
 

 
Btw I didn't say if you are 82 you cannot change your mind. Dave is the one that has told me 
each time that I have seen him that he is 82. I merely recognized that fact and stated that you 
may not change your mind. 
 
You are half Dave's age and clearly you are not wiling to change your mind! 
 
Jason Milligan 
O 203-849-8100 ext 101 
C 203-981-2300 

 
From: Kleppin, Steven <skleppin@norwalkct.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 31, 2018 5:00 PM 
To: Jason Milligan 
Cc: Chapman, Nancy Guenther 
Subject: RE: Rosabel dentist 
  
Jason, 
  
I believe I am up to date on all my returned phone calls.  If I have my dates correct, I believe the 
Planning Commission advised you to submit your text amendment at their September 25th meeting and 
asked that I provide you with the necessary paperwork to do so.  Similar sentiment was also expressed 
by the Zoning Commission.  I forwarded you the documents on September 27th and even took the extra 
step of drafting some suggested language for you.  That sounds like pretty responsive customer service 
to me.     
  
Had you submitted the text amendment as instructed, the item could have placed on the October 
4thZoning Commission meeting for consideration and had they agreed there was merit in pursuing it, the 
public hearing on the change might have been on as early as tomorrow night’s agenda.  
  
We don’t give preferential treatment to “big customers”.  Everyone is treated evenly.  I can provide you 
with 1 line text amendments that were submitted within the last 2 years for both large development 
proposals as well as small ones.   
  
We hope  to have a draft of the CBD A zoning ready shortly after the plan release.  
  
I did see your email below.  I didn’t know you couldn’t change your mind at 82.  Very enlightening.  
  

mailto:skleppin@norwalkct.org


Steve    
  
  
  
From: Jason Milligan [mailto:jason@milliganrealty.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, October 31, 2018 3:33 PM 
To: Kleppin, Steven <skleppin@norwalkct.org> 
Cc: Chapman, Nancy Guenther <nancy@nancyonnorwalk.com> 
Subject: [BULK] Rosabel dentist 
Importance: Low 
  
Steve, 
  
I have tried calling you a few times to no avail. 
  
I have a massage parlor that desperately wants the space at 97 Wall st. For many reasons I would prefer 
the dentist however the process that you insisted I follow was not acceptable or financially viable. The 
cost and time required you prescribed would mean no dentist. Before I agree to a lease for the massage 
parlor I wanted to hear your current position on the dentist. 
  
Are you willing to sponsor and accelerate the one sentence to allow medical on the 1st floor in the CBDA 
zone? 
  
When do you anticipate your omnibus zoning overhaul to be released? 
  
I have also included an email that I have sent to planning commission members below. 
  
BTW-Norwalk Can be Great! Start treating your customers better. Your customers are the taxpayers, 
business owners, developers. 
  
I am a big customer. $500,000 per year in taxes paid to the city. All my big customers get treated really 
well so I keep them as customers. Treating customers well gets you more of them and quickly. 
  

Jason Milligan 

203-981-2300 

  
From: Jason Milligan  
Sent: Tuesday, October 30, 2018 11:49 PM 
To: dimeg2425@aol.com; b.baxendale@gmail.com; davenedie@aol.com; marypeniston@gmail.com;mgm

la@optonline.net; King, Nora; tammy.langalis@raveis.com 
Cc: Jason Milligan 
Subject: Re: 97 Wall st 
  

I sent an email below to Dave after we spoke briefly tonight, and then I realized that it should 
go to you other commission members too. Don't feel obligated to respond. I believe that we all 
care about Norwalk and that we want to make it a better place. Where we might disagree is 
how to get there. I believe that I have a perspective as a broker for nearly 2 decades and as a 
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landlord to 145 tenants. I also sold Yellow page ads for several years to small businesses. The 
Norwalk Zoning regulations are not set up to be small business friendly and there is really no 
outreach to improve that fact. Small businesses couldn't really help either, because they don't 
know what they don't know. 
  
