the Commonwealth proved criminal responsibility beyond a reasonable doubt.  [S1, S6-S9, S17]

DATE PROCEDURAL EVENT SIGNIFICANCE

20 Jul 2026 Jury selection began
Voir dire and juror qualification 
preceded the evidence

27 Jul 2026 Opening statements
Competing retained-capacity and 
postpartum-psychosis theories framed

27 Aug 2026 Deliberations began Unanimity was required for any verdict

1-3 Sep 2026 Repeated deadlock communications
Court gave further instruction and 
declined to remove the challenged juror

4 Sep 2026 Mistrial declared
The jury was discharged without a 
verdict

10 Sep 2026 Renewed Rule 25 motion reported
Defense asked the judge for a required 
finding of not guilty

29 Sep 2026 Scheduled conference
Motion and next steps expected to be 
addressed after this report's cutoff

Reporting described more than eighty witnesses and approximately three hundred exhibits. The jury 
deliberated for seven days, roughly thirty-eight hours, before the court found further deliberation 
unlikely to produce unanimity. Those figures describe the scale and duration of the proceeding; they 
do not measure the strength of either side's evidence.  [S6-S8]

PROCEDURAL CONTROL
No guilty verdict, no acquittal, and no lack-of-criminal-responsibility verdict was returned or 
accepted. The charges therefore remained unresolved at the publication cutoff.
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04. Reconstructed Incident and Case Chronology
Selected anchors control the interpretation without replacing the full trial record

The youngest child was born in May 2022. Public trial reporting described a later progression of 
anxiety, insomnia, intrusive thoughts, cognitive complaints, depression, suicidal thinking, outpatient 
treatment, and a short inpatient psychiatric admission in early January 2023. The parties disputed 
how those facts should be diagnosed and what they established about capacity on 24 January.  [S1-S5, 
S28-S29]

On 24 January 2023, Patrick Clancy left the Duxbury home to complete errands and collect takeout 
after communications with Lindsay. During his absence, the three children were killed in the 
basement. Clancy then attempted to end her own life and sustained injuries that left her paralyzed. 
The sequence was used by the prosecution to argue opportunity and organization and by the defense 
to place the deaths and suicide attempt within one acute psychiatric event.  [S1, S4-S5, S33]

Chronology alone does not resolve criminal responsibility. Organized behavior can coexist with 
mental illness, and a psychiatric crisis does not automatically eliminate goal-directed behavior. The 
legal question remains whether a qualifying condition substantially impaired either required capacity 
at the time of the acts.  [S17]
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05. Victimology and Family Context
The children are victims rather than evidentiary props

VICTIMS
Cora Clancy was five years old. Dawson Clancy was three. Callan Clancy was eight months old. 
Any responsible account begins with the permanent loss of three children and avoids turning the 
manner of death into spectacle.

Patrick Clancy discovered the aftermath, called emergency services, and later testified. His 
observations of Lindsay before the incident, the family routine, her treatment, and the immediate 
scene were important evidence, but no family member could directly observe her internal mental 
state during the critical interval.  [S1-S3, S33]

Witnesses described Clancy as a labor and delivery nurse and a loving, highly involved mother before 
her deterioration. That history is relevant to baseline functioning and change over time. It does not 
independently prove either a psychotic break or retained legal capacity. Character evidence and 
caregiving history must be connected to the statutory capacities, not used as substitutes for them.  [S2-
S4]

CONTEXT PROBATIVE VALUE LIMIT

Prior caregiving
Helps establish ordinary functioning and 
longitudinal change

Does not determine capacity during the 
acts

Family observations
Can document symptoms, help-seeking 
and behavior

Cannot directly establish an unobserved 
internal state

Patrick's testimony
Provides firsthand timing and household 
context

Requires the same credibility and scope 
analysis as other evidence

Public sympathy Explains attention to the case Has no role in the legal elements

A victim-centered assessment can hold two propositions at once: the children's deaths were 
catastrophic, and the law still required proof of Clancy's criminal responsibility. Grief does not lower 
the burden of proof, and mental-health evidence does not diminish the victims' humanity.  [S17]
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06. Medical Psychiatric and Treatment Evidence
The record establishes serious illness while leaving diagnosis and legal effect contested

Trial reporting described anxiety, severe sleep disturbance, intrusive thoughts, brain fog, depressive 
symptoms, suicidal thoughts, repeated contacts with clinicians, medication changes, and inpatient 
psychiatric care. The record therefore did not present a simple contest between illness and no illness. 
It presented competing formulations of the illness, its timing, and its functional consequences.  [S2-S5, 
S14-S15]

EVIDENCE DOMAIN WHAT IT SUPPORTS WHAT IT DOES NOT SETTLE

Contemporaneous symptoms
A genuine and escalating psychiatric 
crisis

The precise diagnosis on 24 January

Treatment contacts Help-seeking and clinician awareness
Whether every material symptom was 
disclosed or recognized

Medication history
A complex treatment course with 
multiple prescriptions over time

That medication caused the acts or 
eliminated capacity

Inpatient admission
Severity sufficient for short-term 
hospitalization

Continuous psychosis after discharge

Later hallucination account
A clinically important retrospective 
report

Independent contemporaneous 
confirmation

Postpartum psychosis is a psychiatric emergency, but the diagnostic label is not itself a verdict. Some 
symptoms can fluctuate, and purposeful acts do not categorically exclude psychosis. Conversely, 
severe depression, insomnia, intrusive thoughts, or postpartum status do not by themselves prove the 
loss of either legal capacity.  [S17, S28-S29]

This report cannot determine whether any clinician met the standard of care, whether a particular 
drug interaction caused impairment, or whether Clancy met diagnostic criteria at a particular 
moment. Those questions require complete records, qualified clinical review, and, where applicable, 
separate civil or professional proceedings.  [S2-S5]
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07. Massachusetts Criminal Responsibility Standard
Mental illness and legal nonresponsibility are related but not interchangeable

Once lack of criminal responsibility was properly raised, the Commonwealth carried the burden of 
proving criminal responsibility beyond a reasonable doubt. In simplified form, responsibility could be 
established by proving that no qualifying mental disease or defect existed, or that despite such a 
condition Clancy retained both substantial capacity to appreciate wrongfulness and substantial 
capacity to conform her conduct to law.  [S17]

CONCEPT LEGAL QUESTION COMMON ERROR

Diagnosis Was there a mental disease or defect?
Treating a diagnosis as automatic 
exoneration

Appreciation
Could she substantially appreciate 
criminality or wrongfulness?

