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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
BOARD OF TRUSTEES

FOR THE STATE COllEGES

P. O. Box 2008 NEW BRITAIN. CONNECTICUT 06050•
TEL NEW BRITAIN: 203-229-1607 TEL. HARTFO'~D:'203-566-7373

•

•

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

RESOLVED,

RESOLVED,

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION

concerning

LEGAL COUNSEL

CONNELLY vs BROWNE, et al
"

March 7, 1980

An Eastern Connecticut State College faculty member has recently
filed suit alleging that four fellow faculty" members: Robert
Browne, Thomas P. Anderson, Jay Cobbledick, and Leon Sarin have
acted in defamation of his professional status, and•The Attorney General has informed the Board of Trustees for the
Connecticut State Colleges: that in preparati"On of his defense of
the four faculty members he has discovered a conflict which
ethically prevents him from further defending the individuals, and

The members m€rit defense under the statutes the Attorney General
recommends that the Board of Trustees obligate itself to provide
private counsel to represent the four faculty members, now there­
fore, be it

That the Board of Trustees hereby authorizes the Attorney General
to retain private counsel as necessary to defend the faculty members
named in Connelly vs Brmvue, et aI, and be it further

That the expense for this legal counsel be· paid out of funds
budgeted to Eastern Connecticut State College.

lames A. Frost
IExecutive Director

f
f

///

\J",jf



• A SPECIAL AWARD will go to the author of Suggestion No. 10,000.•
Send your suggestion to: Employees' SugCJestion Awards Program, 165 Capitol Ave., Hartford, 06115.

interdepartment Message SAVE TIME: Handwritten messages are acceptable.
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TITLE
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Clinton Ritchie Director 15, 198
To AGENCY ADORE 55

Bd. of Trustees/St. Colleges P. O. Box 2008, New Britain 06050
NAME TIT LE ITELEPHONE

4
990

Fl'oWl Charles A. Overend Asst. Atty. General
AGENCY ADORE 55

Attorney General 30 Trinity Street, Hartford
SUBJECT

CONNELLY v. BROWN, et al

As you are aware, the Attorney General entered his appearance
for the four defendants in the above-captioned matter in their
individual capacities.

•

Subsequent to said appearance interviews of the defendants
were conducted. During the interviews information was disclosed
which forces us to conclude that, for ethical reasons, we may not <
represent all of the defendants. Having been privy to the disclo­
sures at a time when we were representing all of the defendants,
we must now totally withdraw our appearance in the case.

It is to be noted that neither the information obtained during
the course of our representation, nor our subsequent withdrawal, is
to be construed as co~ment upon the appropriateness of the actions J.
of the defendants. To the contrary, it is still our firm opinion .
that their actions were the result of a good faith effort to properly~\

discharge the duties of their office.

Accordingly, it is recommended that the Board obligate itself«
to provide private counsel at its expense.

Unfortunately, further discussion concerning the specific dis­
closures upon which we premised our conclusion would be improper.
This is so because the disclosures were made during the course of
our representation of the four defendants in their individual capa­
cities. Accordingly, the information is the subject of an attorney/.,
client privilege. \

Since time is bf the essence, please respond promptly to our
recommendation. If you adopt our recommendation, the Attorney
General will retain private counsel on behalf of the defendants.
We anticipate that it will be necessary to provide one attorney
for each of two defendants.

Charles A. Overend .
CAO:mcp

SAVE '1'1 M E: If convenient, handwrite reply to sender on this"ame sheet.
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PERSONAL SERVICE AGREEMEflT
r.O·80lA REV. 11/71

STATE OF CONNECTICUT

Am".,"",...,,.o
Orlgin !>.l

[i]

'Required No. of ··1 .
cloys w,ithm notice:114I

CONTRACT FROM (U .. ,,:} ..THROUGH(.Da:~J I'NUIt,;ATt.

PERIOD 3/1/80 Jundeterrrlli1.ed OMaster OContract
Agreement Award No•

COtnRACTOR AGREES TO

.CANCELLAnON Thiscontracf sholl ,emoin in fuJI farce ond eHect lI'ntif concol!",d by either patty givtrtg th..
CLAUSS other po,ty written notice ar slIch intention fRequi,,.a Jays notice specified ttl ,ighl}

Prcpo"" in qvin'vpficote. Tho named pa,tios hor..b)' onto, into og,';oment subioC1 to th",'orna ond eo"d."ons
l- ~~ ,Ioloe! ho'oin arid subjoct 10 tho ovailability of apP'opriated runds.

NAMt.: AND ADL)ftESS OF CONTitA":l0ii/r..n:"rSuc,al S"':II11ly /Iu., II "H,lI~dtJl",

_TRACTOR frauenglass, Brown & Paindiris,l Financial Plaza, Hartford, Conn.

