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CITY OF BRIDGEPORT 

ORDINANCE COMMITTEE 

REGULAR MEETING 

DECEMBER 27, 2017 

 

ATTENDANCE: Eneida Martinez, Co-chair; Marcus Brown, Co-chair; Michelle Lyons, 

Ernest Newton, Peter Spain, Maria Valle, Rosalina Roman-Christy 

    

OTHERS: Council Member Karen Jackson, Mark Anastasi, Associate City Attorney; 

Thomas Gaudett, Mayor's Office, 

   Angel dePara, CAO’s Office 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Co-chair Martinez called the meeting to order at 6:06 p.m.  A quorum was present. 

 

Approval of Committee Minutes: October 16, 2017 (Public Hearing) 

 

Approval of Committee Minutes: November 2, 2017 (Special Meeting) 

 

Approval of Committee Minutes: November 6, 2017 (Public Hearing) 

 

It was determined that only Council Members Martinez and Lyons had been present at the 

October and November meetings.   

 

** COUNCIL MEMBER LYONS MOVED TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE 

OCTOBER 16, 2017 (PUBLIC HEARING), THE NOVEMBER 2, 2017 (SPECIAL 

MEETING), AND THE NOVEMBER 6, 2017 (PUBLIC HEARING). 

 

Co-chair Martinez said that she could not second the minutes as chairman of the meeting.  

Attorney Anastasi was asked about this situation. He said that she could second the motion. Co-

chair Martinez declined to do so.  

 

** COUNCIL MEMBER LYONS WITHDREW HER MOTION DUE TO A LACK OF 

SECOND.  

 

Council Member Newton suggested that Co-chair Martinez yield the Chairmanship to Co-chair 

Brown in order to second the approval of the minutes and then resume the Chairmanship after 

the vote. This was agreeable to all.  

 

Co-chair Martinez yielded the Chairmanship to Co-chair Brown at 6:08 p.m. 

 

Co-chair Brown said that he would entertain a motion to approve the minutes. 

 

** COUNCIL MEMBER LYONS MOVED TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE 

OCTOBER 16, 2017 (PUBLIC HEARING), THE NOVEMBER 2, 2017 (SPECIAL 

MEETING), AND THE NOVEMBER 6, 2017 (PUBLIC HEARING). 
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** COUNCIL MEMBER MARTINEZ SECONDED. 

** THE MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE OCTOBER 16, 2017 

(PUBLIC HEARING), THE NOVEMBER 2, 2017 (SPECIAL MEETING), AND THE 

NOVEMBER 6, 2017 (PUBLIC HEARING) AS SUBMITTED PASSED WITH TWO (2) 

IN FAVOR (MARTINEZ AND LYONS) AND FIVE (5) ABSTENTIONS (BROWN, 

NEWTON, SPAIN, VALLE, AND ROMAN-CHRISTY). 

 

Co-chair Martinez resumed the Chairmanship at 6:09 p.m. 

 

10-17   Proposed resolution requesting that the City Attorney’s Office, Small and Minority 

Business Resource Office and Purchasing Department work with the City Council to 

develop language concerning the hiring of city residents and ex-felons. 

 

Co-chair Martinez read the following resolution regarding “Hire Bridgeport First” into the 

record: 

 

 WHEREAS, different demographic groups in the City of Bridgeport continue to 

be disproportionately affected by unemployment and insufficient income; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City of Bridgeport expends substantial funds on construction 

projects to develop, repair and maintain municipal facilities and infrastructure; and 

 

 WHEREAS, public funds spent by the City of Bridgeport on construction projects 

are derived from taxes paid by Bridgeport residents; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the current City Ordinance’s covering the Minority Business 

Enterprise Program and Purchasing Procedure are ambiguous, rely on good faith, and 

offer little assurance that Bridgeport residents will be put first in line for jobs being 

created with City funds; and 

 

 WHEREAS, ensuring that at least five percent of the total work hours of journey 

people and apprentices in each trade on a Bridgeport project be done by city residents 

who are ex-felons and thirty percent of the total work hours of journey people and 

apprentices in each trade on a Bridgeport project be done by bona fide City residents 

would go a long way to ensure economic equity, inclusion and opportunity for those who 

live in the City of Bridgeport.  

