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The other bil l that I see that could make it eas ier f o r the club 
with bookkeeping and r e c o r d s is 6504, House Bill No. 6504. 
T h e r e may be m o r e important bills in this sess i on , I a m sure , 
than this part i cu lar bi l l but I would think that some of the technical 
v io lat ions that m a y p r e s e n t a prob lem would be el iminated with this 
bi l l and, t h e r e f o r e , I would think there would be s o m e benefit f o r 
the c lubs if this bil l w e r e adopted. 

I a l s o have quickly l ooked at Bill No. 5485, House Bill 5485. I 
do not f ee l I have studied it enough or talked to enough people on 
that part i cu lar bi l l to take a position on it and, there f o re , I would 
look f o r w a r d to speaking with people in this f ield, including m e m b e r s 
of the L iquor Control C o m m i s s i o n , to find out how they f ee l about 
this par t i cu lar b i l l . 

H o w e v e r , I do know of a p rob lem that exists that all of you are 
a w a r e of that have been on the committee in the past and that is 
the p r o b l e m s that the c l u b permits present f o r the restaurant 
p e r m i t t e e s . In the past we have had this p r o b l e m and I don't 
know if it was ever r e s o l v e d to everyone ' s sat is fact ion . Maybe 
it wi l l never be. H o w e v e r , there is one a r e a I would like to 
suggest , in the spir i t of trying to meet the p r o b l e m of smal l c lubs 
that have f ine fac i l i t i es but have some legal di f f iculty in my mind 
in renting that fac i l i ty to anyone except a m e m b e r . Towns such as 
R idge f i e ld where we have many philanthropic and c i v i c organizat ions 
that need a large fac i l i ty and can find none except poss ib ly at a c lub -
I think a public s e r v i c e could be a c c o m p l i s h e d if we would p e r m i t 
those philanthropic and c iv i c organizations who need a large fac i l i ty , 
say once a year , f o r a dance or a banquet, to apply f o r a spec ia l 
p e r m i t to conduct such an af fa ir . I don't think it would be detr imenta l 
to the restaurants and I think it would p e r f o r m a public s e r v i c e f o r 
the c lubs that I ment ioned - c iv ic and phi lanthropic and e l e e m o s y n a r y 
institutions, that is the word , charitable inst i tut ions. Thank you . 

C h a i r m a n P r o v e n z a n o : Thank y o u for the new w o r d Senator . A r e there any 
other l e g i s l a t o r s who w i s h to be heard? Is there anyone f r o m the 
L iquor Contro l C o m m i s s i o n here present , represent ing the C o m m i s s i o n ? 
No one here f r o m the C o m m i s s i o n ? A l l r ight, we wil l continue with 
the hearing on House Bi l l 6504. Anyone speaking in f a v o r of 6 504? 

W a l t e r Napierata : Mr . Chairman, Chairman Dupont, my name is Walter 
Napierata and I a m an attorney at law represent ing the Federated 
Clubs of Connecticut, an organization cons i s t ing of over 350 c lubs 
throughout the State of Connect icut . They include ve terans ' o r g a n i z a -
t ions , ethnic groups, M o o s e , Elks, whatever you want to have and 
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we want to go on r e c o r d as being in f a v o r of House Bi l l 6504. 
Now, the present l iquor laws provide a p e r s o n is not c o n s i d e r e d 
a guest of a m e m b e r until his name is entered into a guest book 
prov ided f o r that p u r p o s e . A guest 's name and his a d d r e s s and 
the date of introduct ion must be entered by the m e m b e r and the 
m e m b e r must s ign a f ter it. We have exper i enced in the past 
individuals who have had a lack of education, can not read o r 
wr i te too w e l l . They don ' t know how to spel l n a m e s . They have 
a hear ing or a sight impediment and in this situation we propose , 
and this is our p r o p o s a l f o r this c o m m i t t e e , that they be a l lowed 
to a l low the guest to s ign his own name into the guest book and the 
part i cu lar m e m b e r sign his name a f ter it. There is not going to 
be any change in the guest book r e q u i r e m e n t except a l l owing the 
m e m b e r to have his guest sign his n a m e ; e spec ia l l y if he d o e s n ' t 
understand the spe l l ing of the p e r s o n ' s last name. Now, I dare say 
that anybody here could probably wr i t e m y name to a guest book 
right now and wr i te it p roper ly . I didn't spel l it f o r anybody here 
but it is N - a - p - i - e - r - a - t - a and we cer ta in ly urge you to ac t v e r y 
f avorab ly on that p a r t i c u l a r bil l . Thank you . 