Equating later remorse with capacity 
during the acts

Conformity
Could she substantially conform conduct 
to law?

Equating organized movement with 
unimpaired control

Competence
Can she understand proceedings and 
assist counsel now?

Confusing present trial competence with 
past responsibility

CONTROLLING DISTINCTION
Clinical diagnosis supplies evidence. The jury applies the legal capacities to the time of the 
conduct. A person may be mentally ill and legally responsible, or mentally ill and not criminally 
responsible, depending on the capacities proved.
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08. Prosecution Theory and Evidence
The Commonwealth argued organization awareness and retained capacity

The prosecution theory treated the critical interval as deliberate rather than compelled by psychosis. 
It emphasized communications that caused Patrick to leave, the limited window in which the acts 
occurred, the sequential nature of the conduct, Clancy's functioning before the incident, and 
statements or behavior said to demonstrate awareness of wrongdoing.  [S1, S4-S5, S33]

PROSECUTION EVIDENCE INFERENCE OFFERED ANALYTICAL LIMIT

Errand and takeout communications
Creation or use of an opportunity while 
alone with the children

A routine request can have more than 
one explanation

Sequential conduct Organization and goal direction
Goal-directed action can occur during 
severe mental illness

Routine daily functioning
Preserved cognition and behavioral 
control

Task competence is not identical to legal 
capacity

Digital searches and records Awareness, planning, or concealment
Search meaning depends on timing and 
full context

Post-event horror or shame Recognition that the conduct was wrong
Later reaction does not automatically 
prove earlier appreciation

Rebuttal experts
Mental disease did not remove the 
required capacities

Expert disagreement leaves factfinding 
to the jury

Dr. Avram Mack reportedly diagnosed a major depressive episode rather than psychosis and opined 
that Clancy retained criminal responsibility. Dr. Kirk Heilbrun likewise reportedly concluded that she 
was criminally responsible, while his diagnostic formulation recognized significant mental illness and 
questioned aspects of the later hallucination account.  [S4-S5]

The prosecution did not need to prove an absence of all mental illness. Its burden was to prove legal 
responsibility under the model instruction. The strength of its circumstantial case therefore depended 
on whether the jury viewed functioning and planning evidence as reliable indicators of both 
appreciation and control at the critical time.  [S17]
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09. Defense Theory and Evidence
The defense argued postpartum psychosis destroyed at least one required capacity

The defense accepted that Clancy caused the deaths but argued that an acute postpartum psychosis, 
developing amid severe insomnia, mood disturbance, intrusive thoughts, treatment changes, and 
suicidal crisis, deprived her of legal criminal responsibility. It presented the conduct and suicide 
attempt as parts of one psychiatric catastrophe rather than a rational plan to escape parenting.  [S1-S4, 
S33]

DEFENSE EVIDENCE INFERENCE OFFERED ANALYTICAL LIMIT

Longitudinal decline
A marked departure from baseline after 
childbirth

Decline does not identify the exact 
diagnosis

Insomnia and intrusive thoughts
Severe destabilization and increasing 
risk

Symptoms do not automatically 
eliminate legal capacity

Help-seeking and hospitalization
Serious illness recognized before the 
deaths

Treatment history is not a capacity 
finding

Command-voice account Psychotic compulsion and loss of control
Account was retrospective and its 
development was contested

Suicide attempt
One continuous self-destructive 
psychotic event

Self-harm can occur under multiple 
mental states

Defense experts
Postpartum psychosis and lack of 
responsibility

Retrospective expert analysis remained 
contestable

Dr. Paul Zeizel reportedly opined that Clancy suffered from bipolar disorder with postpartum 
psychosis and was not criminally responsible. Dr. Phillip Resnick reportedly concluded that she 
experienced a command hallucination and delusional influence and could not conform her conduct to 
law at the time.  [S3-S4]

The defense theory did not require a showing that Clancy appeared psychotic every minute of the day. 
Its legal task was to create reasonable doubt about at least one required capacity during the acts. The 
principal weakness identified by the prosecution was the retrospective nature and contested evolution 
of the most direct psychosis account.  [S3-S5, S17]
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10. Expert Evidence and Diagnostic Disagreement
Four principal opinions framed different routes from illness to legal capacity

EXPERT SIDE AND FORMULATION CAPACITY OPINION KEY LIMIT

Paul Zeizel
Defense psychologist; bipolar 
disorder with postpartum 
psychosis reported

Lack of criminal 
responsibility

Retrospective evaluation and 
disputed account 
development

Phillip Resnick
Defense forensic psychiatrist; 
command hallucination and 
delusional influence

Unable to conform; psychotic 
at critical time

Relied in part on later 
statements and record 
reconstruction

Avram Mack

Prosecution forensic 
psychiatrist; major 
depression rather than 
psychosis

Required capacities retained
Functional observations do 
not directly reveal internal 
state

Kirk Heilbrun

Prosecution forensic 
psychologist; serious disorder 
considered with questioned 
hallucination validity

Criminally responsible
Diagnostic uncertainty and 
inferential validity testing

The experts did not merely disagree about a label. They differed over the reliability and timing of 
reported hallucinations, whether symptoms fit major depression or a bipolar-spectrum and psychotic 
process, and how observed planning or routine behavior mapped onto appreciation and control.  [S3-S5]

HOW TO WEIGH THE DISAGREEMENT

1. Separate diagnostic formulation from the ultimate legal opinion. The jury was not required to accept an 
expert's legal conclusion.  [S17]

2. Prefer contemporaneous records and independently corroborated behavior when testing a 
retrospective narrative, while recognizing that psychotic symptoms may be concealed or fluctuate.  [S2-
S5]

3. Examine the expert's data set, interview timing, alternative hypotheses, and the extent to which the 
opinion explains both incriminating and exculpatory facts.  [S3-S5]

4. Do not count experts as votes. Method, fit, and evidentiary foundation matter more than the number 
called by either side.  [S3-S5]

ASSESSMENT
The expert conflict was genuine and material. The public-source record does not justify 
converting one side's formulation into an independent diagnosis by this examiner.
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11. Medication Digital and Planning Evidence
Circumstantial facts gain meaning only when tied to timing and a specific capacity