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Attorney, Small and 

Minority Business Resource Officer and Purchasing Department work with the City 

Council to develop language for inclusion in the City Code that sets aside five percent of 

the total journey and apprentice hours on Bridgeport projects and thirty percent to bona 

fide City residents.  

 

Council Member Newton said that the reason that he had proposed this because as the Chairman 

of the Contracts Committee, many contracts come to the Contracts Committee.  He said that 

while the companies make the promises about hiring in good faith, but unless a percentage is 

included in the contract, the big companies don't come through. He cited the example of what 



 

City of Bridgeport 

Ordinance Committee 

Regular Meeting 

December 27, 2017                                                                                Page 3 

happened when Bass Pro came in. They hired locals but let them go quickly. If people want to do 

business in the City, they need to put Bridgeport first. It is time to take this a step further.  

Council Member Newton said that he has nothing against unions but they need to hire between 

20% and 25% journeymen who are Bridgeport residents. The unions will bring tradesmen to the 

projects from all over the State. There are more than enough Bridgeport craftsmen to meet the 

need.  If there are minority set asides, this is especially true when the City has given the 

developers tax abatements.   He said that he was asking the Committee and the attorney to draft 

language that would indicate that would put Bridgeport first by hiring between 25% to 30% that 

would be Bridgeport residents.  Council Member Newton said that he had seen Atty. Anastasi’s 

work in the past and that he was confident that Atty. Anastasi could put something together that 

would stand the test of time.  

 

Atty. Anastasi said that this was a resolution requesting the various departments to consider the 

language.  He said that it would be best to determine what the Council would be authorized to do 

because in the State of Connecticut, the municipalities only have the authority on issues that is 

delegated by the State to them. The starting point is determining what enabling legislation there 

is and what the restrictions might be. Regarding the minority and the women’s set asides, Atty. 

Anastasi said that this was about public policy and he was not sure what limitations there might 

be.  He added that the City Attorney’s Office would be happy to review the resolution.  

 

Council Member Newton said that the State of Connecticut has something called “home rule” 

and the city residents were spending their tax dollars to help developers come to the City. 

Therefore, they should have the right to tell the developers who come to do business in 

Bridgeport that the Council wants to do “Bridgeport First”.  He said that during his years in the 

legislature, he had never seen anyone tell them that they could not do this.   
 

Atty. Anastasi replied that this would be a bit different enacting it on a municipal level rather 

than a State level.  He added that he had written an opinion for the BOE and it was not that the 

Council could not enact all the powers granted by the State, but that the City would have to 

identify an enabling statute.  He said that there was one for minority hiring.  Council Member 

Newton said that this not just for minority residents of Bridgeport.   

 

Atty. Anastasi pointed out that the Committee was not looking to do this on a contract by 

contract basis but looking to establish an ordinance.  Council Member Newton agreed and added 

that the companies would be aware that when they wanted to do business with the City of 

Bridgeport, this is what would be required.  

 

Atty. Anastasi said that the previous Council had a similar process where the criteria was set up 

that gave OPED enabling guidelines to follow. Council Member Newton said that he was 

intending to change those in the future. Atty. Anastasi explained that there was now a process to 

follow.  Council Member Newton asked Atty. Anastasi to see if he could get this information to 

him before his two-year term was over. Atty. Anastasi said that he could guarantee that this 

would be done.  

 

Co-chair Martinez reminded everyone that the Committee would have to wait for a legal opinion. 

Atty. Anastasi said that this would be the best route.  He added that the request was for three 
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departments to review the document. Atty. Anastasi then reviewed the process that the document 

would have to go through for approval.  

 

Council Member Newton asked what the best method would be for introducing resolutions on a 

municipal level.  Atty. Anastasi suggested that it would be good for a Council Member to contact 

the City Attorney’s Office and request the staff to work with them on drafting a resolution.  He 

said that he would treat this as a request from Council Member Newton to work on a resolution. 