I do have the small business perspective because I have owned and operated a dozen and I 
have worked with hundreds and hundreds over the years, with hundreds of them as tenants. I 
have had and do have large business tenants, but it is the small business that are overlooked 
and therefore hindered by the regulations. I have been trying to share my perspective and 
trying to make changes to zoning that will help small business and help our city. I have operated 
successfully in Norwalk for nearly 20 years. I could go on operating with the current rules, so 
please don't think my suggestions are purely self serving. Surely I will benefit from better rules 
but the larger intent is to help everyone. 
  
Anyway please read my email below to Dave. 
  
Dave, 
  
I appreciate you coming to speak to me tonight. I am sorry that I was rushed. I have been trying 
to speak to Laoise King for 4 months and I wanted to catch her ear. 
  
I 100% understand your position on the dentist. You feel like it is me asking you, zoning, the city 
for a favor or an accommodation. You also feel that Steve Kleppin tried to make it as easy as 
possible for me to just submit a simple 1 page application. 
  
That is not the way I see it. I see it as having medical on the 1st floor is a good idea for the 
central business district. Steve Kleppin agrees with me and he had come up with that idea 
before me, but it is stuck in the large zoning overhaul. The Redevelopment Agency also believes 
that medical should be allowed on the 1st floor in the Central Business District. So does a 
majority of people in City Hall and the general population of Norwalk. 
  
So the question is why is it my responsibility to request the 1 sentence text change slightly 
ahead of the major overhaul schedule. 
  
Is there ever an instance that someone can make a good suggestion and they don't have to 
sponsor the text change? 
  
What if I did not have the space for this dentist to rent? What if I just made the suggestion to 
zoning because I knew about the dentist and other medical that wanted to open in the area? 
  
What about the next idea that I have or someone else has? Each time a good idea is discovered 
it has to go through the bull shit process of text changing the regs. I realize that is the standard 
operating procedure in Norwalk, but it is not a good one. 
  



Now you heard Steve say that it is simple application and that he would send me samples of 
good applications. 
  
First of all the application comes with a $560 fee. Second the good examples were nearly a 
dozen pages prepared by attorneys. Third it would take months, and there is no guarantee that 
it would be approved. 
  
When you add up the costs it was like $10,000 or more because I would have hired an attorney 
to prepare and present the application, and I would likely lose 2-4 months of rent. 
  
That is a hell of a risk for no guarantee for a tenant that has a 50% failure rate. 
  
You and your other regulators have zero perspective, because as I learned tonight only Steve 
owns commercial property. 
  
The smart business decision is to tell the dentist is no! And then everybody loses. 
  
Up until the city sued me for my 100% as of right site plan approval by the library I have not 
been satisfied to watch my city act stupid. You will continue to witness me point out how 
absurd and counterproductive many of our regulations are. 
  
You and the others are arguing for your dysfunctional  system. Not because it make sense or 
helps Norwalk achieve its goals, but rather because it is how it has always been done. That is 
not good enough for me and it is not good enough to get serious progress in the Wall st area. 
  
More of the same gets us more failure!! 
  
I understand that you are 82 and I may not change your mind. I still appreciate you taking the 
time to talk to me tonight, and you do genuinely seem to care. 
  
Thanks. 
  
  
Jason Milligan 
O 203-849-8100 ext 101 
C 203-981-2300 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 



 
The anti-business, anti-success, anti-dentite, anti-artwork, and now anti-smoothie Zoning 
office of Norwalk. 
 
What exactly is zoning for? 
 
They are out of control! I just received a zoning violation for the lovely Mill Hill mural. 
 
Jason Milligan 
203-981-2300 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Once the mall opens imagine a scenario where a small sunglass hut or a kiosk or some other store is 
issued a zoning violation. 
  
Then Macy’s wants to open 200,000 SF of space. You are telling me that your “hands are tied”? There 
would be absolutely no way for you to process Macy’s zoning application until the other violation was 
cleared up? 
  
That is utterly ridiculous! 
  
What if the violation were disputed and a lengthy litigation ensued. All the while the Mall would be held 
hostage unable to lease another square foot of space until the violation was cleared? 



  
I am doing everything in my power to remove Fredy’s auto repair business. If he successfully defends the 
eviction and is able to squat in the space based upon some legal or technical issue your telling me that 
you can’t lift a finger to even consider Mr. Mango. 
  