Public reporting described numerous psychiatric prescriptions across the treatment period. The 
shorthand claim that Clancy was taking thirteen drugs at once is not established by the sources 
reviewed. Prescription history, active use, dosage, adherence, metabolism, and interaction are 
different facts and should not be collapsed into a single polypharmacy conclusion.  [S2, S32-S33]

DATA PROSECUTION USE DEFENSE USE CAUTION

Medication record
Symptoms were treated and 
some drug levels were limited

Rapid changes or adverse 
effects contributed to 
destabilization

Requires a reconciled 
administration timeline

Search history
Awareness of diagnoses, 
suicide, or harmful conduct

Help-seeking and attempts to 
understand frightening 
symptoms

Search text is not self-
interpreting

Texts and calls
Ordinary planning and 
concealment

Routine communications 
within an acute crisis

Full thread and metadata 
matter

Errand timing Created a private opportunity
Coincidental household 
routine

Intent cannot be read from 
elapsed time alone

Daily tasks
Preserved cognition and 
organization

Compartmentalized 
functioning despite illness

Functioning is capacity 
evidence, not a verdict

Digital evidence is strongest when it is authenticated, precisely timed, and interpreted within the full 
sequence rather than through selected search terms. A search for postpartum psychosis may reflect 
symptom research, fear, self-recognition, preparation for a legal narrative, or another purpose. The 
surrounding record must discriminate among those possibilities.  [S33]

INFERENCE RULE
Planning evidence can support retained capacity, but planning is not logically incompatible with 
psychosis. Medication complexity can support clinical instability, but it does not prove 
pharmacological causation or legal nonresponsibility.
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12. Forensic and Medical Evidence
Physical evidence established the deaths but did not independently resolve mental capacity

The manner in which the three children died, the location of the bodies, the sequence of discovery, 
emergency response, and Clancy's self-inflicted injuries were presented through eyewitness, medical, 
digital, and forensic testimony. The defense did not contest that Clancy caused the deaths, narrowing 
the central controversy to criminal responsibility.  [S1-S5, S33]

FORENSIC DOMAIN ESTABLISHED FUNCTION CAPACITY LIMIT

Medical examiner evidence
Cause and manner evidence for each 
child

Cannot diagnose Clancy's mental state

Scene sequence
Location, opportunity and physical 
chronology

Does not by itself distinguish rational 
plan from psychotic compulsion

Toxicology Measured substances at sampled times
A later concentration is not a complete 
medication history

Self-harm injuries
Confirms a severe suicide attempt and 
resulting paralysis

Does not identify motive or legal capacity

Emergency statements
Near-contemporaneous words and 
reactions

Must account for trauma, medication 
and medical instability

The most responsible reconstruction keeps physical and mental-state inferences separate. The 
physical sequence can be described with confidence where the record agrees. The reasons for that 
sequence require clinical, behavioral, and legal interpretation and remained contested at trial.  [S3-S5, 
S17]

This report omits unnecessary graphic detail. That choice does not minimize the evidence; it 
recognizes that repetition of traumatic facts adds emotional force without necessarily adding 
analytical value.
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13. Courtroom Baseline Analysis
A formal stipulation exchange provides a limited comparison point

VIDEO EVIDENCE EXHIBIT

OPEN SOURCE  AP Archive  Courtroom pool footage  00:00:56 to 00:02:11  CLICK THE PANEL ABOVE

OBSERVABLE DESCRIPTION SUPPORTED INFERENCE

Response latency
Answers follow the judge's prompts 
without a conspicuous delay

Comprehension during this exchange

Voice Low volume and relatively even cadence
Controlled courtroom response in this 
setting

Orientation
Head and attention remain generally 
directed toward the bench

Task engagement

Movement
Visible movement is restricted while 
seated in a wheelchair

No reliable emotional conclusion without 
physical context

The exchange supports present comprehension and cooperation. It does not reconstruct mental state 
in January 2023. Labels such as detached, cold, rehearsed, calm, or manipulative add interpretation 
beyond the observable footage and cannot be validated from this clip.  [S34]

REALITY CHECK
A courtroom baseline is a comparison point, not a time machine.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vs3gjsnYYqI
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14. Stress Response During Medical Examiner Testimony
The observable cluster supports distress but not a single cause

VIDEO EVIDENCE EXHIBIT

OPEN SOURCE  CBS News / CBS News Boston  News report with courtroom footage  00:00:00 to 00:00:44  CLICK THE 
PANEL ABOVE

CHANNEL BASELINE EXCHANGE MEDICAL EXAMINER TESTIMONY

Gaze Generally oriented toward the judge Lowered for sustained periods

Posture Relatively upright and contained Bends forward

Hands Limited visible movement Move toward the face

Facial activity No conspicuous crying visible Visible crying and sobbing reported

Court response Exchange continues Judge calls a recess

Because posture, gaze, hand position, facial activity, and vocal distress changed together during highly 
charged testimony, acute emotional distress is the most supportable descriptive inference. The footage 
cannot identify whether the distress arose from grief, traumatic recall, psychiatric symptoms, shame, 
physical strain, medication, or several causes combined.  [S35]

REALITY CHECK
Visible distress is evidence of distress. It is not automatic proof of its cause, sincerity, diagnosis, 
or legal significance.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7rbwf6hXA-M
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15. Integrated Behavioral Evidence Assessment
The comparison is useful only within strict temporal and causal limits

The two courtroom clips permit a within-person comparison. That is methodologically stronger than 
comparing Clancy with an imagined standard for how a mother, defendant, psychiatric patient, or 
grieving person should look. Even so, the samples are brief, selected, public, and recorded years after 
the charged conduct.  [S34-S35]

FINDING CONFIDENCE REASON

Clancy understood and answered the 
judge during the baseline clip

High
Directly observable prompt-response 
sequence

Her behavior changed across several 
channels during autopsy testimony

High
Co-occurring gaze, posture, hand and 
crying changes

The later display reflected acute 
distress

Moderate to high Behavioral cluster and judicial recess

The distress proves grief, remorse, 
psychosis, or deception

Unsupported
Competing causes cannot be separated 
from footage

Either clip establishes January 2023 
legal capacity

Unsupported
Temporal gap and mismatch between 
observation and legal test

PRIMARY CONFOUNDS

 Paralysis and wheelchair positioning materially limit movement and posture options.
 Courtroom rules, counsel advice, camera awareness, medication, fatigue, and pain can suppress or alter 

expression.
 Emotion during evidence about the children is expected to be context-sensitive and cannot be reverse-

engineered into a diagnosis.
 Edited camera framing may omit lower-body movement, off-camera cues, and the full lead-in to the 

reaction.