 

Co-chair Martinez asked which staff member was assigned to work with the Minority and Small 

Business issues.  Atty. Anastasi said that it would be Attorney Trachtenburg.  

 

** COUNCIL MEMBER LYONS MOVED TO TABLE AGENDA ITEM 10-17   

PROPOSED RESOLUTION REQUESTING THAT THE CITY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE, 

SMALL AND MINORITY BUSINESS RESOURCE OFFICE AND PURCHASING 

DEPARTMENT WORK WITH THE CITY COUNCIL TO DEVELOP LANGUAGE 

CONCERNING THE HIRING OF CITY RESIDENTS AND EX-FELONS.  

** COUNCIL MEMBER NEWTON SECONDED. 

** THE MOTION TO TABLE PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.  

 

21-17     Proposed resolution requesting the City Attorney’s Office to create an ordinance 

that requires the WPCA to implement a customer mediation program for liens and 

foreclosures. 

 

Co-chair Martinez said that this ordinance had been in the process since 2013 when she 

submitted it and it had gotten nowhere.  She said that she was sure that Atty. Anastasi was tired 

of this issue coming before him.  She then read the following resolution into the record. 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Bridgeport works citywide to solve problems that 

negatively impact the home owners, tenants, and low income and minority residents of 

our community; and 

 

WHEREAS, the number of liens, foreclosures and foreclosure-related evictions 

being caused by the Water Pollution Control Authority (WPCA) has become a city-wide 

problem; and 

 

WHEREAS, foreclosures destabilize entire neighborhoods through declines in 

surrounding property values, loss of tax revenue, increases in crime rates turning this into 

a public safety concern, and blight; and 

 

WHEREAS, the loss of a home to foreclosure can be devastating for a family, in 

addition to losing what is often their most significant asset, families are being uprooted 

from community supports and may find themselves with no place to go; and 

 

WHEREAS, WPCA customers also find themselves struggling with the added 

burden of not having been given notice, the lack of a quick resolution, and dealing with 

needless litigation; and 
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WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Justice and HUD have identified more than 

25 foreclosure mediation programs in at least 14 states, including the State of 

Connecticut, where consumers are being given with great success the option of neutral 

third-party mediation before litigation; and 

 

WHEREAS, the “Connecticut Judicial Branch Foreclosure Mediation Program” 

offers an ideal model from which key elements can be drawn and applied to developing 

WPCA customer mediation option for liens and foreclosures that is fair, quick and 

efficiently resolves disputes in earliest stage; and 

 

WHEREAS, to make certain the WPCA complies a City Ordinance is required 

that gives customers the option of a neutral third party mediator before a WPCA lien or 

foreclosure is started; it would be fair, transparent, and allow all to find beneficial 

alternatives to a WPCA lien or foreclosure; and 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Bridgeport City Council that 

the City Attorney draft an Ordinance for the Committee on Ordinance that requires the 

WPCA to develop, offer and provide the option of mediation to its customers BEFORE 

COMMENCING a lien or foreclosure and use the “Connecticut Judicial Branch 

Foreclosure Mediation Program” as a model in designing it; and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, it be mandated that the Marshall serving any and 

all papers concerning WPCA matters retain legal signature of said party; and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that any public hearing prior to enactment of the 

new WPCA Ordinance by the City Council that the WPCA Commission be asked to 

attend; and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that until an Ordinance that allows customers 

facing WPCA lien or foreclosure to opt for early mediation is passed by the City Council 

and the WPCA has put into practice a customer lien and foreclosure avoidance mediation 

program as required by Ordinance there is a moratorium on further WPCA liens and 

foreclosures.  

 

Atty. Anastasi said that the City Attorney’s Office would be happy to review the resolution but 

reminded everyone that the WPCA liens are just like taxes, are closed taxes.  If one individual 

does not pay, then the other users find their taxes going up because of this.  Atty. Anastasi asked 

if the mediation mentioned in the resolution was binding mediation or non-binding mediation.  

