
fRlmDOM OF INFOHM/\TION COMMI:3SION 
0!" THJ': fiTl\'l'E OF CONNECTICUT 

In the Matter of a Complaint by Report of Dearing Officer 

Jo.:.trl Bowley i-lnd 
Ka·.v Warr(~n, Docket ifflCB4- ') 

Compla:inant(s) 

vs. 

Board of Education April 'l-1:/. 19134 
of the Town of l\shford, 

Hespondent(s) 

The above captioned matter was scheduled for l1earing February 
23, 1984 at which time the parties appeared and presented evidence 
and argument on the complaint. 

l\ftec consideration of the entire record the following f~1:Ls 
are found: 

1. The respondent is a public agency within the meaning of 
§1-lBa(a). <~.s. 

2. By letter mailed to the Commission January 11, 1983 tt1c 
complainant alleged that the u~spondent held an illegal execuL lvo 
session on December 15. 1983. 

3. The respondent claimed that the executive session was 
permissible under §l-18a(e)(4), G.S. which provides in relevan\. pHrt 
that a public agency may hold an executive session for the purpose 
of: 

discussion of the selection of a sil.c~ c>r 
the lease. sale or purchase of real estate by a 
political subdivision of the state when publicity 
reg~rding such site~ lease, sale, purchase or 
construction would cause a liKelihood of inc.r:"ar;ec1 
price until such time as all of the property has 
boon acquired or all proceedings or transactions 
concerning same have been terminated or abandc1r10d; 
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4. The executive session was held to discuss optior1s of the 
board with respect to E. O. Smith School and the mauner in which the 
board of education could obtain information on additional ell.es. 

,. 
~. Four options wore discussed. 'l'he optionr:: 'itJ(~co: 

A joint building project and approval of both 
towns to regio11alizo grades 9 12. The University will 
not oppose legislation that transfers ownership Hnd 
governance to a regional district on July 1, 1987. 

l\ joint building pro)ect and no regionalization. 
The University will not oppose legislation to transfer 
ownership and govornanco on July l, 1987, with details 
of the transfer of ownership and governancr: and 
fi·nancial arrangemc~ntr; to l)e worked out i.n disc11n~1 ions 
among Ashford, Mansfield and the University. 

No joint building project; project completed by 
MansLield, and no regionalization. The University wi 11 
not oppose legislation that transfers ownership to 
Mansfield on July 1, 1987 with details of governance to 
be worked out in discussions among Ashford, Mansfield 
and the University. 

No joint building project. project completed by 
Mansfield and regionalization. The University will not 
oppose le~ri.slu.tior1 that enables ownergf1:i.p a.nd 9overnance 
to be transferred to a regional district on July l, 1987 
with an adjustment for the cost of the proje1:1. to 
Mansfield. 

6. Following the executive sGssion three motions were passed 
ur1a.ni1nou~·;ly. 

7. The motions were: 

(1). A motion to appoint two people to serv1• as 
representatives to the Mansfield Building Committee to gather 
preliminary information about the project to allow the Board 
to sharo information in a meeting with the board of selc)cl1111>r1 
and the board of finance. 
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(2). A motion to appoint two people to conduct a 
preliminary study with the representatives of the Mansfield 
board ot education as to the advisability of rcgionalization 
for grades 9-12 witl1 Mansfield. 

(3). A motion to request a meeting with the board of 
finance and the board of selectmen to discuss the E. O. 
Smith/Ashford/Mansfield reorganization and Ashford's pos11ibtn 
financial contribution to the proposed joint buildir1g project 
tor E:. o. Smith. 

8. It is found that the respondents failed to prove that the 
discussion at the executive session was held for a proper purposn 
under §l-18a(e)(4), G.S. 

9. Al.though a civil penalty was requested, it is found I.hat 
such penalty is not justified under the circumstances of this c:~ne. 

The Lollowing order hy the Commission is hereby recommended 
on the basis of the re~ord concerning the above-captioned complalnt 

1. The respondent shall henceforth conduct its meetings in 
accordance with the requirements of §1-21, G.S. and §l-18a(e)(4), 
G. S. 

-~~ _8~: ~-----. ···--····--···-.. 
CommiBsion(or ,JudiUt A. Lahey 
as Hearing Officer 

Approved by order of the Freedom of Information Commission at 
its regular meeting of June 13, 1984. 