BEHAVIORAL CONCLUSION
The footage supports a baseline-to-distress change. It does not support deception detection, 
moral-character judgment, or retrospective adjudication of criminal responsibility.
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16. Jury Instructions and Deliberation Process
Unanimity protects both the accused and the independence of each juror

The twelve-person jury began deliberating on 27 August and repeatedly reported difficulty reaching 
unanimity. The court provided further instruction associated with a deadlocked jury and continued 
deliberations through a seventh day. On 4 September, the judge concluded the impasse could not be 
resolved and declared a mistrial.  [S6-S8, S41]

PROCESS RULE PURPOSE CLANCY APPLICATION

Unanimity
Requires each juror to reach an 
individual verdict beyond reasonable 
doubt

Eleven votes could not substitute for 
twelve

Further instruction
Encourages careful reconsideration 
without surrendering honest judgment

The court attempted additional 
deliberation

Juror independence
Prevents majority pressure from 
becoming a verdict mechanism

A minority position remained legally 
protected

Mistrial for deadlock
Ends a trial that cannot produce a fair 
unanimous verdict

The court discharged the jury without 
deciding the merits

The foreperson reportedly complained that one juror would not follow the reasonable-doubt 
instruction. That statement was a jury-room characterization, not a judicial finding. Under 
Massachusetts precedent, similar language can mask nothing more than persistence in a minority 
position, which is why any inquiry must avoid the substance of deliberations.  [S19, S41]

PROCESS FINDING
A hung jury is frustrating, expensive, and emotionally costly. Those consequences do not 
authorize the court to manufacture unanimity.
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17. Reported Eleven to One Division and Juror Interviews
Post-trial accounts are relevant but partial and nonfinal

VIDEO EVIDENCE EXHIBIT

OPEN SOURCE  NBC10 Boston  Post-mistrial interview  00:25:04 to 00:26:19  CLICK THE PANEL ABOVE

Three jurors publicly reported that the final internal division was eleven to one in favor of a lack-of-
criminal-responsibility verdict. Their account is consistent across several reports, but the vote was not 
announced as a verdict in court, accepted by the judge, or entered on the record as an acquittal.  [S10, 
S36]

OBSERVATION POSSIBLE INTERPRETATION LIMIT

Foreperson leads the account Narrative leadership and role continuity Leadership does not establish accuracy

Short overlapping confirmations Cohesion among speakers Only three jurors are represented

Shift from we to he In-group and out-group framing
May be ordinary shorthand after a 
known split

Shared certainty Post-event consolidation
Confidence is not independent 
corroboration

Research on normative and informational influence shows why group agreement can increase 
pressure and confidence. Research on memory conformity shows why repeated discussion can align 
later accounts. Neither body of research proves that these jurors conformed, remembered 
inaccurately, or pressured the holdout unlawfully; it identifies mechanisms that make a one-sided 
post-event interview insufficient to reconstruct deliberations.  [S39-S40]

EVIDENTIARY LIMIT
The holdout's explanation is absent. Private deliberations were not recorded. The interview 
cannot establish who applied the law correctly.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RdxTKM7wHIM
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18. Holdout Background Reporting and Voir Dire Limits
A reported personal history is not self-proving evidence of bias or misconduct

News reports identified a dismissed criminal charge and civil matters involving the holdout juror. An 
arrest or allegation is not a conviction. The reports did not establish that the juror answered a 
material voir-dire question falsely, concealed required information, was legally disqualified, or voted 
from bias.  [S11-S13]

REQUIRED LINK QUESTION PUBLIC STATUS AT CUTOFF

Relevant question
Did the questionnaire or voir dire ask for 
this category of information?

Questionnaire not publicly available

Required disclosure
Did the wording require this event or 
civil matter to be disclosed?

Not established

Answer
Was the juror's answer false, incomplete, 
or reasonably understood another way?

Not established

Materiality
Would truthful disclosure have 
supported a challenge for cause or 
changed selection?

No judicial finding

Prejudice
Did any nondisclosure affect impartiality 
or the proceeding?

No judicial finding

Vetting normally occurs before evidence is presented. Post-trial investigation can be appropriate if 
credible evidence of material nondisclosure or outside influence emerges, but dissatisfaction with a 
juror's vote is not a lawful substitute for proof. The court, not social media, determines whether 
further inquiry is authorized.  [S11-S13, S19-S23]

The court later restricted access to juror identities and questionnaires amid safety concerns and 
reported threats. This report follows that protective purpose and excludes the holdout's name, face, 
address, relatives, and other identifying material.  [S13]

FINDING
The background reporting justifies a careful legal question about what was asked and answered. 
It does not establish bias, misconduct, or a lawful ground for removal.
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19. Deliberating Juror Removal Law
The law protects a minority juror from being removed for the substance of a vote

AUTHORITY RULE APPLICATION

G L c 234A section 39
After a hearing, discharge requires an 
emergency or other compelling reason

Disagreement alone is insufficient

Rule 20 d 3
A juror unable to perform may be 
replaced; the jury renews deliberations

Prior votes cannot be banked

Connor 1984
Cause must be personal and unrelated to 
merits or juror relations

Refusal language may mask minority 
persistence

Swafford 2004
Removal upheld for personal reclusive 
and abdicatory inability

Shows lawful removal is possible on a 
proper record

Garcia 2014
Inadequate Connor inquiry and 
prejudicial removal required reversal

Demonstrates the danger at an impasse

Tiscione 2019
Mixed personal and jury-room reasons 
made removal erroneous and prejudicial

Not every dispute is a personal cause

The judge could remove a deliberating juror for a genuine personal emergency or demonstrable 
inability to serve after a carefully limited hearing and supported findings. The judge could not remove 
the juror because eleven others believed he misread the evidence, because a party called him 
stubborn, or because public commentary disliked the likely result.  [S19-S23, S41]

If a qualified alternate were lawfully seated, the reconstituted jury would have to begin deliberations 
anew. The eleven earlier positions would not become eleven permanent votes. That safeguard matters 
because an alternate joining a settled majority can otherwise experience substantial coercive 
pressure.  [S19-S21, S23]

The appellate consequence should be stated accurately. Connor and Garcia required reversal; Tiscione 
analyzed preserved constitutional error for prejudice and harmlessness. These cases do not establish 
that every juror-removal error is automatically structural in every posture. They establish that an 
improper removal can invalidate a conviction and that strict safeguards are essential.  [S19-S22]

AFTER A VERDICT
Once a verdict is formally returned, accepted, and the jury is discharged, a judge cannot remove 
one juror and replace that person simply to rewrite an unpopular result. Challenges then proceed 
through lawful post-trial motions and appellate review, not a reconstructed jury.
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20. Mistrial Rule 25 Double Jeopardy and Retrial
Four separate doctrines should not be collapsed into one argument

ISSUE CONTROLLING QUESTION STATUS AT CUTOFF

Mistrial
Was the jury genuinely unable to reach 
unanimity?