There are statutory requirements that gives the WPCA the authority to collect its liens just like 

the Tax Assessor and Tax Collector. This includes using every collection process and the City 

cannot preclude them from doing so.  

 

A non-binding process would involve insuring there was no technical error.  However, having a 

third party, independent mediator reduce the bill by 50% may not be legal.  Atty. Anastasi said 

that the City Attorney’s Office would research this aspect.  
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Council Member Newton said that he was the liaison between the Council and the WPCA.  He 

said that there were at least eleven attorneys in the City Attorney’s Office. He said that he did not 

understand why the city attorneys cannot handle this type of business rather than sending it out to 

a third party law firm.  He said that his problem was that when the WPCA does foreclosures, 

they are strict foreclosures. This means that they seize the entire house rather than allowing the 

homeowner to sell the property.   

 

Atty. Anastasi explained that the reason the WPCA asked for a strict foreclosure is because there 

is no equity in the property.  He added that there have been a number of WPCA foreclosures that 

have been done through the sale of the property and that no one can force someone to have a 

strict foreclosure if the property owner wants a sale. He went on to say that before the legal 

process kicked in, three or four demand letters sent by the WPCA with requests to come in to 

work out a payment plan.  If these are ignored, the City Attorney’s Office sends a series of 

letters. If these letters are also ignored, the issue is given to a collection attorney.  No one is 

foreclosed without prior notice.  Past Councils have also asked about this and the City Attorney’s 

Office has reviewed it with them. Atty. Anastasi then repeated his earlier statement that in closed 

systems, if a user doesn’t pay their fees, all the other users pay higher fees.  

 

Council Member Newton reminded Atty. Anastasi that when Atty. Anastasi was starting out, 

Council Member Newton was on the Council and set up a one-time abatement program where 

interest on back taxes were waived.  Atty. Anastasi said that he did. Council Member Newton 

said that the WPCA should enact the same thing and have the delinquent tax payer pay the 

principle. Atty. Anastasi reiterated that the WPCA fees were just like the taxes and other than 

having a one-time, across the board reduction, the elected officials cannot pick and choose the 

reductions.  He suggested that rather than have a debate that they present the information that 

they have gathered over the years.  He said that Co-chair Martinez has worked on this issue over 

the years and that the City Attorney’s Office has tried to provide satisfactory evidence that the 

process is working.  The City Attorney’s Office will make another attempt at this and present the 

Committee with some options. However, this is not a simple issue.   

 

Council Member Newton said that he had a list from the WPCA of all the people that were 

delinquent and there were some major companies on that list. Atty. Anastasi said that originally 

the list had accounted for over $21 million in back taxes but now had been reduced to under $1 

million due to proper collections. The interest rate for the WPCA is 18%. Council Member 

Newton said 18% interest rate was ridiculous and that the Council Members need to speak with 

their State legislators about this.  

 

Atty. Anastasi said that the City Attorney’s Office would review the situation and provide the 

Committee with some options.  He added that hopefully, the WPCA will do what they did with 

the last Council which present the situation and convince the Council Members of the issues. He 

encouraged the Committee to ask the WPCA administration to attend a meeting. 

 

Council Member Lyons said that she would like to make the Committee aware of a situation and 

had all the relevant research available. In August, there were five parcels that came to Economic 

Development.  One of the parcels was 277 Robin Street.  The others were a burned out house, an 

attached lot, and a third was a tiny parcel.  Council Member Lyons said that she had questions 

about one of the parcels and Mr. Coleman had stated that he would get more information on that 



 

City of Bridgeport 

Ordinance Committee 

Regular Meeting 

December 27, 2017                                                                                Page 7 

parcel for her. Mr. Coleman said that he thought it was a WPCA foreclosure.  In light of that 

information, Council Member Lyons voted on the item. Because the parcel was an older home, 

Council Member Lyons wanted to know if the home owner was older.  She then passed around a 

document with a photo of the property.  When she did her research on the tax records, she 

discovered that the City of Bridgeport did not own the parcel.  This meant that Council Member 

Lyons had approved the request to dispose a property through auction that the City did not own.  

