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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

July 2, 2007
Statement from Sen. Donald DeFronzo, Rep. John Geragosian, 

Rep. Tim O’Brien, and Rep. Peter Tercyak

New Britain’s state legislators have not wanted to make a political issue of a matter involving actions by Mayor Timothy Stewart related to his pension. However, because Stewart has referred to people as “liars” when revelations where made of his involvement in an effort to provide him with a special pension benefit, the record must be set straight. Especially since members of the press and public are asking to know what has occurred, here is a factual account of what happened at the State Capitol and how the Mayor used his position to further his personal benefits:

· On June 1, 2007, Republican State Rep. Sean Williams introduced an amendment (http://www.cga.ct.gov/2007/AMD/H/2007HB-06988-R00HB-AMD.htm) which was approved in the House. This legislation would have imposed a mandate on municipally run pension funds, including the New Britain fire fighter pension fund, compelling municipalities to allow certain municipal elected officials to receive larger pension benefits. The legislation appears that it could have resulted in additional costs to New Britain taxpayers.

· Mayor Stewart is on leave as a New Britain city fire fighter and stood to benefit personally if the legislation was approved. 

· The type legislation in question is commonly called a “rat.” It is called a “rat” because it is designed to provide personal benefits to one particular, usually politically connected, person or to a small number of people, and because it is done with little or no public input. And, in the case of this amendment, there was little time to analyze the financial impact. 

· In the June 29, 2007, New Britain Herald, Democratic Chairman John McNamara said that New Britain Mayor Timothy Stewart, “...did go up [to the State Capitol] to seek a piece of not-so-visible legislation about his own personal needs,” referring to this special pension legislation. 

· Stewart’s response that, “...I never did anything for my pension,” is factually false. In fact, he did use political influence in an effort to increase his own city pension benefits. Stewart clearly stated, to Rep. Tim O’Brien, that he had asked Rep. Williams, a close ally and friend, to introduce the legislation on his behalf.
**MORE**
· Mayor Stewart’s comments to O’Brien were made during a trip by Mayor Stewart to the State Capitol, on June 5, 2007, the day that the legislation to provide him with the special pension benefit was considered in the State Senate. 

· The Senate rejected the amendment Rep. Williams had introduced for Mayor Stewart and returned the matter to the House. The House concurred with the Senate and approved the legislation without the Stewart pension amendment. 

· Prior to final action on the pension amendment in the House, Mayor Stewart stated, to both Rep. O’Brien and Sen. Donald DeFronzo, that that he, Mayor Stewart, would cause working conditions for New Britain city fire fighters to be made worse as a result of the legislature rejecting the special pension legislation that benefited Stewart personally. 

· This latter comment is a potentially serious matter, with the Mayor using his powers of public office in an attempt to compel other elected officials, under threat of harm to city workers, to increase Stewart’s own personal income. 

· The implication, by Mayor Stewart, that he would cause harm to city employees unless the legislators granted a personal financial benefit to him appears to be an abuse of Stewart’s powers of office as Mayor. What is not known is whether it would also be a violation of the following, or any other, state law: 

Sec. 53a-192. Coercion: Class A misdemeanor or class D felony. (a) A person is guilty of coercion when he compels or induces another person to engage in conduct which such other person has a legal right to abstain from engaging in, or to abstain from engaging in conduct in which such other person has a legal right to engage, by means of instilling in such other person a fear that, if the demand is not complied with, the actor or another will: (1) Commit any criminal offense; or (2) accuse any person of a criminal offense; or (3) expose any secret tending to subject any person to hatred, contempt or ridicule, or to impair any person’s credit or business repute; or (4) take or withhold action as an official, or cause an official to take or withhold action.

(b) It shall be an affirmative defense to prosecution based on subdivision (2), (3) or (4) of subsection (a) of this section that the actor believed the accusation or secret to be true or the proposed official action justified and that his purpose was limited to compelling the other person to behave in a way reasonably related to the circumstances which were the subject of the accusation, exposure or proposed official action, as by desisting from further misbehavior or making good a wrong done.

(c) Coercion is a class A misdemeanor except, if the threat is to commit a felony, coercion is a class D felony. 

--END--
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