Senator Dupont: I would l ike to ask you a quest ion . Is there a law on the 
books now or is this a regulation? 

Walter Napierata: It is a regulat ion . 

Senator Dupont: And your b i l l - you are propos ing now to make this 
regulat ion into a l a w . 

Walter Napierata : Right. 

Senator Dupont: Have you m a d e any attempt to have the L iquor Contro l 
C o m m i s s i o n change the regulations? 

Walter Napierata : Y e s , w e indicated to them and they have not fe lt constra ined 
to go along with the change in the regulat ion . 

Senator Dupont: So you d e c i d e d to ask the Genera l A s s e m b l y . 

Wal ter Napierata : Yes we did . 

Representat ive Espos i t o : Is there a limit to how many guests a m e m b e r 
can have ? 

Walter Napierata : At the p r e s e n t t ime, the L i q u o r Control C o m m i s s i o n does 
not requ i re any l imi tat ion on the number of guests although they do 
f r o w n upon a bar tender o r somebody who s igns in 50 o r 60 m e m b e r s 
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e v e r y day. Now this is usually s crut in ized by the l i quor contro l 
i n s p e c t o r s . If they see too many names entered into a guest book, 
they start asking quest ions why the n a m e s are entered into the 
guest book and under what conditions and if the bartender is a 
permi t t ee they l o o k into that part i cu lar pos i t ion b e c a u s e certa in ly 
the c lubs are we l l a w a r e of the fact that signing too many m e m b e r s 
l ooks and smacks l ike it is a c o m m e r c i a l operation and this is a 
thing which a great many clubs are on the watch f o r b e c a u s e they 
want to meet the requ i rements f o r the regulation and the law as 
it present ly appl ies to them at the present t ime . 

Representat ive Espos i t o : Is there a penalty? 

Walter Napierata: Wel l there could be a penalty; there could be a hear ing 
b e f o r e the Liquor Contro l C o m m i s s i o n w h e r e they could be suspended 
f o r the violat ion of the guest book requ i rements and the usual 
suspens ion has been 10 days. 

Representa t ive D i c e : Could y o u tell us what the pos i t ion of the L iquor Contro l 
C o m m i s s i o n was in not allowing the guests to sign their own n a m e s ? 

Walter Napierata : No, I have no idea of what g o v e r n e d their thoughts on this 
m a t t e r . 

Representa t i ve D i c e : How l ong ago did you ask t h e m ? 

Wal ter Napierata : Well , it w a s the last s e s s i o n I guess s ince w e asked them. 
They w e r e we l l a w a r e of this part icular bi l l at that t i m e . Incidental ly 
this passed , and they passed it out on the House f l o o r to go in the Senate. 
In the last two days of the sess ion two y e a r s ago, this bi l l was , I be l i eve , 
resubmit ted back to the Senate after reach ing the f l o o r . 

Cha i rman P r o v e n z a n o : T o the m e m b e r s represent ing the l iquor industry , 
whether it be restaurants , c lubs, package s t o r e s , whatever it may 
be , next week we w i l l be hearing new p e r m i t s and regulat ions and 
many of your g r i e v a n c e s may be within the regulat ions and we 
cer ta in ly would l ike to hear what you have to say on those regu la t i ons . 
It would be w i se f o r you to look those regulat ions over between now 
and next week . We a r e going to have that hearing on the 3rd and we 
would like to know whether there are po ints in those regulat ions which 
should be changed o r rev ised by us or d i sa l l owed by us . So p lease 
be p r e p a r e d . We a r e going to have that hear ing next w e e k . This 
is very vital. You made a very important point c o n c e r n i n g the 
regulat ion. 