Declared after seven days

Rule 25

Could a rational factfinder, viewing 
evidence favorably to the 
Commonwealth, find the required 
elements?

Defense motion pending

Double jeopardy
Did the mistrial procedure or another 
finality rule bar a second trial?

Defense challenge announced; 
unresolved

Retrial decision
Will prosecutors retry, negotiate, or 
decline further prosecution?

No final decision reported

Rule 25 is a legal-sufficiency mechanism, not a judicial vote count. The judge does not simply adopt the 
reported views of eleven jurors or decide which experts were more persuasive. The court applies the 
governing sufficiency standard to the evidence in the light favorable to the Commonwealth.  [S14-S15, S18, 
S24]

A genuinely deadlocked jury ordinarily permits retrial because the mistrial does not terminate 
jeopardy with a final merits decision. Richardson and Arizona v Washington state that general rule 
and accord substantial deference to a trial judge's genuine-deadlock determination. The defense's 
case-specific objections had not been adjudicated by the cutoff.  [S25-S26]

Blueford further illustrates that an internal or preliminary vote is not a final verdict. The reported 
eleven to one split therefore cannot be converted into an acquittal by press interview. A Rule 25 
ruling, a formal negotiated disposition, or a later jury verdict would have a different legal status.  [S27]
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21. Media Narratives Juror Safety and Information Contamination
Public scrutiny cannot become a shadow appeal from an unpopular deadlock

The holdout became the focus of intense reporting and online identification efforts after the mistrial. 
The court restricted juror names and temporarily sealed questionnaires amid safety concerns. 
Threats, doxxing, racialized speculation, and publication of family details impose risks on the 
individual juror and on the future willingness of citizens to deliberate independently.  [S11-S13]

PUBLIC CLAIM ASSESSMENT REASON

The holdout had a domestic violence 
conviction

False or materially misleading
Reporting described a dismissed charge, 
not a conviction

A bad background automatically 
proves bias

Unsupported
Bias requires relevant facts, procedure 
and a judicial finding

Eleven to one equals an acquittal Legally incorrect
No unanimous verdict was returned or 
accepted

The judge could remove him for 
refusing instructions

Incomplete and misleading
Connor requires a personal reason 
unrelated to merits or juror relations

The mistrial proves Clancy was sane or 
insane

Incorrect
The jury did not decide criminal 
responsibility

Removal error is always automatic 
structural error

Overstated
Massachusetts cases apply procedural 
and prejudice analysis

Race was relevant to public discussion because reporting identified the holdout as the panel's only 
Black juror. It does not explain his reasoning. Inferring motive from race, immigration history, or 
allegations in unrelated matters replaces evidence with stereotype and should be excluded from a 
criminological assessment.  [S10-S13]

PUBLICATION SAFEGUARD
Report the legal controversy and verified public record. Do not identify, shame, contact, threaten, 
or crowdsource private information about a juror.
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22. Competing Legal and Criminological Hypotheses
The evidence must be tested against more than two slogans

HYPOTHESIS SUPPORTING EVIDENCE PRESSURE POINT

H1 Retained responsibility
Opportunity, organization, routine 
functioning, disputed hallucination 
account, prosecution experts

Must explain severe illness, 
deterioration, suicide attempt and 
defense opinions

H2 Psychotic loss of responsibility
Longitudinal decline, insomnia, 
treatment crisis, hallucination account, 
defense experts, self-harm

Must explain planning evidence, 
contemporaneous gaps and contrary 
expert analysis

H3 Mental disease with retained 
capacities

Consensus that significant illness existed 
plus evidence of goal-directed behavior

Must prove both appreciation and 
conformity despite illness

H4 Record remains underdetermined
Retrospective diagnosis, conflicting 
experts, mixed circumstantial evidence 
and hung jury

The trial record may still permit a legal 
answer even if public sources do not

H1 and H2 were the dominant trial narratives, but H3 is legally important: serious mental illness can 
coexist with criminal responsibility. H4 is the appropriate public-source caution because this 
examiner lacks the complete admitted record, expert reports, exhibits, and confidential medical file.  
[S3-S5, S17]

DISCRIMINATING EVIDENCE

 Near-contemporaneous statements and observations tied closely to the critical interval.
 Complete digital timelines rather than selected searches or message excerpts.
 Reconciled medication administration, dispensing, adherence, and toxicology evidence.
 Expert methods that explicitly test alternative diagnoses and both legal capacities.
 Corroboration or contradiction of the command-hallucination and delusional-influence account.

ASSESSMENT
The available public record permits competing rational interpretations. The mistrial confirms 
only that the trial jury did not resolve them unanimously.
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23. Evidence Integration and Next Step Priorities
Future analysis should focus on evidence that can change the legal conclusion

PRIORITY MATERIAL NEEDED WHY IT MATTERS

1
Certified trial transcript, admitted 
exhibits, jury instructions and all written 
jury communications

Controls what the factfinder actually 
received

2
Complete medical records and a 
reconciled symptom and treatment 
chronology

Tests onset, severity, continuity and 
provider observations

3
Medication orders, fill history, 
administration, adherence and 
toxicology timing

Separates prescription count from 
pharmacological exposure

4
Forensic extraction with complete 
metadata and contextual message 
threads

Tests planning, help-seeking and 
chronology in full context

5
Expert reports, raw testing data and 
interview protocols

Permits method-level comparison rather 
than headline summaries

6
Court rulings on Rule 25, mistrial 
necessity and any retrial motion

Determines the next controlling legal 
posture

PRODUCTION PRIORITIES

5. Present the three principal points in order: observable behavior, jury process, then legal responsibility 
and next steps.