What you are saying is dead wrong! 
  
You told me that you were going to ask Brian McCann his opinion. Why haven’t you? I believe he will 
inform you that your strict interpretation is dead wrong. You are creating language in your head that 
does not exist on paper. Nowhere in the document that you sent to justify your strict position does it say 
anything about what you can or can’t do if a violation exist. It very clearly states what you SHALL do in 
cases where no violations exist—and that is to issue permits. 
  
In your mind you have written that it says if there is a violation we cannot and will not do anything. It is 
completely silent about situations where violations exist. 
  
You claim you want to help Mr. Mango open. A city attorney is saying that you can probably do it, and if 
you ask him to he will research it and issue a more thorough legal opinion yet you ignore me all week 
and you never ask for legal advice… 
  

Jason Milligan 

203-981-2300 

  
From: McCann, Brian [mailto:BMcCann@norwalkct.org]  
Sent: Thursday, November 01, 2018 4:08 PM 
To: Jason Milligan; Wrinn, Michael 
Cc: Chapman, Nancy Guenther 

Subject: RE: Issuing permits for properties that have zoning violations 
  
Jason, 
  
As we discussed earlier, it is the Zoning Department’s prerogative whether they need a legal opinion or 
other assistance from the Law Department.  So far, they have not asked our department for any 
assistance on the matter involving the “Mr. Mango” property.  I am hopeful that you and the Zoning 
Department can cooperate and get this zoning violation worked out smoothie, I mean smoothly. 
  
If you and the Zoning Department cannot work out the issue, the Zoning Inspector may have to reject 
the application.  That decision to reject would be appealable to the Zoning Board of Appeals – and their 
hands would not be tied by the text in 118-1420(E).  That is not to say that they would approve the 
application, only that they wouldn’t be bound to follow 118-1420(E). 
  
Regards, 
Brian 
  
  
  
Brian L. McCann, Esq. 
Assistant Corporation Counsel 
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City of Norwalk 
125 East Avenue 
Norwalk, CT  06851 
Phone: (203) 854-7750 
Fax: (203) 854-7901 
  
From: Jason Milligan [mailto:jason@milliganrealty.com]  
Sent: Thursday, November 01, 2018 3:04 PM 
To: McCann, Brian <BMcCann@norwalkct.org>; Wrinn, Michael <MWRINN@norwalkct.org> 
Cc: Chapman, Nancy Guenther <nancy@nancyonnorwalk.com> 
Subject: Issuing permits for properties that have zoning violations 

  
Brian, 
  
Thank you very much for taking my call a minute ago. I have pasted some language from an email from 
Mike Wrinn and attached a section of the regulations that Mike, Steve, and Aline are claiming prevents 
them from moving an application through the various departments. You are now the 4th attorney that I 
have spoken to that disagrees with that assessment. 
  
The attached language only talks about what zoning shall do if no violation exists. It does not say what 
zoning can or cannot do if a violation exists which means it is subject to interpretation. It is Brian’s 
opinion that if a landlord in a multi tenant property is making reasonable effort to resolve the zoning 
violation that they should not be completely shut down from conduction business. 
  
Mike-Brian also told me that you did not ask him for his legal opinion which is most disappointing. You 
have the discretion to move Mr. Mango’s application through the process. It makes your note below 
seem less then genuine. Brian’s suggesting and hopefully willing to put in writing that your hands are not 
tied, but you didn’t seek to clarify that discretion. 
  
Mike’s Language-“Attached is Section 118-1420E of the Building Zone Regulations. Clearly this precludes 
me from approving a zoning permit with a zoning violation on the property. I was trying to work thru the 
matter with the auto use. I have even spoken to the attorneys of the owner of a Church Street property, 
and they are taking action on moving an application forward for a replacement auto use.  You have 
complicated a possible solution to the auto use on this site  by creating another violation on this 
property. 
  
 
 
I would love to have Mr. Mangoes go in the proposed space but you have tied my hands. I actually have 
his permits written up and ready to issue.” 
  