Anyone e lse speaking in favor of 6504. P l e a s e give y o u r name and 
speak into the m i k e . 
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L e o P. F lamion : My name is Leo P. F l a m i o n . I a m Chairman of the 
Leg is la t ive Commit tee of the Federa ted Clubs of Connect i cut . 
We a r e in f avor of Bill 6504. To save t ime at this hear ing , m y 
r e m a r k s in f avor of this are about the s a m e as At torney N a p i e r a t a ' s . 

M r . Sorokin : M r . Cha i rmen and Members of the Liquor Contro l C o m m i t t e e , 
m y name is Sorokin. I r e p r e s e n t the Yarpas Club, the 
Spartans A . C. of New Britain, Connect i cut . We have c o m e to a 
point now where w e have all the old p e o p l e who belong to our c lubs , 
the founder of the c lubs , and they c o m e in where we have them now. 
They can ' t see good . They can't w r i t e and we fee l that this is a 
wonder fu l thing and we go along with 6 504 and we wish you would 
give it a favorab le fee l ing . 

Cha i rman Provenzano : Anyone e lse wishing to speak in support of 6504? 

Phi l ip G. R. Dionne: I a m Phil ip G. R. Dionne. I am the P r e s i d e n t of 
a c lub in Groton, Connect icut . 

Cha i rman P r o v e n z a n o : Would you mind spel l ing y o u r name, s i r ? 

Phi l ip G. R . Dionne: D - i - o - n - n - e , and I a l s o speak f o r the Submarine 
Veterans Club of Groton, Connecticut and they both have asked m e 
to c o m e over here and speak of this b i l l f o r the same r e a s o n s 
stated by Attorney Napierata. 

Cha i rman P r o v e n z a n o : Do any of the m e m b e r s have any q u e s t i o n s ? If 
you do, don't be a f ra id to ask. Anyone e l s e wishing to speak in 
support of 6504? If we have no o thers wishing to speak in f a v o r 
of it, we wi l l hear the opposition to 6 504. Will those p e r s o n s 
wishing to oppose 6 504, p lease c o m e f o r w a r d and give your name . 

Kev in Kenny: Kevin Kenny, 7 5 Pear l Street, H a r t f o r d . I a m attorney f o r 
the A s s o c i a t e d Restaurants of Connect i cut . This p a r t i c u l a r bi l l 
de le tes f r o m the regulations of the L i q u o r Contro l C o m m i s s i o n 
that c lause-by the m e m b e r introducing h i m . Now that wou ld be 
right a f ter the name and address would be entered in the guest 
book by the m e m b e r introducing h im. Now that i s being taken out. 
They have attempted this in the past but the Liquor Contro l C o m m i s s i o n 
has had quite a bit of exper ience with the p r o b l e m s of the pr iva te c lubs 
and I p r e s u m e this is why they insist on this par t i cu lar regulat ion . 
We f e e l this is an attempt to c i r c u m v e n t the r e s t r i c t i o n s i m p o s e d by 
the Liquor Control C o m m i s s i o n and in the past when the C o m m i s s i o n 
has test i f ied , they have indicated that this can get out of l ine w h e r e a 
bartender or permi t tee can sign up, as the prev ious speaker indicated , 
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50 or 60 peop le . N o w the C o m m i s s i o n has an opportunity to 
check on them and they question them on why. If you pass this 
leg is lat ion, the C o m m i s s i o n will no l o n g e r have the opportunity 
to question the c lub at all so that 50 o r 60 people could walk in 
off the street and the bartender could s ign them in. That is why 
we a r e opposed to i t . 

Representat ive Espos i t o : A r e you speaking in r e g a r d to one day, one 
part i cu lar instance , o r are you talking about over a w e e k ' s 
p e r i o d or three days or what? 

Kevin Kenny: You mean on signing them in? 

Representat ive Espos i t o : On the bartender 's s igning them. 