6. Keep the courtroom clips in their original sequence and identify exactly what is observable before 
offering interpretation.

7. Attribute the eleven to one division to post-mistrial juror reporting; never describe it as the official 
verdict.

8. State the juror-removal standard accurately and avoid the discredited automatic-structural-error 
formulation.

9. Update the report after the scheduled hearing or any announced retrial decision.

DECISION RULE
New material should be added only if it changes source quality, the chronology, a legal ruling, or 
the strength of a competing hypothesis. Volume alone is not verification.
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24. Formal Professional Findings
Claim-by-claim determinations at the publication cutoff

ID FINDING CLASS CONFIDENCE

F01
The defense did not dispute that 
Clancy caused the deaths.

Established High

F02
The litigated merits issue was 
criminal responsibility at the 
time of the acts.

Established High

F03
Serious mental illness was 
supported; diagnosis and legal 
effect were contested.

Established conflict High

F04
The baseline clip supports 
comprehension during that 
courtroom exchange only.

Supported High

F05
The medical-examiner clip 
supports acute visible distress 
but not its cause.

Supported with limit Moderate to high

F06
Three jurors reported an eleven 
to one internal split favoring 
lack of responsibility.

Reported Moderate

F07
The reported split was not a 
verdict or acquittal.

Established law and procedure High

F08
Minority status or disagreement 
was not lawful cause to remove 
the holdout.

Established law High

F09
Public background reporting 
did not establish material 
nondisclosure or bias.

Unresolved allegation High

F10
A lawful alternate substitution 
would require renewed 
deliberations.

Established law High

F11
Improper removal can require 
reversal; automatic structural 
error is too broad.

Established law High

F12
The mistrial did not decide 
guilt, innocence, diagnosis, or 
criminal responsibility.

Established High

F13
Rule 25 and double-jeopardy 
arguments were pending at the 
cutoff.

Established posture High

F14
Retrial after genuine deadlock 
is generally permissible, subject 
to case-specific rulings.

Established general rule High

FORMAL CLASSIFICATION
PROCEDURALLY UNRESOLVED  MISTRIAL  NO VERDICT  CRIMINAL RESPONSIBILITY NOT 
ADJUDICATED
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25. Final Opinion
The narrowest defensible conclusion answers all three principal questions

PRINCIPAL QUESTION ONE COURTROOM BEHAVIOR

The neutral exchange establishes a limited courtroom baseline: prompt responding, low and even 
vocal delivery, orientation toward the judge, and restricted visible movement. The later medical-
examiner footage shows a coordinated deviation consistent with acute distress. Neither clip identifies 
the cause of that distress or reconstructs legal capacity in January 2023.  [S34-S35]

PRINCIPAL QUESTION TWO THE ELEVEN TO ONE HOLDOUT

The reported division explains the deadlock but does not decide the case. The judge could not remove 
the holdout because other jurors, a party, or the public disliked his position. Removal required a 
compelling, genuinely personal inability to serve established through a constrained hearing. A lawful 
substitution would have required deliberations to restart. No such path could preserve eleven votes 
and manufacture a verdict.  [S10-S13, S19-S23, S41]

PRINCIPAL QUESTION THREE ILLNESS RESPONSIBILITY AND WHAT FOLLOWS

The evidence supported serious mental illness, but the experts disputed diagnosis, psychosis, and 
functional capacity. Massachusetts law required the Commonwealth to prove responsibility, not 
merely the charged acts. Because no verdict was returned, the pending Rule 25 motion, any double-
jeopardy challenge, and the prosecution's retrial decision must be resolved through ordinary legal 
process.  [S3-S5, S14-S18, S24-S27]

FINAL OPINION
The public evidence does not support an independent finding that Clancy was criminally 
responsible or lacked criminal responsibility. It supports only that the issue was genuinely 
contested, eleven jurors were later reported to favor the defense position, one did not, and the 
court properly accepted a mistrial rather than engineer unanimity.

The report should be revised when a controlling order is entered on the Rule 25 motion, prosecutors 
announce a disposition, or a reviewing court resolves the mistrial and double-jeopardy issues.  [S14-S16]

RJ SMITH
Criminologist, Author, Producer
STORYTELLERS INTERNATIONAL
Education: North Miami Senior High - 1985 | Genesee College - 1990 | Marist University - 1992
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26. Video Evidence and Interview Index
Clickable exhibits supporting the three principal points

VIDEO EVIDENCE EXHIBIT

OPEN SOURCE  AP Archive  Courtroom pool footage  00:00:56 to 00:02:11  CLICK THE PANEL ABOVE

VIDEO EVIDENCE EXHIBIT

OPEN SOURCE  CBS News / CBS News Boston  News report with courtroom footage  00:00:00 to 00:00:44  CLICK THE 
PANEL ABOVE

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7rbwf6hXA-M
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vs3gjsnYYqI
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VIDEO EVIDENCE EXHIBIT

OPEN SOURCE  NBC10 Boston  Extended post-mistrial interview  00:25:04 to 00:26:19  CLICK THE PANEL ABOVE

VIDEO EVIDENCE EXHIBIT

OPEN SOURCE  AP Archive  4 September 2026  00:00:00 to 00:01:15  CLICK THE PANEL ABOVE

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MljsHH-I6HQ
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RdxTKM7wHIM
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VIDEO EVIDENCE EXHIBIT

OPEN SOURCE  Lawyer Lee  Post-mistrial commentary  Full source  CLICK THE PANEL ABOVE

SILENT PRODUCTION INSETS

INSET SOURCE RANGE URL AND PURPOSE

A NewsNation Jesse Weber Live 00:00 to 00:35
https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=Or_s_p3Wtsg  Public 
controversy

B NBC10 Boston Investigators 00:01:10 to 00:01:40

https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=n0-78Qzod-o  
Reported background with 
limits

C WBZ CBS Boston 00:00:45 to 00:01:15
https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=N9MSRH-JjCo  Juror 
safety and privacy

EDITORIAL SAFEGUARD
Do not display the holdout juror's name, face, address, relatives, or identifying records. Use 
anonymized headlines, courthouse footage, documents, and privacy visuals only.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ySLeJvE6n_U
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27. Source Register Certification and Publication Control
Forty one controlled sources with direct access links

Sources are listed by identifier and tier. A1 denotes controlling legal, governmental, or primary 
professional material. A2 denotes direct courtroom or interview footage. B denotes established 
reporting tied to named proceedings or sources. C denotes commentary used for issue identification 
rather than authority.