1~;J~y ;:;~Yr:;; A~De::;~~ I s· Office, 30 'Trinity St", Htfd. f isol t~·t;.:~,TfFleATI6NNO:

COMPLETE
.. DESCRIPTION

.oF SERVICE
flnr:!t:JI!

sprc wi
Ji'o~'i$iO"$·

c:.~<? adrllli,,'''7[
blon:' 5lJ("C'!S

01 sa"lC size
if ,rquirr,/)

\.Jithrespect to litigation presently pending' in the Superior Court.,
State.o.f ..Conne.cti,cut) Juqicj.al .D;i.strict of. T.ol.land.;_Fr.ank.. Go.nnelly ~v..
Robert Brown, et aI, contractor agrees to render reasonable and .
necessary legal services on beha..lf of the following named defendants
only:

1. Robert Browne

2. Thbma.s P. Anderson

P"YMENT TO BE MADE UNDER THE FOLLOWING SCHEDULE UPON RECEIPT OF PROPERLY EXECUfTEO AND APPROVED INVOICES~

Reimbursement for all
to be submitted

$50.00/hr. for legal services rendered.
litigation related disbursements. Itemized invoices:
on a bi-monthly basis.

COST AND
SCHEDULE

.PAYMENTS

STATE
USE'

ONLY

STATUTORY AUTHOflrry

3-125 C.G.S.

ACCTG.
CLASS

TO.
WHICH

CHARGED

Yt.AR FUND AGENCY SP, fD. FUI{C. ACTIWUTY CHAR. (, OSJ.
Mojo, Minot"

EXECUTIVE
ORDERS

This canlroct is subj..c:t to Ihe provisions of Ex..c:utive Otder No.3 of Cov..rno. Tho",a$ J. Mesk'U promuJ9l"'IIed June J6. 1971 end, as such
lhi.sc:onttac:l may bEr c:anc: ..U ..d, t,,'minaled Ot susp..nded by Ihe Stal .. Labor Commisuo:te. 10. vialaHo.. 01 ..... noncomplianc.. with ,,,,id
Executive Order No.3. or cny state-or fec.:al law conc:erntnq nondiscrimination, l1otwi:~sta:tdin'o)'thel the-- LoboI" COi':l.r:lissionef. is not 0 potty
to tnis contract. Tb. pattieos to this con~rce!. os ~art 01 the consideration hereof. a~reC' t..~ct s.old E~eeutiYe'.'Ot'detN6.. 3 is ineOrp(\:'31ecJ he-re-in
by ,efe,ence and mad.. e pa,t heteaf. Th .. p;<li .. s a<;,~ .. to abide by said Ex• .,,,livo Or~.. t end oq.... lhat the<Slah, Labor Commission.., sholl
hove conlinuinq jurisdic:tion in respit'ct- to CC:1t:act performance' in reoqord to nDndiscri~l::ahOA.·untillhe centtract is C'omp)eted or terminote.--d
p:ior to COr:1pt~tiO:'l.Th~ contra.ctor. agreeos, cs part consideration here-of, that this co::'tr-==t 'is subject to Ibe Cuidclines and Rules issued b)i"
rhe- Stot. Lahor Cc>mr:tissioner·to impl.t:"ent EX4!'C'utiv. Order No.3, end thot h". 'Will not c!i::c-I'i:nil'ta.t~ in his- ..mployme-nt prCiC'ti~t!'.$ or policieos.
-"""ioH file" aU report.:;: os required, and will ruHy coop.rete with th., Stet. 01 Connecti.:..:t G:1oj the-SIc-tilt LQbor <C~mm's"ionr,. Thi3 Cora-"o,et
is Q!~o subj.ct to provisions 01 £:tll!'C",tiv~ Orci"r No. 17 of COVf!tnOf Thomos J ... ).fe:.kilt part"::'hJtqate-.:I F"C'blao,trq IS. 197J. 0.,0:1. O~ &uc.'h., this. co"'­
acet may b .. cancelled, terminohl'd or su-speomtflllCS by th. conh'Cichng Qqeney or· thct Sta!e L::~Ot COlft::lls$iotl'e...·;:tor Ylolotio.n of Of nOftcomplicmctP
·... ith said E.eculiv.. Otd" No. 17. nOlwilhslc:n.nn9 thaI Ih .. Labor Comml:",ione, may not b .. 0 parly 10 this CDOnl,oct. "In.. porli"s 10 Uti", con­
lrocl. as p::l,1 of Ih.. eo"sideralion h .., ..al. cq'"'' Ihal E"..c:ulivo Ord..t No. 17 is incorpOt;l..d h"rc:in by ,,,,I...em,e:.. and IRade- a pa,l he,,,ol. Th..
pO:lfli..s aqr.. " 10 abide by said Exltculiv .. Ord.., end a<;to .. thaI Ih .. conl,aclinq oqency e"of Ille Slofo Lobo, C ...mmission..r shall have joint and
" ..v ..,al cOl\tinuin9 jurisdiction in. ,espltct to conl,c:cl p ..,lo,man.,,, in n9ard 10 listinc; all ..""ploy:nent openllHJ!lS wil!> Ihe Connl"cticut Stat.. Em­
ploYl':1ent Service.