Kevin Kenny: Well , I think if this bill were to p a s s , it could happen e v e r y 
day in the week. 

Representat ive Espos i t o : T h e other attorney ment ioned the c on t ro l the 
inspec tor would have over the guest b o o k requirement against 
questioning and then when I asked h im about a penalty, there 
would be a s u s p e n s i o n if this was abused . 

Kevin Kenny: Well if this b i l l w e r e to pass , there would be no penal ty . 
There would be no r e s t r i c t i on . I mean that is the way I read it 
because the way they check on it now, i t ' s by the m e m b e r i n t r o -
ducing h im into the blub, his guest. Now the C o m m i s s i o n must 
tel l a pr ivate c lub i f 50 people sign up by one person who happens 
to be the bartender that it really isn ' t fo l lowing the p r e s e n t regula-
tion of being in t roduced by the fr iend that brought the guest . 

Representat ive E s p o s i t o : Would you concur that maybe an inc lus ion in 
this bil l e l iminating bartenders or p e r m i t t e e s f r o m signing a 
guest or another m e m b e r of his immedia te family or re la t ive , 
in other w o r d s , f o rb idd ing him to sign in these 50 s t r a n g e r s . 

Kevin Kenny: I think that the Restaurant A s s o c i a t i o n fee ls that when you 
open the door , it is a s a pract i ca l matter very d i f f i cu l t not to 
have say one individual sign them in that w e haven't thought of . 
Now le t ' s say the c a r e t a k e r or s o m e o n e could be used . So I 
think as a p r a c t i c a l matter that wouldn't stop the p r o b l e m . 

C h a i r m a n Provenzano : If I r e m e m b e r c o r r e c t l y , this was the bi l l that 
was worked over quite at length last s e s s i o n between the c lubs 
and the restaurant p e o p l e and I think w e c a m e up with someth ing 
that was a little t o l e r a b l e to both groups and it paased the House . 
I think that is as f a r as it went. If my m e m o r y s e r v e s m e right, 
i sn ' t that right A t t o r n e y Napierata? 
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Walter Napierata : My m e m o r y is a little vague right now. 

Chairman P r o v e n z a n o : I s e e . Well, we wi l l cer ta in ly look into it and 
see what we c o m e up with this s e s s i o n . Do you have any quest ions , 
any of you m e m b e r s ? 

Joe Begnal : My name is Joe Begnal and I a m the Pres ident of the Waterbury 
Restaurant A s s o c i a t i o n . We would l ike to go on r e c o r d f r o m the 
Waterbury sec t ion of the State of Connect i cut as being opposed to 
this bi l l f o r the s a m e reasons as M r . Kenny has stated. In answer 
to one thing that w a s brought up here about the bartender signing up 
the guests or not s igning them up, m o s t of the clubs now in our 
sec t ion of the State, al l the m e m b e r s a r e bartenders at one t ime 
o r another so that nobody could sign up a guest because the ma jo r i ty 
of them don't have f u l l - t i m e help. They have p a r t - t i m e help and 
they are all b a r t e n d e r s . 

Representa t ive Espos i t o : M r . Begnal, just one quest ion. What do you fee l , 
monetary w i se , if th is legislation went through would in jure the 
restaurant a s s o c i a t i o n ? Other than the fac t - I don't know the 
rat io of c o s t s in restaurants , a highball against what the c lubs 
would c h a r g e ? 

Joe Begnal : We be l i eve that w e would lose m o r e c u s t o m e r s than we are 
a l ready los ing b e c a u s e if you open up this guest book thing w h e r e 
nobody has to sign t h e m in or sign them out or anything l ike that, 
they are going to be walking in and out of these p l a c e s m o r e so 
than they are now. 

Cha i rman P r o v e n z a n o : A l l r ight . Anyone e l s e in opposi t ion to 6504? 

