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UNEARTHING THE
LORE OF THE
DEVIL IN
CONNECTICUT: A
DEEP DIVE INTO A
TRUE HAUNTING

F e w  c a s e s  i n  t h e
annals  of  paranormal
investigation  have
captured  the  public
imagination  quite  like
the  events  that  came
to  be  known  as  The
Devil  In  Connecticut.
This phrase refers to a
series  of  disturbing
occur rences  tha t
allegedly took place in
the  qu ie t  t own  o f

Brookfield,
Connecticut,  in  the
1980s, culminating in a
murder trial  that used
demonic possession as
a  legal  defense.  The
s t o r y  h a s  s i n c e
s p a w n e d  b o o k s ,
documentaries,  and
blockbuster  horror
films, most notably The
Conjuring  series.  But
w h a t  i s  t h e  t r u t h
behind the legend? In
this  comprehensive
a r t i c l e ,  w e  w i l l
separate  fact  from
fiction, explore the key
figures  involved,  and
examine  the  lasting
impact of The Devil In
Connecticut  on  both
pop  culture  and  the
s t u d y  o f  t h e
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paranormal.

The
Origins:
The
Perron
Family
Haunting
Before  the  term  "The
Devil  In  Connecticut"
gained  notoriety,  the
saga  began  with  the
Perron family. In 1971,
Roger  and  Carolyn
Perron  moved  into  a
s p a c i o u s  b u t
dilapidated  farmhouse
in  Harrisville,  Rhode
Island. The family soon
e x p e r i e n c e d
increasingly aggressive
p a r a n o r m a l
a c t i v i t y — o b j e c t s
moving  on  their  own,

disembodied  voices,
and  physical  attacks.
E d  a n d  L o r r a i n e
Warren,  the  world-
r e n o w n e d
demonologists,  were
called in to investigate.
The Warrens concluded
that  the  land  was
cursed  and  that  a
malevo lent  sp i r i t
named  Bathsheba
Sherman,  a  woman
accused  of  witchcraft
in  the  19th  century,
was responsible.
W h i l e  t h e  P e r r o n
haunting is  not  set  in
Connect icut ,  i t  i s
intrinsically  linked  to
the broader story. The
Warrens  used  their
experiences  with  the
Perron  case  to  inform
their  later  work,  and
the success of the book
The  Amityville  Horror
prompted  them  to
document this case as
well.  The  subsequent
media attention set the
stage  for  the  events
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that  would  become
known as The Devil In
Connecticut.

Enter the
Accused:
The Case
of Arne
Cheyenn
e Johnson
The  central  figure  in
T h e  D e v i l  I n
Connecticut  narrative
i s  Arne  Cheyenne
Johnson.  In  1981,
Johnson was a 19-year-
o l d  m a n  l i v i n g  i n
Brookfield,
Connecticut,  with  his
fiancée  Debbie  Glatzel
and her family. Debbie
was the sister of David
Glatzel, an 11-year-old
boy who, according to

the family, had become
possessed by a demon.
The  family  and  the
Warrens  had  been
attempting  to  perform
an  exorc i sm,  and
Johnson  a l legedly
invited  the  demon  to
leave David and enter
him  instead.  Soon
after, Johnson began to
exhibit  violent  and
erratic  behavior.
The situation reached a
t r a g i c  c l i m a x  o n
February  16,  1981,
when Johnson stabbed
and killed his landlord,
A l a n  B o n o ,  i n  a
dispute.  Johnson  was
arrested  and  charged
w i t h  m u r d e r .  H i s
defense  team,  led  by
a t t o r n e y  M a r t i n
Minnella,  decided  to
p u r s u e  a n
unprecedented  legal
strategy:  they  would
argue that Johnson was
not guilty by reason of
demonic  possession.
This  was  the  first  time
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in  Amer ican  lega l
history  that  such  a
d e f e n s e  w a s
attempted.  The  case
b e c a m e  a  m e d i a
sensation,  earning the
moniker  "The  Devil
Made  Me  Do  It"  trial.