The contractor ogr~es and warrants thot in the- performcnct" or this contract he will J'I'ot ;h::eriminoteoOf P4:"rDWt ~iscriminG'tion ,oqc:rinst ony pe-r-
NON· son Or c;;roup of t"arsons 00 the qfou:,\ds of rae., cotor, religious creed, Gge, motital stc~~s,.notictlol:ori9i:n• .s~x»)r'physicol dlsabilHy. i.n-

DISCRIMINATION :bdinq, but nol Iimil"d to. blindn.. ss, unl .. ss it is shown by such contractor Ihal suc!1 cae!>lht)' pt..venls pe"formane.. of Ihe ..,o,l< involve,! i'l
" • • I ::r-y "'(lnner pro!libit~d by tnt!' l;JWS of tho'! Unite-d States or or the State of Conne-cticut. c-:-:..:! !urthe-r cqr-ce":;; to'srovide abe Comr.ussion en }{UClGrt-

CLAUSE R.;hls 0,.<1 Oppo,luniti"s with such in!":,,,:::io" , ..que$!o,d by Ihe Com",i"sion con"et"'"'' Ill....mp[oy"' .....1 t><e>ctic:: .. s and proce"ure" at jhe ,,0"­
ttoclor "5 relate 10 the provisions 01 Se". 4·1140 of Ih .. Conn"c:licut C ..neral St.,lul.. "" ~s ame-nd..d. *Menttal Retardation "PAl8-1~

DATI::

;; /3/8' IS

T~ot' =:"r:~ro~to: o::refOs tho! whi!":,, ;,-"'rfo:r."inll .::!~~:f!S ::.Pe:c,!';e-d ill thlS CQ:'1tcoct thot he $~,,~t C.,J.~t~t ~utf:cit:'t;..t Ul1:~UfQ~;_-~ Uhlbilityen.d/et-t:', ot!te-::l
,:'':.:''f);--i':Hi tel t~t· nu~urc 0: :r:e wt':~ to, ~c.: ;-e:!;or:nf'J t~ •• :,,0. ......... hoU-'!C::;SUl tht' Sr~:t'" C': C~:'::;.~=:a ....·~t t:o:rt ':'lay' a.:....:1'Uf03::-tt'"' ,,::\JU:-.(! ~!tc-t-s.o-ever.

t·~ "'r~~!:.·t~!t.':~ ofs-::::l ..• ere t:> hi> f:t-:d ,,-;·h t~(" c.::-C'n:-v p:.~r tv ~h,.. b~d("l'r:~::nC"~ o!~t'!t'-'.C~io .t : ... .,.a~!'f~\!-t ...

'r!~<, StQ!(' of Connuchcut c:;su~~s no h~:>.~Hy !Q( p=yment under '~~.h" terr.ls .,t thi~ c:.;:-: ..~!'::ent ~"hl soid C'on:=~~tor is-notihed t!,u~ INa'; a"l':"~e-­
"'ent has b""n "VPtov..d by Ihe o!lic.. of Policy <:nil Manoq"m..nl IOPMJ 0, Dopa,lm..,,1 ct ...."mi"istrativ. S ...".;vlce.. IDASJ ond btlh.. AUorn..-y
G.:,nr:o! '" tOt'" ~toh" of C("l:'\n~:-tu:,ut.
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BOARD OF TRUSTEES
.EOR THE STATE. COLLEGES

!

t203) 566-5958

RECEIVED
MAY 8 1980

Tel. :

30 TRINIl Y STREET

HARTF"ORD" 06115

'May 7, 1980

Richard Brown, Esq.
Frauenglass, Brown & Paindiris
One Financial Plaza
Hartford, Connect1cut 06103

•
Re: Frank Connelly v. Robert Browne,et al

Dear Dick:

Enclosed for your records please find a fully executed and ap­
proved copy of our personal service agreement with respect to
the above entitled matter.

Very truly yours,

Carl R. Ajeilo
Attorney General

DML:amp

By:
Donald M. Longley
Assistant Attorney General

Encl.

cc: ~~rd of Trustees for the State Colleges
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