Mr. Mango is not controversial. He should be allowed to move through the process and open quickly. 
Blocking him, no matter the reason is just further proof of how anti-business City Hall has become. 
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The attachment you sent Mike was cutoff. 
 
I have attached the language that you are resting your position on. 
 
“The Zoning Inspector SHALL approve or reject any application… provided that no zoning 
violation exists on the property. 
 
This is what you add in your head that is not actually written: If a violation exists on a 
property then the Zoning Inspector’s hand are tied. He/she can do nothing with the 
application until the violation is cleared. 
 
This is what I add in my head and is closer to what Brian McCann adds in his head: If a 
violation exists on a property then the Zoning Inspector can use discretion to try to solve 
the violation. Applications can be processed but final Certificate of Occupancy can be 
withheld until the violation is cleared or the Inspector issue a conditional certificate of 
occupancy. 
 
Mike-I am 100% positive that if I had my attorney comb through 10 years of zoning 
violations that there are plenty of instances where applications are processed with existing 
violations in place. 
 
Use some common sense! I am trying to get the property compliant. Stop punishing poor 
Mr. Mango. 
 
Jason Milligan 
203-981-2300 
 

 
 

 



 
John and others, 
 
Please send me all violations issued for illegal murals in the city of Norwalk. Formal complaints 
have been made against several murals recently. 12 hours is the length of time it took the 
zoning office to go from formal complaint received via email to written violation for my Wall Art 
at 21 Isaacs St. That was amazing speed and efficiency.  
The fact that you have not responded to 1 email or 1 phone call is quite ridiculous.  
I expect that you have acting a similar manner for the other formal complaints you have 
received, and that you are just not communicating that. 
 
I would like to see all correspondence between any and all zoning inspectors and Jackie 
Lightfield regarded murals. 
 
1. O'Neil's 
2. Valencia 
3. Post Rd Diner 
4. Norwalk Library electric box walls 
5. Main st., Cross St, North Ave electric box walls 
 
Did your office receive a formal complaint about the beautiful Mill Hill wall art located at 97 
Wall St or did your office take the highly unusual step of issuing a zoning violation without 
receiving a complaint? 
 
No complaint 97 Wall st and a violation issued. 
 
Formal complaints made for other murals and no violations. Uneven enforcement of zoning 
regulations-Absolutely!! 
 
Jason Milligan 
O 203-849-8100 ext 101 
C 203-981-2300 

 
From: Jason Milligan 
Sent: Thursday, November 1, 2018 2:33 PM 
To: Hayducky, John; Steve Kleppin (skleppin@norwalkct.org); Wrinn, Michael 
Cc: Harry Rilling (hrilling@norwalkct.org); King, Laoise (lking@norwalkct.org); Robert Koch; Nancy 
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Chapman (Nancy@NancyOnNorwalk.com) 
Subject: RE: 21 Isaacs St Wall Art Zoning violaiton  
  
I would like to make a formal complaint for 2 more murals. 
  
1 mural is located at the corner of Main st, North Ave, and Cross st. It covers 100% of the electric utility 
box building. It also has a business name / logo for the Post Office. 
  
The 2nd mural covers 100% of the electric utility box building in front of the library. 
  
Making a distinction between artwork and signage is pretty straight forward. Zoning should be 
regulating signage and zoning should not be regulating artwork. 432 people agree and they have signed 
the petition requesting the recent murals remain as created by the artist, and recommending that 
Zoning stop regulating art. 
  
You are stepping into pretty settled 1st amendment case law when you start limiting freedom of speech 
and freedom of expression. 
  

Jason Milligan 

203-981-2300 

  
From: Jason Milligan  
Sent: Thursday, November 01, 2018 11:25 AM 

To: 'Hayducky, John'; Steve Kleppin (skleppin@norwalkct.org); 'Wrinn, Michael' 
Cc: Harry Rilling (hrilling@norwalkct.org); King, Laoise (lking@norwalkct.org); Robert Koch; Nancy 
Chapman (Nancy@NancyOnNorwalk.com) 

Subject: RE: 21 Isaacs St Wall Art Zoning violaiton  
  
John, 
  
I have heard so many times that Norwalk enforces its zoning regulations equally and evenly. I have 
repeated and strong evidence to the contrary. The most recent example is the lightning speed that your 
office and you issued a zoning violation against some wall art at a property I own at 21 Isaacs St. 
  
