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Thursday, April 24, 1969 18,. 

<J3 
MR. PAPANDREA (78th): 

Pursuant to Rule 47, I move acceptance of the committee's 

favorable report and passage of the bills which appear on page 

15 of our Consent Calendar. Starting at the. top, Calendar No. 

507» Senate Bill No. 848, File No. 272; Calendar No. 5 0 8 , genate 

File No. 279; Calendar No, 509, Substitute for Senkte 
Bill 907, File No. 3 2 6 ; Calendar No. 510, Senate Bill No. 514. 

File No. 310; Calendar No. 511, Senate Bill No. 1495, File No. 3f4: 

THE SPEAKER: 

You've heard the motion, all those in favor indicate by 

saying aye. Those opposed. The bills are passed <> 

MR. PAPANDREA (78th): 

Mr. Speaker, pursuant to the provisions of Rule 47, Imove 

that the following matters be placed on the Consent Calendar0 

Commencing on Page 3 at the very top; Calendar No„ 469, H^se_Bij.l 

No. 8087/ File No. 570. To page 4, the third from the bottom, 

Calendar No. 5 1 6 , Substitute for-House Bill No. 7492, File Mo. 

573; to page 6, the middle of the page, Calendar No. 545, 

Substitute for House Bill No. 6974, File No. 5 7 6 ; to Page 7, 

second from the top, Calendar No. 550, Modified House Bill No. 

7073, File No. 581; Calendar No. 552, Substitute for House Bill 

No, 7483, File No, 583; the last on Page 7 , Calendar No. 555> 

Modified House Bill No. 5447, File No. 585. On page 8, the 

first under Favorable Reports, Calendar No. 558, Senate Bill 

No. 8 6 3 , File No. 3 6 5 ; Calendar No. 5 5 9 , Modified Senate Bill No 

359" 





Page 14 April 16, 1969 
SENATOR DIBTELLI: 

Mr« President, it merely extends the time in which a suit 
can b© Tiled* Simply a validating act* I move for adoption. 
THE GHAIR: 

Further remarks. If not, as many who are in favor signify 
by saying aye, contrary minded. The ̂ JrJ^i^PJJJJ^d,, 
TEE CLERKs 

Calendar No, 337, File No. 326. Favorable report of the 
joint s tand!ng commit te e on Elect!ons, „ on SjgateJBiJL1 
An Act concerning the Removal of an El®ctorT s .Name for Party 
Disaffiliation and Subsequent Restoration Thereof. 
SENATOR CALDWELL: 

Mr. President, I move for acceptance of the favorable re-
port and passage of the bill* 
TBB CHAIR: 

Question is on acceptance of the favorable report and pass-
age of the bill. Will you remark, Senator« 
SENATOR CALDWELL: 

Mr. I^resident, during the last session of the general 
assembly, we passed a law which provided that if a person was 
enrolled with a party but diaffiliation of themselves with that 
party and chose to run on a party label of another party, he 
would automatically be stricken from the first party enrollment. 
However, the law was not too specific as to when this suspenion 
should start so this merely says that it begans the day of elect-
ion and ends at the termination of the term of office for which 
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he is a candidate and it farther provides that he must reapply 
for admission to his original party0 We thought It was a deserv-
ing bill and I urge Its passage. 
THE CHAIR: 

Question is on passage of the bill. Will you remark further. 
If not, as many who are in favor signify by saying aye, contrary 
minded. The bill ispassed. 
THE CLERK: 

Calendar No. 340, File Mo. 181e Favorable report of the 
ioint standing committee on Banks on House Bill No« 5790. An Act 
concerning Exemption of B'armers* Cooperative Marketing Corporat-
ions from Registration Under the Connecticut Securities Act® 
SENATOR HICKEY: 

Mr. President, may the Clerk read the amendment. 
THE CLERK: 

This is Sjnate^^Amend^ to^Eouse Bill No. 5790, File 
No. 181. An Act concerning Exemption of Farmers* Cooperative 
Marketing Corporations from Registration Under the Connecticut 
Securities Act. 

In Section 1, line 14 is amended by adding the following to 
the end of Section 1, subsection (a)11" (12) The Cooperative Con-
sumers of New London Inc. when selling or offering to sell its 
securities• 
THE CHAIR: 

Question is on passage of this amendment. Will you remark® 





ELECTIONS Wed. March 5, 1969 

Our state workers are not exempt from tho draft. 
They have-) fought and died on every front through-
out the years. They are now engaged! in fighting 
a political war in Vietnam to preserve the r!•• lit3 
of the Vietnam people and if they are lucky enough 
to return home, they find they are deprived of 
their political rights at home and are classified 
as second-grade citizens. In other words, they 
are not entitled to the same privileges they have 
fought for other nations. Would you consider this 
equal rights and opportunities? We are appealing 
to this committee to give this bill the utmost 
consideration, reclassify state employees as first-
class citizens. We were here in 1967 pleading for 
their rights and we intend to keep pleading until 
their rights are restored. 