After discovering this, she contacted Max Perez who handles these items for OPED.  Mr. Perez 

was upset when he was told about this problem and did some further research to confirm this.   

 

After this, Council Member Lyons said she investigated a bit further because usually the tax liens 

are first and that is followed by a WPCA foreclosure.  In this case, this property was foreclosed 

by both the Tax Collector and the WPCA.  Usually the houses that are tax delinquent are bundled 

together and once that happens, the individual properties do not go to the WPCA for foreclosure. 

However, the attorney that was involved with this property was paid twice; first when he 

performed the tax work and secondly when he worked on the WPCA foreclosure. Co-chair 

Martinez asked if the attorney was Judah Epstein.  Council Member Lyons said that she believed 

that this was so.   

 

Council Member Lyons said that she also discovered that this house did not have a mortgage, 

only the regular taxes and the WPCA.  According to Vision Solutions that is located in 

downtown Bridgeport, this was not included in the record. In the space of one month, the 

property was foreclosed on, the liens were paid and the mortgage was taken care of.  The 

property was then bought by George Ziltes, who is a real estate agent who specializes in flipping 

houses.  He also owns the residence across the street from this particular property, which he rents 

to Sacred Heart students.  

 

In the course of one month, all these proceedings were accomplished.  Plus, there was a resident 

in the house who was evicted by Mr. Ziltes.  Council Member Lyons said that she had looked 

into this situation further and discovered that the purchase price was $75,000.  She then passed 

around a photo of the parcel for those present to see what the residence looked like.  She added 

that Mr. Perez in OPED was also very upset because the property came to him in May and the 

vote did not take place until November. The information he was working with came from the 

City Attorney’s Office and that information is based on the tax liens.  She then passed around her 

cell phone showing the state of current property.  It was not the same residence that the Council 

votes on.  The current house is completely renovated.  After Council Member Lyons saw the 

newly renovated residence, she went to the Planning and Zoning only to discover that no permits 

were taken out on the property.  

 

Council Member Lyons said that the person handling the case was the same one who handled 

both the taxes and the WPCA.  The mortgage and the foreclosure were completed in one month’s 

time.  Council Member Lyons wished to know how Mr. Ziltes found out about the property when 

it was not publicly listed anywhere. She said that someone knows about the properties that are up 

for foreclosure. Co-chair Martinez said that had to be in house. Council Member Lyons said that 

the property was remodeled without permits and she wanted to know how many other properties 

ended up in the same situation.  
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Atty. Anastasi asked if Council Member Lyons had checked about the permits.  Council Member 

Lyons said that she had called the Zoning Department to check about the permits and asked them 

to follow up on it.  She added that there was a house on her street where a residence was built 

without permits.  

 

Council Member Spain said that he would like some clarification on the third party judicial 

mediation program in 14 states, including Connecticut.  He wished to know if that organization 

would handle a WPCA type scenario where lien mediation is needed.  Council Member Newton 

and Co-chair Martinez both said that the group would handle something like that. Co-chair 

Martinez said that the group is at the main court house on every Wednesday from 9 a.m. to 12 

p.m. Co-chair Martinez also added that these were law student volunteers from Yale that with 

professor that oversees their work. Atty. Anastasi asked if they were handling other WPCA 

foreclosures. Co-chair Martinez said that they were.  Atty. Anastasi asked which towns the 

foreclosures were from. Co-chair Martinez said that they handled cases for whoever came to 

them. Atty. Anastasi said he would look into that. Co-chair Martinez repeated that the group was 

present at the Court House between 9 a.m. and 12 noon and that Council Member Spain should 

ask to speak to Jeffrey Gentese, who is the head attorney.  

