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NEW HAVEN — A gender-<discrimination m.ul ﬁl.rd hrn
former Maugainck female police officer against the bor-
ough, its police chiel and deputy chiel was sent (o the
jury im 115, District Court on Thursday.

Testimony filed by the officer, Caroline (VBar, ended
with closing arguments after elght and a half days, Merrie
Hawiley, the attormey representing O Bar; Party Swan, the
attomey representing the borough, ahd Michasel Farrell,
the attormey representing Chief Denmis Clisham and
Deputy Chiel Thomas Hant, addressed the jury of foar
wommen and thres men

Judge Ellen Bres Bums sent them to the jury room for
hinch and deliberations about 2 pom. At 430, the jurors
senit & note requesting farther information

The juiry miast decide whether b or so incidents out-
lined by Hawley ereated such a hostile working eroviron-
meend that O'Bar had no cholcs bul to resign. The jury
must also decide whether Clisham and Huntl intentional-
by indfliectid emvitional dstress

Hawley spoke before and after the defense attomeys.
She mitially had asked the jory to “remember the pat-
tern.” She mentioned an evaluation thet rated O'Bar's
attendance a8 unsatisfactory because she used 57 sick
days as materndty leave. Also, the mayor thought the ter
mination of the bilke patrol the day after the police com-
mission heard O'Bar's grievance over i was retaliation

Swan aiscked pieces of OBar's case. She called the

evaluation “nothing but a distraction,” and sadd O'Bar
cannot point to & single time it was used sgainst her,
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GENDER: Jury returned to courtroom to ask questions
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of experience, why would they be so
peity to do what the plantiff sas they

Bwan used a large chart s a visual did?™

aid, concentrating on a tmeline of
évients and the explanations of how
the department did business. She
attempled o show thal each work
assignment that ('Bar alleged was dis-
crimination or retaliation had nothing

tress on (VBar, described the case a5 a

thisory.
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oath, o protect and serve,” he said. *[
ask you 1o consider, with all the years

Hawley focused on credibility of
conflicting  testimony, specifically
mentioning Capt. James Fortin and
Claham.

"Did you believe them on the
staned™ shwe asked of all the defonss
witIsesss,

At &30, the jury seni oul a note
seeking more information. After a 30

minute conference with the attomeys
nhﬂ'nhmhr Bums returned o the
courtroom, brought the jury in and

answered three of the six questions on
the note,

The jury wanbed to know,

B How detectives are assigned;

B When OBar filed her Lt
with the stale Commmission of

and Opportunities;

Whether there was & requirement

that the department notify each union
member when are changed,
W When the kmew there
would be an opening for a detective
that was flled while ('Bar was on
leanve.
answered that detectives are
the

Burns
aent b of

¥ spieaial
chief, gave the date of the CHRO com-  ing.

plaint, January 2000, and advised
Jurors to kook at the wnbon contract for
information on any requirement (o
niotify each union member shout poli-
cy changes. She did not snawer the
other questions, saying they were not
I evidencs presented




