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BRIEF OF EVANDRO S. SANTINI AND
SANTINI HOMES, INC. AS AMICI CURIAE
IN SUPPORT OF PETITIONERS
SAN REMO HOTEL, L.P.,, ET AL.

Evandro S. Santini and Santini Homes, Inc. of Vernon,
Connecticut, have received the parties’ consent to file
this brief as amici curiae through blanket letters of con-
sent filed with the Clerk of the Court.

INTEREST OF EVANDRO S. SANTINI
AND SANTINI HOMES, INC.!

Evandro Santini has built homes and apartments for
37 years in the suburbs of Hartford, Connecticut. After
immigrating to the U.S. in 1957 at age 17, he served sev-
eral apprenticeships in the building trades. He founded
Santini Homes, Inc. in 1970, and has been its president
ever since,

From 1994 through 2004, Mr. Santini and his com-
pany (hereinafter “Santini”) litigated through the Con-
necticut courts and then the federal courts a temporary
taking case that vividly illustrates what commentators
and courts have referred to as the Williamson County
“conundrum” and its jurisdictional “Catch 22.” Santin:
v. Connecticut Hazardous Waste Management Service,
251 Conn. 661, 739 A.2d 680 (1999), cert. denied, 530
U.S. 1225 (2000); slip op., No. 3:01 GV 563 (WWE),
August 27, 2002 (D. Conn.), affirmed on other grounds,

Lpursuant to Rule 37.6 of this Court, the amici state that no
counsel for any party authored any part of this brief, or paid for it.
No one other than the amici or their counsel have made a mone-
tary contribution to its preparation.