 

Council Member Jackson asked about the fact that the City Council could not preclude a case 

from moving forward because these fees were similar to the taxes.  She wished to know why the 

Council could not do this. Atty. Anastasi explained that elected officials cannot pick and choose 

which cases would receive tax relief. She asked if there could be a blanket relief.  Atty. Anastasi 

said that the WPCA operates under a consent decree that requires the City to properly fund the 

WPCA and also requires the closed user fee system. None of the WPCA tax money goes into the 

City general fund.  The State and Federal Court system has decreed that the WPCA use the 

money to maintain their facilities. The State also has a law in place that allows the WPCA to 

utilize any and all collection methods that they wish to. Council Member Jackson asked for a 

copy of the consent decree.  She also wished to know if the decree was a permanent law.  Atty. 

Anastasi said that the consent decree was permanent and that he would see that Council Member 

Jackson and anyone else who wanted it would receive a copy of the decree.  

 

He added that the City Attorney’s Office would review the third party judicial mediation 

program, but cautioned everyone that he felt it would be unlikely that the City would allow a 

third party judicial mediation program provided by Yale Law Students to handle WPCA 

foreclosures because the user fees are done on a mandatory basis.  All options are open, but there 

are restrictions. 

 

Council Member Jackson said that there had been a complaint from a Council Member made 

during the Economic Development meeting about the collections letters not reaching the 

residents.  She wanted to know why they were not being sent via certified mail.  Atty. Anastasi 

said that there have always been issues with demand letter system. The letters are mailed to the 

residences but there are times when the residents refuse to sign to receive the certified letter.  

 

Atty. Anastasi said that he would contact the WPCA administration and request that they come 

to the next meeting to explain what they do and to talk about possible improvements.  
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Council Member Jackson asked for information on who Judah Epstein was and said that she was 

new to the Council, so didn’t know who he was. Atty. Anastasi said that Atty. Epstein was one of 

the third party attorneys that the City uses.  Council Member Jackson said that she would like 

further clarification because it sounded like Atty. Epstein was representing the owner and was 

being paid twice.  Atty. Anastasi said that Atty. Epstein was a very active and skilled lawyer. 

While Atty. Epstein does represent the City of Bridgeport in various cases, he also represents 

other clients. Atty. Anastasi reminded everyone that the preferred method of collecting back tax 

is not foreclosure, but collection. This is usually done by packaging the property liens together 

and selling the debt to a collection company.  He gave the details of how this is done.  Atty. 

Epstein also works for some of the companies that purchase the City’s liens, so people often the 

misunderstand when they see Atty. Epstein and think he is representing the City of Bridgeport 

when he is actually representing an independent collection agency. Council Member Jackson 

asked if this was a conflict of interest.  Atty. Anastasi said that there was no conflict of interest 

involved. Atty. Epstein is just representing a different client.  The foreclosure documents will 

state which company is involved in the foreclosure. Council Member Jackson said that Atty. 

Epstein’s work for the City should stop because of the confusion.  She added that someone found 

out that the property Council Member Lyons spoke about was for sale before it was listed.  Atty. 

Anastasi said that he did not know exactly what happened with that particular parcel.  There is a 

problem there, but he does not have any evidence.  Council Member Jackson said that she 

wanted it on the record that she felt uncomfortable with Atty. Epstein continuing the City’s 

duties and the WPCA foreclosures when there is clearly a problem.  Atty. Anastasi said that this 

was not his decision to make, it would be up to the City Attorney.  

 

Co-chair Martinez said that this was what they do as elected officials and they could request a 

review of Atty. Epstein’s contract to see why this contract continues to be renewed.  She said 

that she has been fighting these WPCA issues and she has experienced non-consistency, non-

compliance from the City Attorney’s office and experienced this directly from constituents in her 

district when she helped to save their homes. Co-chair Martinez said she also experienced when 

the WPCA foreclosed on the American Legion and experienced a lack of proper protocol 

through the City of Bridgeport. There is one attorney that oversees the WPCA, Atty. Liskov, 

who has a connection with Atty. Epstein. Atty.  Epstein and Atty. Liskov have a revolving cycle 

that Co-chair Martinez said she would state because this has been happening since she has been 

elected to the Council. Atty. Anastasi did meet with the previous Council Members and he 

provided them with the details about the notice process. But that notification process is not 

happening.  Individuals that are in the process of foreclosure receive an $800 bill. The protocol 

for the City is not $800, so Co-chair Martinez said there were a lot of violations that were 

occurring that are not being followed through the City Attorney’s Office.  She said that she was 

not blaming Atty. Anastasi directly but these issues have been happening for years.  