We also would like to go on record supporting SBG22 
CONCERNING THE FILING OF ENROLLMENT STATISTICS, 
SB907 THE REMOVAL OF AN ELECTOR'S NAME FOR PARTY 
DISAFFILIATION AND SUBSEQUENT RESTORATION THEREOF, 
HB6S40, HB6827, HB5055. 

Rep. Keilty; Mrs. Rothcoth, do I misunderstand you? I 
thought Tour opening remarks were that you opposed 
this bill? 

Mrn. Rothcoth: No, I do oppose HB6225... for the simple reason 
that a state employee must take a leave of absence. 

Rep. Keilty: Do you then believe he should not be required 
to"take a leave? 

Mrs. Rothcoth: That is right. He should be given the same 
r i ght any other c i t izen has. Whe n t he y a re taken 
into the draft, they are taken as first-class 
citizens but when they return, they return as 
second class. We feel this is discrimination 
against state employees - why should they have to 
take a leave of absence? 

.Robert Argazsi, 25th; What is a state employee was elected 
to the State Legi1a t u r e . 

Mrs. Rothcoth: He would automatically know when he runs 
that he would have to give up his position. 
He knows at this time, that should he be elected, 
he can no longer accent pay for two positions. 

Rep. Argazzi, 25th: fie would have to take a leave of absence? 

Mrs. Rothcoth: He would have to resign for the t/?me be-' ng. 
When he's running for office and has to take a leave 
of absence that's segregating him. v're fre against that. 
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request in the report now. It 5 s important infor-
mation and should be part of the msudatory require-
rr.ent • 
SB-9.07 - THE REMOVAL OP AN ELECTOR'S NAME FOR PARTY 

' 'DISAFFILIATION AND SUBSEQUENT RESTORATION THEREOFt 
relates to the 1aw that was enacted at the 1967 
session of the General Assembly that requires that 
if a name of an elector appears on the voting machine 
ballot label as a candidate only under a party 
d e signa t i o n other then t ha t of the party i n whi c h he 
is enrolled, then his name must be removed from the 
enrollment list of the party of which he is enrolled 
for a period of time equal to his term of office for 
which he ran. This law as presently drawn is some-
what arnblgous and even that portion we considered 
somewhat clear, thepart that I just described, we 
encountered sone considerable difficulty. An individ-
ual who filed a nominating petition called to ask me 
wliether or not anything in our office involved 
mandatory removal or whether it merely meant that 
one has to invoke t he re mo va1 pro c e dure provided for 
in the law now - the procedure under which the 
Reg i s t r a r of Vote rs notifies the chairman of the 
party and cites the party individual whose affilia-
tion is un d e r que s t i on a nd a he a ri ng is held. It 
wa s t he v i ew o f t hi s i rid i v i du al t ha t it me re 1 y c al led 
for the invoking of .that procedure and did not re-
quire automatic removal. As the law is written I 
think it requires automatic removal and the benefits 
derived from the hearings that this committee holds, 
is the fact that we were able to obtain a transcript 
of the hearings and the testimony consistently In-
dicated that in the vIew (5f all thos e who spoke on 
the bill called for automatic removal. In fact we 
were threatened with action but eventually the 
indi vIdua1 hims e1f re ana1yz e d the statutes a nd con-
cluded that It did ca11 fo r automatic remova1 of 
the name. There are ambiguities in this law and 
whenever the law relating to election matters is 
amb i go u s c a n :! nro air t he r i ght s of i n d i v I du a 1 s in-
volved as this one does. Th"'s law is completely 
silent as to what happens at the expiration of this 
pcriod durIng which the name i s removed * It doesn't 
spell out whether the name is to be automatically 
reinstated to the list, if It Is to be automatically 
reinstated to the list, then should not the individua-t 
have the right to be reinstated and if he is not to 
be reinstated then how is he to do this and there is 
a so-called freeze period when an elector transfers 
from one party to another for a period of at least 
six months - Is this to apply to one of these indiv-
iduals at the expiration of this period chooses to 
enroll in party A rather then party B from the list 
which is name was removed, 

•Re p. K e 111 y % M i s s Tore 3 wh at you. a re saying is tha he i s 
P^naliZed an additional six months? 


