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Minutes of the Special Meeting of November 30, 2022  

 

Members present:  Loo Dahlke, Kathy Flaherty, Venoal Fountain, Sam Neves, Raphael Podolsky, 

Dave Purvis, Margaret Suib, John Wirzbicki, Michael Clinton (late in the meeting only) 

Members absent:  Richard DeParle, Houston Putnam Lowry, Carl Lupinacci, Jane Kelleher, 

Stephanie Ma, J.L. Pottenger, Jr. 

Public officials:  John Kerwin (Chief housing prosecutor)  

Members of the public:  Denice Chancey, Catharine Freeman, Jeff Mastrianni, Cyd 

Oppenheimer, Jenn Shukla, John Souza 

 

The meeting, on Zoom, was called to order by the Chairperson, Raphael Podolsky, at 2:07 pm.  

The Chairperson announced that the purpose of the meeting was to review the most recent 

draft of the 2023 biennial report.  The draft report is attached to these minutes as Appendix A.  

It has been reformatted so as to show the version recommended by the Chairperson, with page 

numbers so as to make its sections easier to identify.  The members discussed possible changes 

to be made in the draft prior to its presentation to the December 14 meeting.  Below is a 

summary of the discussion.  The summary should be read in conjunction with Appendix A.  No 

formal decisions were made and no formal votes were taken.  The Chairperson was directed to 

redraft the report, taking into consideration the discussion at the meeting and any additional 

information that becomes available.   

 

Summary of the November 30 discussion: 
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• Introduction:  No changes. 

• Virtual hearings:  No changes. 

 

 

NOTICE OF NEXT QUARTERLY MEETING  

2:00 p.m. 
Wednesday, December 14, 2022 

 

This meeting will be held electronically by Zoom.  Details as to how to 
access the meeting have been distributed.  

 
 



Page 2 (begins at the end of p. 1) 

• Access to courts 

o Overcrowding:  Not all courthouses are overcrowded.  The courthouses where 

overcrowding is greatest should be identified.  There is a problem in courthouses 

with mixed criminal and housing dockets because settled housing cases may 

have to wait until lengthy criminal matters are disposed of.  Some concern was 

expressed about the lack of a masking requirement (no consensus).  A suggestion 

was made for staggered calendars (no consensus). 

o Calendar calls:  There was discussion of how to make sure that unrepresented 

parties with limited understanding of English were able to understand the initial 

explanations of process given by court personnel.  Hartford and Waterbury were 

suggested as courthouses with a great need.  It was suggested that written 

introductory materials or introductory videos could be developed in multiple 

languages.  More bilingual housing mediators were suggested, since mediators 

sometimes handle the calendar call.  It was suggested that more bilingual staff 

generally would be beneficial.  It was also suggested that it is sometimes difficult 

to get a certified interpreter. 

o Reasonable accommodation for disability:  One person described a case in which 

the court initially denied a remote hearing, but such the request was ultimately 

granted.  Concerns were expressed about the need for remote access in rural 

areas where transportation to the courthouse might be difficult.  What happens 

if one party wants a remote hearing and the other prefers in-person? 

 

• Administration-related issues 

o Evictions when courthouse closed:  It was argued that the situation is unusual 

and is unnecessary because litigants have opportunities to object to execution 

earlier in the proceeding.  It was suggested that marshals sometimes provide 

extra time to minimize conflict.  There was no consensus, and it is anticipated 

that the section will ultimately be deleted. 

o Notice of fee waivers:  No changes. 

o Notice by mail:  No changes. 
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o Clerks office structure:  There was a question raised as to whether there is a 

housing clerk in Waterbury.  It needs to be verified. 

o Data-related and other procedures in housing-related cases 

� Data entry guidelines for clerks:  No changes. 

� Small claims data:  No changes. 

� Criminal data:  No changes. 

� Judgment notices:  Concern was expressed that, at least in some cases, 

tenants who entered into a stipulated judgment with an extended vacate 

date were receiving computer-generated notices from the court 

information that they had five days in which to vacate.  Concern was 

expressed that some unrepresented defendants who entered into 

negotiated “agreements” did not understand that these were judgments 

that would show up in the court records as judgments for the landlord. 

� Docket markings:  No changes. 

� Housing civil cases:  No changes. 



� Notices:  No changes. 

o Magistrate small claims manual:  No changes. 

 

• Forms and materials 

o Introductory paragraphs:  No changes. 
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o CARES Act affidavit of compliance:  There was discussion of the Advisory 

Council’s previously-approved recommendation to Judicial and Judicial’s 

response. 

o C.G.S. 47a-23c pro se form:  There was discussion of the need for the form.  

There was no consensus. 

o Various guides:  No changes. 

 

• Housing mediators: 

o Expanded staffing:  Concerns were expressed that additional mediator training is 

needed, particularly in light of the new Rent Bank program. 

o Rent bank:  No changes. 
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o Other Judicial Branch programs:  No changes. 

 

• Housing prosecutors 

o Criminal database improvements:  No changes. 

o Police training manual:  No changes. 

o Full-time prosecutors:  No changes. 

o Centralized Infractions Bureau:  No changes. 
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• Right to Counsel program 

o Introductory paragraphs:  No changes. 

o Funding:  There was discussion of the impact of the program of the cost and 

speed of evictions for landlords and whether it would result in landlords 

rejecting riskier tenants.  It was also suggested that it might be premature to 

make a recommendation on extension of the program, since the program itself 

was gathering data.  No changes to the draft were recommended at this time, 

but the intent is to review this bullet. 

o Expansion of program area coverage:  No changes. 

o Judicial Branch website:  No changes. 
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• Case processing data:  No changes, but the draft of this section is expected to be 

expanded upon by the December 14 meeting, assuming that additional data is available.   

 

• Eviction records:  There was preliminary discussion of the proposal but no consensus 

was reached.  It was deferred to the December 14 meeting. 

 



• Advisory Council role and involvement:  No changes. 

o Introductory paragraphs:  No changes. 
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o Anticipated Advisory Council projects: 

� Magistrate Manual:  No changes. 

� Data gathering capacity:  No changes. 

� Input into housing court judge assignments:  No changes. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Kathleen Flaherty, Secretary 

 

  



 



 



 



 



 



 
 



 
 



 