 

Co-chair Martinez said that there was also another issue that she was fighting about and would 

applaud Mr. Gaudett for his assistance. The City of Bridgeport Small Minority Office has a 

disparity study that was voted on by the Council in 2005. The Purchasing Office has not been 

following that the Small Minority Business Office disparity study.  They have not been 

following that set aside requirement.  The City could find themselves involved in a big lawsuit 

on both the State and Federal level, Co-chair Martinez said, because the City has not been 

following the disparity study percentages that were approved. However, the City is strictly 

implementing the WPCA protocols at the expense of home owners losing their properties for 
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violations that the City itself is causing by not following their own protocols. Co-chair Martinez 

said that she has witnessed this at the Margaret Morton Government Center where the documents 

are stored and the staff could not provide her with any type of record of notifications that were 

sent out via certified mail to the home owner. Co-chair Martinez said was why she kept bringing 

the issue up because home owners who have purchased their homes 30 years ago are having their 

homes taken from them.  This cycle started when Mayor Bill Finch was in office.  

 

Co-chair Martinez said that she was going to tell it like it is because Economic Development 

staff have friends that they call when properties come up for sale. Then these developers come 

from all over the State and different towns to buy these properties.  The same thing is true of 

Atty. Epstein and Atty. Liskov.  Both men are Jews and buddies and they go to the same 

synagogue and they are buying up these properties.  These are the facts about what is happening 

in Bridgeport, Co-chair Martinez said.  

 

Atty. Anastasi said that he had nothing but respect for Atty. Liskov and that he was a terrific 

lawyer. Co-chair Martinez replied that he is terrific only after he has been caught on the spot.  

Atty. Anastasi suggested that the Committee gather some examples for the next meeting with the 

WPCA administration so they could be addressed. Co-chair Martinez said that she would provide 

examples.  Atty. Anastasi said that City Attorney Meyer determines who will be doing the 

collections and Atty. Anastasi said that he would alert him to the concerns regarding Atty. 

Epstein. He added that it was not his job to defend City Attorney Meyer’s decisions or propose 

changes, because by Charter City Attorney Meyer has unilateral authority regarding this and it is 

not something that the Council has authority over.  

 

Council Member Valle left the meeting at 7:01 p.m. 

 

Council Member Lyons said that she thought when a person is paid for putting a foreclosure on a 

house, that same person should not be paid twice. She went on to say that the property she had 

mentioned earlier was taken off while it was in Economic Development and the City did not own 

the property. She said that it was interesting how it got onto the list of City owned properties.  

Atty. Anastasi said that he did not have any of that information. Council Member Lyons said that 

she was just shocked that this happened, however she was not blaming Atty. Anastasi, or the 

City but the individual who for some reason has access to the information on a consistent basis. 

If there is a home owner that owes the City back taxes, the City should get the money due to it, 

but it shouldn’t then go to the WPCA because that means the individual is being paid twice.  

That’s Council Member Lyons’ bottom line.   

 

Council Member Lyons then stated for the record that she wants to clear both her name and Mr. 

Perez’s name regarding this because Mr. Perez knew nothing about this situation before she 

spoke with him on the phone about it.  After Council Member Lyons’ call, Mr. Perez checked 

with the City Attorney’s Office and found out that Atty. Epstein had been involved.  The fact 

that there were City taxes owed or the fact that there was a mortgage is not included in the legal 

documents.  It only shows that there were WPCA taxes due.  And this is no longer the same 

house because it has been remolded.  

 

Council Member Newton said that Atty. Epstein has been here too long. Secondly, it is time to 

bring resolution to this by putting term limitations to the outside counsel. Atty. Anastasi 
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reminded everyone that City Attorney Meyer has the authority to select outside counsel.  Council 

Member Newton said that the Council could still try to pass term limits. Atty. Anastasi said that 

City Attorney Meyer would listen to the Council’s concerns regarding Atty. Epstein but it was 

his decision. Council Member Lyons said she thought that the newspaper would find this very 

interesting.  