On October 11th 2018 a formal zoning complaint was made. On October 12th a violation was issued. 12 
hour turnaround is amazing. 
  
If a 1983 civil rights attorney took a deposition from you and he/she scoured through 10 years of zoning 
complaints how many instances do you think there would be where your office received a complaint 
and within 12 hours a written violation was issued. Did you act on your own or did you take direction 
from the legal department? 
  
Compare your actions to other formal complaints about other “murals” in Norwalk. Have you issued 
violations to Post Rd Diner, Valencia, O’Niel’s, The “Tyvek Temple”? The precedent for enforcing murals 
is now the 12 hour response time. Health, Life and safety issues, hazardous materials, and other serious 
violations take weeks, months, years to respond to if they are ever responded to. See the problem is you 
have a reputation and a record that is easily traceable. You are acting in an extremely inconsistent and 
malicious manner. 
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You should keep in mind that State law gives government officials and employees immunity from 
liability when discharging their duties and acting within the scope of their employment.  But they are not 
immune from liability for wanton, reckless, or malicious acts. 
  
I responded to your violation letter immediately. I have called and emailed you incessantly and you have 
ignored every attempt to contact you. 
  
I have covered the wall art and therefore satisfied the violation. 
  
NOW I AM ASKING YOU TO WITHDRAW THE VIOLATION!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 
  
You violated fast. I fixed it fast. Now you should withdraw it fast! 
  

Jason Milligan 

203-981-2300 

  
From: Jason Milligan  

Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2018 4:36 PM 
To: 'Hayducky, John'; Steve Kleppin (skleppin@norwalkct.org); 'Wrinn, Michael' 
Cc: Harry Rilling (hrilling@norwalkct.org); King, Laoise (lking@norwalkct.org); Robert Koch; Nancy 

Chapman (Nancy@NancyOnNorwalk.com) 
Subject: RE: 21 Isaacs St Wall Art Zoning violaiton  
  
By the way, there is a petition that is being circulated to save this artwork that has received broad 
support. In less than a week it has 385 supporters. 
  
You can view and sign the petition here: https://tinyurl.com/yc2mnzfv 
  

Jason Milligan 

203-981-2300 

  
From: Jason Milligan  
Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2018 4:18 PM 
To: Hayducky, John; Steve Kleppin (skleppin@norwalkct.org); 'Wrinn, Michael' 

Cc: Harry Rilling (hrilling@norwalkct.org); King, Laoise (lking@norwalkct.org); Robert Koch; Nancy 
Chapman (Nancy@NancyOnNorwalk.com) 
Subject: 21 Isaacs St Wall Art Zoning violaiton  
  
John and others, 
  
I have to admit that I was very surprised to learn that there are zoning regulations limiting artwork in the 
Arts District of Norwalk. The intent of the artwork on the wall of 21 Isaacs street was not intended to 
violate zoning. It was intended to make the area more beautiful and stir a little conversation about the 
neighborhood. I believe my goals were accomplished. The threat of $150 per day is not a welcome side 
effect. 
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While I believe that the zoning regulations in place are a violation of 1st amendment rights I do not 
desire to litigate that at this time. 
  
Wall Street Opportunity Fund, LLC, the owner of 21 Isaacs Street, is in receipt of a Notice of Zoning 
Violation dated October 12, 2018, alleging violations of the zoning regulations concerning “wall 
murals”.  We do not believe it is productive to have this fight with the City. 
  
Barring unforeseen circumstances the wall art / mural will be covered by the end of the week.  At your 
convenience, please inspect and issue a written notice that the October 12, 2018 Notice is withdrawn. 
  
We strongly urge the City to consider an amendment to the zoning regulations to provide more 
flexibility with regard wall art.  The size limitation, in particular, and the requirement for a permit, 
should be deleted from the regulations.  The restraint on freedom of expression, particularly in districts 
which are meant to encourage that expression, is not something the City should be encouraging. 
  