The Trial
That
Shocked
a Nation
T h e  t r i a l  o f  A r n e
Cheyenne Johnson took
place  in  Danbury,
Connecticut,  in  1981,
and  d rew  in tense
n a t i o n a l  a n d
international  scrutiny.
Judge  Robert  Callahan
ultimately  ruled  that
the defense could not
present  evidence  of
demonic  possession
because  it  failed  to
m e e t  t h e  l e g a l

standards of credibility.
The  jury  never  heard
from  the  Warrens  or
s a w  t h e  a l l e g e d
e v i d e n c e  o f
possession.  Johnson
was  convicted  of  first-
degree  manslaughter
and sentenced to 10 to
20 years in prison. He
served about five years
before  being  released
on parole.
Desp i te  the  lega l
r e j e c t i o n  o f  t h e
possession  defense,
the trial cemented the
idea  of  The  Devil  In
Connecticut  in  the
public  consciousness.
The  Warrens  wrote  a
book  detai l ing  the
case,  The  Devi l  in
Connecticut, which was
la ter  re t i t led  The
Conjuring 3: The Devil
Made  Me  Do  It .  The
story was adapted into
the  2021  film  The
Conjuring:  The  Devil
Made Me Do It,  which
i s  p a r t  o f  t h e
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blockbuster  Conjuring
universe.

Key
Figures in
The Devil
In
Connectic
ut Story
ED AND LORRAINE
WARREN

No  discussion  of  The
Devil In Connecticut is
complete  wi thout
examining  the  role  of
E d  a n d  L o r r a i n e
Warren.  The  couple
had  already  gained
fame for their work on
the  Amityvi l le  and
Perron  cases.  In  this
instance, they were the
primary  investigators

w h o  b r o u g h t  t h e
Glatzel  and  Johnson
story  to  the  public.
They  claimed  to  have
witnessed  extreme
phenomena,  including
levitation,  demonic
voices,  and  visible
contortions.  Skeptics
have  accused  the
W a r r e n s  o f
sensationalism  and
exaggeration, but their
influence  on
paranormal  culture  is
undeniable.

DAVID GLATZEL

The young boy at the
center  of  the  alleged
possession.  David
Glatzel  later  gave
conflicting  accounts.  In
interviews  years  after
the  events,  he  stated
that  the  possession
was  not  genuine  and
t h a t  h e  h a d  b e e n
c o e r c e d  b y  t h e
Warrens and his family
into  playing  along.
However ,  he  a l so
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acknowledged  that  he
had  suffered  from
severe  psychological
problems.

DEBBIE GLATZEL
AND ARNE JOHNSON

Debbie Glatzel, David's
s i s t e r  a n d  A r n e
Johnson's  fiancée,
maintained  that  the
possession  and  the
subsequent  demonic
transfer  were  real.
Johnson  himself  has
remained  relatively
p r i va te  s i nce  h i s
release  but  has  on
occasion indicated that
he believes something
supernatural  occurred,
though  he  has  not
given  a  fu l l  publ ic
account.

The
Skeptical

Viewpoint
: Fraud or
Phenome
non?
N o t a b l y ,  m a n y
researchers and writers
have cast doubt on the
authenticity  of  The
Devil  In  Connecticut
case. Skeptics point to
s e v e r a l
inconsistencies:

Physical
evidence such as
photographs and
audio recordings
are ambiguous at
best.
No independent
scientific
investigation was
conducted.
The Warrens had
a financial
incentive to
promote the
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story, as they
sold books and
gave lectures.
David Glatzel's
later retraction
suggests that
family dynamics
and
psychological
distress may
have played a
significant role.
Some witnesses,
including a police
officer who was
at the scene of
the murder,
stated that
Johnson showed
no signs of
possession at the
time of the
arrest.

Given  these  factors,
many  consider  The
Devil In Connecticut to
be a case of elaborate
folklore  rather  than  a
genuine  supernatural
event.  However,  the
story endures precisely
because  it  taps  into

deep-seated  cultural
f e a r s  a b o u t  t h e
u n k n o w n  a n d  t h e
fragility  of  the  human
mind.

The
Cultural
and Legal
Legacy of
The Devil
In
Connectic
ut
The impact of the case
extends far beyond the
p a r a n o r m a l
community.  Legally,  it
s e t  a
precedent—though  an
unsuccessful  one—for
the use of supernatural
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defenses  in  court.  It
also sparked a broader
conversation about the
role  of  religion  and
belief  in  the  justice
system.  The  case  has
been cited in countless
articles, textbooks, and
documentary series.
Culturally, The Devil In
Connecticut  helped
fuel the 1980s boom in
horror  and  true-crime
media.  The  story  was
adapted into a series of
n o v e l s ,  a n d  t h e
Conjuring  film
f r a n c h i s e  h a s
introduced it to a new
generation.  The  2021
film The Conjuring: The
Devil  Made  Me  Do  It
grossed  over  $200
mil l ion  worldwide,
p r o v i n g  t h a t  t h e
public's  fascination
with  the  supernatural
remains strong.