 

Council Member Newton said that he was here to tell everyone that this was the reason the 

Council did not put any faith and trust in the City Attorneys.  Instead of the City attorneys saying 

they will figures out a solution for the Council, they only come back with things that the Council 

can’t do.  The Council is a legislative body.  Ordinances can be changed because they have been 

by the Council in the past. Council Member Newton said that Atty. Anastasi should not sit there 

and insult Council Member Newton’s intelligence by saying that the City Attorney has sole 

responsibility.  Atty. Anastasi pointed out that it was not an ordinance, but included in the 

Charter. Council Member Newton replied that even the Charter can be changed.  

 

Atty. Anastasi agreed but added that until it is, City Attorney Meyer is the authority.  He said 

that he had not said “no” to any of the requests, but that the City Attorney’s Office wants to work 

with the Committee regarding the issues.  The problem is not as bad as it seems to be, but the 

City Attorney’s Office will work with the Council Members to find a solution.  These issues 

have been part of an on-going discussion for the last several Councils.  

 

Council Member Newton said that he had spoken to Mayor Ganim about the WPCA and that the 

Mayor has several ideas about this. Maybe the City should take over the WPCA and then the 

City Attorneys would handle the legal aspect and then the Council Members won’t worry about 

Atty. Epstein or any other outside attorney.  There are 12 City attorneys, but the City has said 

that they don’t have any money.  There’s no money for the kids, but they do have money to hire 

outside attorneys. Atty. Anastasi said that the outside attorney’s fees are passed along.  Council 

Member Newton agreed and added the homeowner ends up paying for them. Atty. Anastasi said 

that while he agreed with Council Member Newton about that, unless the collections were 

enforced, taxes will go up.   He added that this should be discussed with Attorney Meyer.   

 

The discussion then moved to the fact that it was not just the attorney’s fees that were passed on 

to the homeowner. Council Member Roman-Christy said that she did not understand how a $500 

fee could turn into a bill for thousands of dollars. Co-chair Martinez pointed out that there was 

also a Committee Attorney fee that was added on when they go to court. Atty. Anastasi said that 

this would true if there was a foreclosure by sale, but not under strict foreclosures. Co-chair 

Martinez said that if the WPCA fee was $1,000, by the time they add the Committee Attorney 

fees, Atty. Epstein’s fee and other fees, the home owner can end up paying between $10,000 to 

$18,000.  She added that she had helped Mr. Coviello keep his home because Mr. Coviello did 

not get the proper documentation from the City of Bridgeport.  Although the public can’t speak 

at these Committee meetings, Mr. Coviello was present.  

 

Discussion followed about the details of requesting Mr. Robinson from the WPCA, City 

Attorney Meyers, Atty. Judah Epstein and Atty. Liskov attending the next committee meeting. 

Co-chair Martinez said that she would schedule a special meeting if necessary. Atty. Anastasi 

said that he would send Co-chair Martinez an email about scheduling the meeting.  
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Atty. Anastasi suggested that any Council Members that had addresses of properties where the 

notices were not received should submit them to Co-chair Martinez and these will be passed on 

so the research can be done.  

 

** COUNCIL MEMBER BROWN MOVED TO TABLE THAT THE WPCA, CITY 

ATTORNEY MEYERS, ATTY. JUDAH EPSTEIN AND ATTY. LISKOV BE PRESENT 

AT THE NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING SO THE COUNCIL MEMBERS CAN ASK 

QUESTIONS AND DISCUSS THE VARIOUS CASES.  

** COUNCIL MEMBER LYONS SECONDED. 

** THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.   

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

** COUNCIL MEMBER BROWN MOVED TO ADJOURN. 

** COUNCIL MEMBER LYONS SECONDED. 

** THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.  

 

The meeting adjourned at 7:11 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

S. L. Soltes 

Telesco Secretarial Services 

 

 