Thank you in advance for your consideration. 
  
I sent the below email earlier today to members of the Redevelopment Agency and Steve Kleppin. 
  
City leaders, 
  
As you update the zoning regulations I would like for you to change the regulations on artwork on 
buildings for the Central Business District aka the Arts District. 
  
Wall art or Murals shall have no zoning regulations and shall require no zoning permit. Any restriction 
shall be determined by the Redevelopment Agency design guidelines that already exist. 
  
Signage is already regulated by zoning and should remain that way. 
  
A mural becomes a sign when any business name or logo is presented in a way that is deemed 
advertising. 
  
RDA should have no arbitrary restriction on the size of murals or Wall Art. 
  
There should be no charge for the RDA to review a mural for approval. 
  
  
Thank you. 

 
 

 
 
 

 



Joe, 
 
I didn’t have your email address handy when I sent the email below. 
 
I imagine that you are just doing the job that you are hired to do, and aiming to please the 
person that put you in your current position. Mario Coppola went to great lengths to put 
you in this position. Another law firm had been retained. Mario threw a fit about the choice. 
He screamed about conflicts of interest and was successful at getting you the job. Many are 
aware that you worked hand and glove with Mario on the Mosque debacle, so they 
understand that Mario would want someone that he could control representing the agency 
in this matter. 
 
It has been reported that you represent the Redevelopment Agency but people have 
wondered if your  greater allegiance is to Mario Coppola who has no role at the Agency. 
 
Mario Coppola has also demonstrated a pattern of behavior that has undermined my ability 
to conduct business in the City of Norwalk. Mario’s behavior over a number of years has 
been wanton, reckless, and malicious. I continue to gather evidence and build a 1983 civil 
rights lawsuit against Mario and others. In light of Mario’s personal animosity towards me 
and in light of his reckless behavior don’t you clearly see that he has a huge conflict of 
interest remaining involved much less in charge of this lawsuit? The fact that you and your 
client refuse to meet or engage with myself and my attorney without Mario present further 
demonstrates Mario’s control over the litigation. By allowing him to remain as the 
mastermind of this lawsuit seems to put you derelict of your fiduciary duty. Your client is 
supposed to be independent of the City and Mario. 
 
I have repeatedly expressed my desire to work within the bounds of the land agreements. I 
have acknowledged the rights of the Agency and City in writing. I made repeated attempts 
to become the Redeveloper in the proper way. If you are aware of this it seems that taking 
direction from Mario would be contrary to the best interest of your client, who also 
happens to be my Redevelopment Agency, and all the Norwalk taxpayers Redevelopment 
Agency. The people of Norwalk want to see this disagreement worked out not litigated. 
They want to see the parties talking. 
 
Mario’s interests and desires are not necessarily aligned with the Redevelopment Agency 
(your client). With a fiduciary duty to your client how do you reconcile these two 
competing interests? 
 
The citizens and taxpayers of Norwalk want a solution. Let’s start the dialogue to explore 
solutions… 
 
Jason Milligan 
203-981-2300 
 
From: Jason Milligan 
Sent: Friday, November 02, 2018 10:10 AM 



To: Coppola, Mario; Sheehan, Timothy; Harry Rilling (hrilling@norwalkct.org); King, Laoise 
(lking@norwalkct.org); Brian McCann (bmccann@norwalkct.org) 
Cc: drubin David Rubin; Jason Milligan; Thomas Devine; Felix Serrano 
(fserrano@guidelightfinancial.com) 
Subject: Phase II is dead if it were ever alive and real 
 
 
Super Mario, 
 
 
 
Your frivolous lawsuit puts a tremendous emphasis on the importance of the 3 phases of 
the contemplated POKO project. You state and infer that a transfer of some of the "POKO" 
properties ruins the chance to complete the 3 phase project. You want the court to believe 
that the recent transfer would cause the entire project to fail. 
 
 
 
The 3 phases of POKO were never a realistic or viable project even when the 
Redevelopment Agency had the power of eminent domain. There are so many properties 
that are owned and controlled by private parties that have long-standing successful 
businesses in them. There is no reasonable way to acquire all of the properties needed to 
complete all 3 phases of POKO. 
 