S1  |  Associated Press  |  27 July 2026  |  TIER B
Opening statements and the competing prosecution and defense theories of criminal responsibility.
OPEN SOURCE

S2  |  Associated Press  |  August 2026  |  TIER B
Family testimony, treatment history, Dr. Paul Zeizel, and the prosecution response to retrospective psychosis evidence.
OPEN SOURCE

S3  |  Associated Press  |  August 2026  |  TIER B
Defense expert opinion that Clancy lacked criminal responsibility because of severe mental illness and postpartum psychosis.
OPEN SOURCE

S4  |  ABC News  |  August 2026  |  TIER B
Dr. Avram Mack and Dr. Phillip Resnick testimony concerning depression, psychosis, wrongfulness, and behavioral control.
OPEN SOURCE

S5  |  Associated Press  |  24 August 2026  |  TIER B
Prosecution expert Dr. Kirk Heilbrun and the opinion that acute psychosis was not established at the time of the killings.
OPEN SOURCE

S6  |  Reuters  |  1 September 2026  |  TIER B
Deadlock reporting after four days of deliberation; trial scale and contested criminal-responsibility issue.
OPEN SOURCE

S7  |  Associated Press  |  4 September 2026  |  TIER B
Mistrial after seven days of jury deliberation and unresolved criminal charges.
OPEN SOURCE

S8  |  PBS NewsHour  |  4 September 2026  |  TIER B
Courtroom video and contemporaneous reporting of the formal mistrial declaration.
OPEN SOURCE

S9  |  CBS News  |  September 2026  |  TIER B
Possible post-mistrial paths, verdict choices, retrial considerations, and Clancy's custodial placement.
OPEN SOURCE

https://www.cbsnews.com/news/lindsay-clancy-mistrial-what-happens-next/
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/nation/watch-live-lindsay-clancy-jury-deliberates-for-7th-day-as-tensions-rise-over-reasonable-doubt
https://apnews.com/article/lindsay-clancy-postpartum-massachusetts-trial-appeal-e489ac271a567c21ed5565ac495f5932
https://www.reuters.com/world/jury-linsday-clancys-murder-trial-says-it-is-unable-reach-unanimous-verdict-2026-09-01/
https://apnews.com/article/50bc0cd6e8bfb5d15cfbcdf9907ca1b2
https://abcnews.com/GMA/News/lindsay-clancy-defense-rest-friday-after-final-witness/story?id=135835493
https://apnews.com/article/fbf384080f82998939dc76a75ca6ba7d
https://apnews.com/article/lindsay-clancy-murder-trial-301ed728e868ec398ee06864ea27b3f6
https://apnews.com/article/lindsay-clancy-murder-trial-postpartum-psychosis-b70bfa592ea1c0fbdc62792e4e7b9be6
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S10  |  CBS News  |  11 September 2026  |  TIER B
Juror interview reporting the panel composition, initial votes, final reported split, and evidence jurors found influential.
OPEN SOURCE

S11  |  NBC10 Boston  |  11 September 2026  |  TIER B
Reporting on the holdout juror's prior dismissed charge, restraining-order litigation, eviction case, and the limits of public 
questionnaire access.
OPEN SOURCE

S12  |  CBS News  |  13 September 2026  |  TIER B
Dismissed charge, distinction between arrest and disqualification, and unresolved questionnaire questions.
OPEN SOURCE

S13  |  CT Insider  |  17 September 2026  |  TIER B
Questionnaire and juror-identity sealing measures amid public speculation and reported threats.
OPEN SOURCE

S14  |  Reuters  |  10 September 2026  |  TIER B
Renewed Rule 25 motion, defense sufficiency argument, and the September 29 court date.
OPEN SOURCE

S15  |  Associated Press  |  10 September 2026  |  TIER B
Defense request for a required finding and the distinction between a hung jury and a court-entered acquittal.
OPEN SOURCE

S16  |  CT Insider  |  17 September 2026  |  TIER B
Attorney Martin Weinberg's limited appearance to develop the announced double-jeopardy challenge.
OPEN SOURCE

S17  |  Massachusetts Trial Court  |  Current through cutoff  |  TIER A1
Model homicide jury instructions defining lack of criminal responsibility and the Commonwealth's burden.
OPEN SOURCE

S18  |  Massachusetts Trial Court  |  Current through cutoff  |  TIER A1
Massachusetts Rule of Criminal Procedure 25 governing required findings of not guilty.
OPEN SOURCE

S19  |  Commonwealth v Connor  |  392 Mass. 838 (1984)  |  TIER A1
Deliberating-juror discharge requires special circumstances, a careful hearing, and reasons personal to the juror.
OPEN SOURCE

S20  |  Commonwealth v Garcia  |  84 Mass. App. Ct. 760 (2014)  |  TIER A1
Reversal where the Connor procedures were not followed and the record did not establish a personal inability to serve.
OPEN SOURCE

https://law.justia.com/cases/massachusetts/court-of-appeals/volumes/84/84massappct760.html
https://law.justia.com/cases/massachusetts/supreme-court/volumes/392/392mass838.html
https://www.mass.gov/rules-of-criminal-procedure/criminal-procedure-rule-25-motion-required-for-finding-of-not-guilty
https://www.mass.gov/info-details/model-jury-instructions-on-homicide-i-criminal-responsibility
https://www.ctinsider.com/news/article/karen-read-attorney-martin-weinberg-lindsay-clancy-22434424.php
https://apnews.com/article/efa1ee812def91a23f61d7f07b6a5120
https://www.reuters.com/legal/government/lindsay-clancys-lawyer-asks-judge-find-her-not-guilty-after-mistrial-2026-09-10/
https://www.ctinsider.com/news/article/lindsay-clancy-juror-questionnaires-sealed-10-days-22435360.php
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/lindsay-clancy-holdout-juror-domestic-violence-allegation-dismissed/
https://www.nbcboston.com/news/local/lindsay-clancy-holdout-juror-had-history-of-domestic-violence-allegations/4013408/
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/lindsay-clancy-juror-mistrial/
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S21  |  Commonwealth v Tiscione  |  482 Mass. 485 (2019)  |  TIER A1
A juror may not be discharged for reasons intertwined with the merits or relations inside the jury room; prejudice analysis and 
renewed deliberation requirements.
OPEN SOURCE

