
From: "King, Laoise" <lking@norwalkct.org> 
Date: April 26, 2018 at 5:43:25 PM EDT 
To: Donna <  
Cc: "Spahr, Jeff" <JSPAHR@norwalkct.org>, "Rilling, Harry" <hrilling@norwalkct.org>, 
"Coppola, Mario" <mcoppola@norwalkct.org> 
Subject: Re: Zoning Alternate Appointment  

Donna, 
 
We are well aware that you do not agree with or support this administration. That is you 
right. However, your allegations are unjustified and offensive.  
 
First, the Mayor has not been misleading or untruthful. You are making an assumption that 
Mr. Mancini is the individual the mayor was referencing in his April 2nd comment to you. 
He is not.  
 
Secondly, appointments to land use bodies are at the sole discretion of the mayor pursuant 
to the city charter. These appointments are approved by the council to provide a check and 
balance, but the council gives the mayor’s recommendation substantial weight as the 
accountability for land use decisions ultimately lays upon the mayor’s shoulders.  
 
The Mayor considers individuals who express an interest in serving, individuals 
recommended by council members and individuals he knows or meets in the course of his 
duties. When he has made a decision, he shares that decision with council leadership. If 
they find the person to be acceptable, the name is forwarded to the full common council. 
The name is listed on the council agenda and a resume is attached. At the council meeting 
there is an opportunity for both members of the council and members of the public to 
speak in favor or against the nomination. There is nothing nefarious about this process. It is 
how virtually every board or commission appointment is made in every municipality in 
Connecticut and across the nation.  
 
For your information, the mayor seeks appointees whom he believes a) are knowledgeable 
about Norwalk and understand the diverse needs and interests of residents, business and 
visitors, b) love and believe in Norwalk and believe it is a great place to live, work and play, 
c) participate in public discourse in a positive and constructive manner and d) share his 
vision for the city’s future.  
 
 
In his opinion you possess none of these traits. Although the Mayor may be too polite to 
explain this to you, this is the reason you were not and will not be considered for a position 
on a land use body.  
 
I hope this email serves to clarify your concerns.  
 
Laoise 
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Sent from my iPhone 
 
On Apr 26, 2018, at 5:15 PM, Donna < wrote: 

Mayor Rilling, 
 
Frank Mancini reported to me that he had spoken to you on April 14. If this was not a 
phone call, then it was a meeting in person. Either way, the mayor should document a 
meeting with a prospective nominee. My FOI request turned up nothing.  
 
If you never spoke to Mancini on the phone or in person, then how could you have claimed 
to have vouched for the credentials of two uniquely qualified individuals on April 2nd? Was 
Mr. Mancini lying when he admitted to have spoken to you?  
 
Thank you, Mr. S., for sharing your opinions. Private citizens who seek the truth will be 
heartened to know how cordially their inquiries will be received at the law department.  
 
Ms. Smirniotopoulos  

Sent from my iPhone 
 
On Apr 26, 2018, at 3:37 PM, Spahr, Jeff <JSPAHR@norwalkct.org> wrote: 

She is a stranger to facts.  
  
  
From: Rilling, Harry  
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 3:37 PM 

To: 'Donna Smirniotopoulos' 
Cc: Spahr, Jeff; Coppola, Mario; King, Laoise 
Subject: RE: Zoning Alternate Appointment 
  
Donna:  You should be careful with your facts.  Mr. Mancini just verified to me that he and I never spoke 
on the phone.  Apparently, you misunderstood the information he relayed during the approximately 45 
minute interview you conducted. 
  
  

Harry W. Rilling 
Mayor 
City of Norwalk 
125 East Avenue 
Norwalk, CT 06854 
203-854-7701 
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From: Donna Smirniotopoulos [ 
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 12:11 PM 

To: Rilling, Harry 
Cc: Spahr, Jeff; Coppola, Mario; King, Laoise 
Subject: Zoning Alternate Appointment 
  

Mayor Rilling, 

  

This email documents your recent efforts to mislead and/or deceive the public to the detriment of 

the City of Norwalk and the public good.   

  

On March 13, 2018, I first approached you, expressing interest in a vacant seat on 

the ZoningCommission.  I have extensive experience on the presenting end in 

local zoning matters, and am familiar with zoning regulations, nonconforming uses, the history 

of zoning, and other particulars that would, under ordinary circumstances, be considered 

desirable qualities in a zoningcommissioner.   I imagined our mayor would be seeking gravitas, 

attention to detail and deliberative qualities divorced from political influence in a potential 

commissioner’s land use decisions.  Per your instructions, on March 15, I submitted my resume 

and cover letter to City Clerk Donna King.  On the same date, I requested the resumes of other 

individuals who currently serve on the Planning or Zoning Commissions or who were nominated 

but whose nominations were ultimately withdrawn.   