 
 
Recently 2 parcels, #11 & #13 Leonard St were sold on the open market in an arms length 
transaction to the owner of #9 Leonard st. #11 and #13 are part of the POKO development 
plan. Now the owner of these 3 contiguous properties has filed application to build a 28 
apartment building above retail. If there was any doubt about the viability of the Phase II or 
Phase III this project surely puts the nail in the coffin. 
 
 
 
It seems less then genuine if not completely dishonest to tell the court that keeping these 
parcels together is so important. It also knocks the legs out of specific performance. It is 
impossible to specifically perform Phase II or Phase III. The effort you are exerting to try to 
just get back to a position where you could exercise specific performance makes no logical 
sense when there is nothing viable to specifically perform. 
 
 
 
See the link below showing a map of parcel 2A, which includes 11 & 13 Leonard St. 
 
http://www.norwalkct.org/DocumentCenter/View/569/Land-
Uses?bidId=<http://www.norwalkct.org/DocumentCenter/View/569/Land-Uses?bidId> 
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Here is a link to an article in the Norwalk Hour detailing the site plan application for the 28 
apartment project: 
 
https://www.thehour.com/news/article/Six-story-apartment-building-proposed-for-
Leonard-13285439.php 
 
 
 
The City and Agency has repeatedly stated that the lawsuits you are filing are to protect the 
city's rights, which certainly sounds like the proper this to do. 
 
 
 
Would you mind identifying the exact rights you are seeking to protect? The lawsuit 
complaint was very long and reads like a novel. I had a hard time sifting through to find the 
rights your are looking to protect. 
 
 
 
From my reading of the LDA and its various additions, amendments, and addendums I see 2 
rights that the City and Agency have with regard to the properties I now own. 
 
 
 
The LDA requires that the property owner (regardless of who the owner is or how they 
become owner) must provide 88 public parking spaces forever and always. The LDA also 
gives the City/Agency the right to ReEnter the property, or buy it back for a period of 
several more years. 
 
 
 
Those 2 rights are the only 2 rights that the City has with regard to me. I do not dispute 
those rights. The LDA is recorded against the land records and I am 100% bound to those 2 
rights. 
 
 
 
If you are fighting in court to establish those 2 rights then you are wasting your time and 
you are wasting taxpayer money! 
 
 
 
If there are other rights you are seeking to protect please explain. 

https://www.thehour.com/news/article/Six-story-apartment-building-proposed-for-Leonard-13285439.php
https://www.thehour.com/news/article/Six-story-apartment-building-proposed-for-Leonard-13285439.php


 
 
 
You may have the right to collect damages suffered by a breach of the agreement by the old 
owner, but that has nothing to do with me, and there is an argument that you are financially 
better off now then when you were bound to a bad, dead agreement. The old owners 
breach gives you the right to cancel any and all of your obligations. You should spend more 
time considering that fact because it will save you a boatload of money. I say you-I mean it 
saves a boatload of taxpayer money, so maybe that is less exciting for you. 
 
 
Jason Milligan 
O 203-849-8100 ext 101 
C 203-981-2300 
 

 

 

 

 

Norwalk is a city, but it is also a small town. It has so many things going for it. Strong leadership 
is not one of them. 
 
Norwalk City Hall and Norwalk's boards and commissions are chock full of capable intelligent 
people but rarely do those people step up in a way that would be considered great leadership. I 
suspect many would be leaders fear backlash and potential recourse against themselves for 
taking a stand. 
 
A good leader can see past personalty and style and can bring people and organizations 
together for a common good. 
 
So I write to all of you in leadership positions hoping that you will seize this opportunity to bring 
everyone together. Norwalk will be the ultimate winner! 
 
Please review some previous emails I have sent to various people below. It is unfortunate that 
some people in power are putting personal feelings ahead of the best interests of the city of 
Norwalk. 
 
We should all recognize that this is our city. Please stand up and speak out and try to do what 
you can to bring Norwalk together. 
 



Thanks. 
 