Comparin
g the
True
Story to
Hollywoo
d
As  with  most  movies
based on true events,
the  film  adaptations
take  significant
creative  liberties.  In
the Conjuring universe,
the  trial  takes  center
s t a g e ,  a n d  t h e
characters  of  Ed  and
Lorraine  Warren  are
portrayed  as  heroic
t ru th -seekers .  I n
reality,  the  Warrens
were  not  allowed  to
testify.  Additionally,
the  film  introduces  a
satanic  curse  and  a
witch's  spell  as  the
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c a u s e  o f  t h e
possession,  elements
that  were not  present
i n  t h e  o r i g i n a l
accounts.  The  real-life
story is less cinematic
but  arguably  more
u n s e t t l i n g ,  a s  i t
involves mental illness,
family trauma, and the
limits of the law.

Psychiatri
c and
Sociologi
cal
Perspecti
ves
Modern  psychologists
often  interpret  cases
l i k e  T h e  D e v i l  I n
Connecticut  through
t h e  l e n s  o f  m a s s
hysteria,  folie  à  deux

(shared  delusion),  or
undiagnosed  mental
health  disorders.  The
Glatzel  family  faced
significant
s t r e s s — p o v e r t y ,
unstable  housing,  and
a lack of mental health
resources.  In  such  an
environment, the belief
in demonic possession
may have served as a
coping  mechanism.
The involvement of the
Warrens  provided  a
narrative structure that
g a v e  m e a n i n g  t o
chaotic  experiences.
From  a  sociological
perspective,  the  case
reflects  a  clash
between  traditional
religious  beliefs  and
secular  modernity,  a
tension that  continues
to resonate today.

Lasting
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Interest
and
Ongoing

Debates
Even  four  decades
later ,  The  Devi l  In
Connecticut  remains a
t o p i c  o f  h e a t e d
discussion.  Paranormal
enthusiasts argue that
the  overwhelming
amount  of  eyewitness
testimony,  including
from family  members,
c l e r g y ,  a n d  l a w
enforcement,  cannot
be  easily  dismissed.
Skeptics  counter  that
eyewitness  testimony
i s  n o t o r i o u s l y
unreliable, especially in
emotionally  charged
situations.  The lack of
concrete  physical
evidence,  combined
with  the  Warrens '

q u e s t i o n a b l e
reputation,  keeps  the
case  firmly  in  the  gray
area between fact and
legend.
Online  communities,
podcasts, and YouTube
channels  regularly
rev i s i t  the  s to ry ,
dissecting every detail.
Some  claim  to  have
f o u n d  n e w
evidence—old  letters,
court  transcripts,  or
recordings—that  shed
further  light  on  the
case.  However,  no
definitive  proof  of  a
supernatural cause has
ever emerged.

CONCLUSION: THE
ENDURING
MYTHOS OF THE
DEVIL IN
CONNECTICUT

T h e  D e v i l  I n
Connecticut  is  more
than  just  a  spooky
story;  it  is  a  cultural
artifact that reveals our
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collective  anxieties
about  evil,  madness,
and  justice.  Whether
one believes in demons
or  not,  the  case  offers
a  compelling  window
into  human  nature
under  duress.  The
t r a g e d y  o f  A r n e
Cheyenne Johnson and
the  Glatzel  fami ly
serves as a cautionary
tale about the power of
b e l i e f — a n d  t h e
d a n g e r s  o f
exp lo i ta t ion .  The
phrase  "The  Devil  In
Connecticut" will  likely
cont inue  to  evoke
curiosity  and  fear  for
g e n e r a t i o n s ,  a

testament to the power
of  narrative  and  the
mysteries  that  remain
beyond  the  reach  of
science and law.
If you are fascinated by
t r u e  c r i m e ,
demonology,  or  the
intersection  of  the
supernatural  and  the
legal system, the story
o f  T h e  D e v i l  I n
C o n n e c t i c u t  i s
essential  reading.  It
c h a l l e n g e s  u s  t o
quest ion  what  we
know, what we believe,
and what we are willing
to accept when reality
defies explanation.