S22  |  Commonwealth v Swafford  |  441 Mass. 329 (2004)  |  TIER A1
Example in which the Supreme Judicial Court upheld discharge after finding a personal, reclusive, and abdicatory inability to 
serve.
OPEN SOURCE

S23  |  Massachusetts General Court  |  Current through cutoff  |  TIER A1
General Laws chapter 234A section 39 authorizing discharge during deliberations only after a hearing and a finding of emergency 
or other compelling reason.
OPEN SOURCE

S24  |  Commonwealth v Latimore  |  378 Mass. 671 (1979)  |  TIER A1
Massachusetts sufficiency standard requiring review of evidence in the light most favorable to the prosecution.
OPEN SOURCE

S25  |  Richardson v United States  |  468 U.S. 317 (1984)  |  TIER A1
A hung jury does not terminate jeopardy and generally permits retrial.
OPEN SOURCE

S26  |  Arizona v Washington  |  434 U.S. 497 (1978)  |  TIER A1
Manifest-necessity framework and broad deference when a trial judge declares a mistrial after genuine deadlock.
OPEN SOURCE

S27  |  Blueford v Arkansas  |  566 U.S. 599 (2012)  |  TIER A1
An internal jury report or preliminary vote is not a final verdict and does not create the finality of an accepted acquittal.
OPEN SOURCE

S28  |  ACOG  |  Current through cutoff  |  TIER A1
Clinical overview identifying postpartum psychosis as an emergency requiring immediate psychiatric assessment and usually 
hospitalization.
OPEN SOURCE

S29  |  Massachusetts Department of Public Health  |  Current through cutoff  |  TIER A1
Perinatal mood and anxiety disorder resources and the absence of a validated screening instrument specific to postpartum 
psychosis.
OPEN SOURCE

S30  |  Massachusetts Governor's Office  |  15 September 2026  |  TIER A1
Post-trial maternal mental-health and postpartum-care proposals announced by Governor Healey.
OPEN SOURCE

https://www.mass.gov/news/governor-healey-announces-new-actions-to-strengthen-maternal-mental-health-and-postpartum-care
https://www.mass.gov/info-details/perinatal-mood-anxiety-disorders-pmads-resources-for-healthcare-providers
https://www.acog.org/programs/perinatal-mental-health/summary-of-perinatal-mental-health-conditions
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/566/599/
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/434/497/
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/468/317/
https://law.justia.com/cases/massachusetts/supreme-court/volumes/378/378mass671.html
https://malegislature.gov/Laws/GeneralLaws/PartIII/TitleII/Chapter234A/Section39
https://law.justia.com/cases/massachusetts/supreme-court/volumes/441/441mass329.html
https://law.justia.com/cases/massachusetts/supreme-court/volumes/482/482mass485.html
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S31  |  Associated Press  |  16 September 2026  |  TIER B
Reporting on Massachusetts postpartum-care proposals after the Clancy mistrial.
OPEN SOURCE

S32  |  Boston 25 News  |  August 2026  |  TIER B
Denied defense mistrial request after an expert reference; curative instruction and trial-management context.
OPEN SOURCE

S33  |  Associated Press  |  27 August 2026  |  TIER B
Closing arguments, jury submission, and the competing interpretations of planning, mental illness, and legal capacity.
OPEN SOURCE

S34  |  AP Archive  |  Courtroom pool footage  |  TIER A2
Formal stipulation exchange used to establish a limited courtroom behavioral baseline.
OPEN SOURCE

S35  |  CBS News / CBS News Boston  |  News report with courtroom footage  |  TIER A2
Visible emotional response during medical-examiner testimony.
OPEN SOURCE

S36  |  NBC10 Boston  |  Post-mistrial interview  |  TIER B
Extended interview with three jurors concerning deliberations and the reported holdout.
OPEN SOURCE

S37  |  AP Archive  |  4 September 2026  |  TIER A2
Courtroom footage of the jury's discharge and formal mistrial announcement.
OPEN SOURCE

S38  |  Lawyer Lee  |  September 2026  |  TIER C
Public legal commentary identifying the separate Rule 25 and double-jeopardy arguments; commentary, not a judicial ruling.
OPEN SOURCE

S39  |  Deutsch and Gerard  |  1955  |  TIER A1
Foundational study distinguishing normative and informational social influence.
OPEN SOURCE

S40  |  Gabbert Memon and Allan  |  2003  |  TIER A1
Peer-reviewed study on memory conformity after co-witness discussion.
OPEN SOURCE

S41  |  Associated Press  |  3 September 2026  |  TIER B
Deadlock, the foreperson's complaint about a single juror, and the judge's refusal to remove that juror.
OPEN SOURCE

https://apnews.com/article/lindsay-clancy-trial-postpartum-269ff7196d474d3b627bd052d8c0fc47
https://doi.org/10.1002/acp.885
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0046408
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ySLeJvE6n_U
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MljsHH-I6HQ
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RdxTKM7wHIM
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7rbwf6hXA-M
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vs3gjsnYYqI
https://apnews.com/article/b34567c8775ef3da227a7ca295a8bf42
https://www.boston25news.com/news/local/lindsay-clancy-trial-live-updates-prosecutors-expected-call-final-rebuttal-witnesses/BBNWTJG34VFCFNKSHU26BIEHTA/
https://apnews.com/article/77a885d0390a00dfad7b88a87c3d1071
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CERTIFICATION AND LIMITATIONS

I certify that this report was prepared from the public sources identified above and that the 
conclusions are expressed to a reasonable degree of criminological and behavioral-analysis 
confidence within the stated limits. Source statements are attributed; allegations are not converted 
into facts; and legal questions pending before the court are not presented as decided.

This is not a clinical diagnosis, a forensic psychiatric examination, a legal brief, or a substitute for the 
certified record. It expresses no opinion about matters not supported by the reviewed sources and 
reserves revision if later authoritative information changes a material fact or legal posture.

CONTROL VALUE

Report number LCC-CR-2026-0917-V1

Version 1.0 Final

Publication cutoff 17 September 2026

Source count 41

Final classification Procedurally unresolved; mistrial; no verdict

Revision trigger
Controlling court order, retrial decision, or material 
authenticated evidence

RJ SMITH
Criminologist, Author, Producer
STORYTELLERS INTERNATIONAL
Education: North Miami Senior High - 1985 | Genesee College - 1990 | Marist University - 1992
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