  

In a previous email, I documented the inconsistency of your process of filling land use vacancies, 

and the total absence of transparency.  Planning Commissioner Nora King and others have said 

that your nominees are pre-approved “behind the scenes.”  Rarely is a nominee challenged in an 

open Council session.  Even Donald Trump’s cabinet appointments, which are understood to be 

political, are publicly vetted by the U.S. Senate.  The reason these appointments are important is 

land use commissioners play an critical role in approving developments.  The City of Norwalk 

has added over 5000 new apartments under your watch, as well as a massive shopping mall 

currently under construction, located in an Enterprise Zone with seven years of valuable tax 

abatements.  The Planning Commission passed an East Norwalk TOD proposal on to 

the ZoningCommission recently, which the Zoners approved, including a text change 

amendment allowing a residential overlay in an industrial zone in order to make a transaction 

between two private parties more profitable to them.  The benefits to the city and the 

neighborhood may be elusive.  For all the developments that have been approved during the 

Rilling years, Grand List growth has been similarly elusive.  While Westport’s Grand List grew 

1.5% in 2017, ours grew only .5%.  The BET approved a 3.7% increase in the mill 

rate.  Planning Commissioner Mike Mushak, another repeat Rilling appointee, has stated 

publicly that Grand List growth is tied to property revaluation, suggesting that the monies needed 

to fund city operations and the Norwalk Public Schools will be found in the pockets of 

residential property owners.   

  

On April 2nd, at my request, you reported the following:  

  

“I have had discussions with two individuals on their interest in the position 

of Zoning Alternate.  Until they provide an answer, I will not disclose who they are.”  



When asked for their zoning-related credentials, you wrote, “I reached out to them and if they 

express an interest, they will submit their information to me so I can forward it to the 

Council.”  When asked if you would not want to review qualifications in advance of a 

nomination, you wrote, “I know these individuals and know them to be uniquely qualified.”   

  

On Tuesday, April 24,  I requested correspondence, including telephonic 

and appointment records, related to your recent appointment of Frank Mancini 

to Zoning Alternate.  Today Mr. Spahr reported the following: 

  

Please be informed that in addition to fulfilling all my other obligations I have been able to 

discern that Mayor Rilling has indicated that he has no records that are responsive to your 

request. Accordingly, we have no such records from the Mayor to turn over to you. 

  

  

On Tuesday, April 24, I had the pleasure of speaking to Frank Mancini by phone.  He reported 

that he first spoke to you on April 14 by phone, yet you reported to Mr. Spahr that you had no 

records of any communication with Mr. Mancini, in spite of previous reports on April 2nd that 

you had discussions with two individuals and Mr. Mancini’s own admission that he had first 

spoken to you on April 14.  Mr. Mayor, how do you account for the facts as you have 

represented them being so egregiously divorced from the truth?  Also Mr. Mancini has 

no zoning experience whatsoever.  You mentioned that the two people you had in mind were 

“uniquely qualified.”  Either you don’t know the meaning of “uniquely qualified” or you were 

being disingenuous when you said it.  Neither answer is satisfactory in a mayor of city of 90,000 

people.  I requested telephonic records.  If you spoke to Frank Mancini by phone, as Mr. Mancini 

reported, then there should be a record of this conversation.  If Frank Mancini was one of the two 

persons you referenced in early April, there should be additional documentation of these 

conversations.  While you may not record phone calls, the phone call with Mancini on April 14 

was of an official nature from the mayor to a prospective appointee and should have been 

documented.  How can you possibly nominate someone that you’ve never met, spoken to, or 

corresponded with, and whose resume you had not seen on April 2nd, but whom you knew to be 

“uniquely qualified” as early as April 2nd?  

  

If the city were prospering, the Grand List growing, our taxes remaining steady; if we were able 

to optimally fund the schools, repair the sidewalks, enforce the codes; if we could maintain our 

infrastructure, maintain appropriate police and fire, and assure good quality of life for all 

Norwalk citizens regardless of means, then I suppose the deception and subterfuge, and the 

generally sneaky, spiteful and vindictive behavior could be overlooked or deemed less worthy of 

our attention.  It would still leave a bitter taste.  It would still be less than desirable in a mayor.  I 

do not believe in the ends justifying the means.  But your methods do not even yield good results 

for the city.  I suppose if your ends are to keep your job and assure yourself of a third pension, 

then being untruthful to the people, conducting your business in the dark, and acting out of spite 

is working well for you.    

  

Donna Smirniotopoulos  

  

  



Sent from my iPad 

 