Hugh M. Neary : M r . C h a i r m a n and M e m b e r s of the C o m m i t t e e , m y name 
is Hugh M. N e a r y . I am the Pres ident of the B r i d g e p o r t Restaurant 
Ful l P e r m i t A s s o c i a t i o n and, on behalf of my m e m b e r s , w e would 
l ike to go in oppos i t i on to Bill 6504. We f e e l that any waiv ing of the 
guest book regulat ions would just c r e a t e a situation that would 
a l low m o r e and m o r e people into the c lubs without the r e s t r i c t i o n 
that they have had in the past. Thank y o u v e r y much . 

Representa t i ve Hermanowsk i , 31st Dis t r i c t : D o y o u know if any other state 
has the same regulat ion on c lubs? 

Hugh M. Neary : Do I know other states that have this regulat ion . I don ' t know. 

Cha i rman P r o v e n z a n o : A n y o n e e lse in oppos i t ion to 6504. 
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C h a i r m a n P r o v e n z a n o : Would you repeat that again, Representat ive D i c e , 
as I don't think the m i k e was on. 

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e D i c e : In the f i f th line of the b i l l , the w o r d s "the signature 
of the m e m b e r " and I want to know whether that is intended to be 
a signature d i f f e r e n t f r o m the m e m b e r w h o m the p e r s o n is a 
guest of or what i s that intended to m e a n ? 

Chai r m a n P r o v e n z a n o : L e t ' s have At torney Napierata give us this . 

W a l t e r Napierata : I think that you ought to i n s e r t in here because the w o r d 
" t h e " s ign i f i es a p a r t i c u l a r m e m b e r , if you want to inser t the 
s ignature of the " i n t r o d u c i n g m e m b e r . " That actual ly is what this 
par t i cu lar bi l l d o e s is just make it as to who signs their individual 
guest name to the b o o k . That is al l that it d o e s . The introducing 
m e m b e r , in our interpretat ion , st i l l has to s ign a f ter the part i cu lar 
guest that he i n t r o d u c e s . 

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e D i c e : A s I understand the p r e v i o u s tes t imony by the m e m b e r 
introducing h i m is in the present regu lat ions , is that c o r r e c t ? 

W a l t e r Napierata : Y e s . 

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e D i c e : What i s the d i f f e r e n c e in what you have h e r e ? 

W a l t e r Napierata : The p r e s e n t regulat ions say that the m e m b e r h imse l f 
must sign the g u e s t ' s name as a w a y of introduct ion . What this 
p r o p o s e s to do is to a l l o w the guest to sign his name and a d d r e s s 
but the introducing m e m b e r must st i l l s ign his name into the 
guest book. A l l w e a r e doing is a l l owing the guest to s ign his own 
n a m e . 

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e D i c e : What i s the ob jec t i on to having the guest signing his 
own name and the in t roduc ing m e m b e r s igning his name a f t e r w a r d s ? 
It s e e m s you are gett ing the s a m e resu l t s that the introducing m e m b e r 
has to be there and s i g n and it i s only the guest that doesn ' t have to 
sign. 

Kev in Kenny: We, the R e s t a u r a n t A s s o c i a t i o n , in te rpre t s this, and I a g r e e with 
them, that if this statute w e r e to p a s s any m e m b e r could sign in 
anybody who c a m e in a p l a c e . 

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e D i c e : Why c a n ' t they do that n o w ? 

Kev in Kenny: Because the regulat ion r e q u i r e s the introducing m e m b e r to 
sign his name . In o ther w o r d s , if I take you over to the O f f i c e r ' s 
Club if you w e r e n ' t a m e m b e r , I wou ld have to s ign y o u in. If you 
pass this, you c o u l d go over there and anybody could s ign anybody in 
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who happened to just be t h e r e . In other w o r d s , we f e e l that it 
wouldn ' t be a l eg i t imate guest of a m e m b e r . It could be a s t ranger . 

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e D i c e : A l l r i ght . What y o u a r e saying is s omebody could c o m e 
in and sign after e v e r y b o d y ' s name has been signed there instead of 
having the m e m b e r be there and know the p e r s o n who is signing in. 
Okay. Thank you. 

C h a i r m a n Provenzano : A n y o n e e l s e in oppos i t i on to 6504? We wil l continue 
with the hearing and we wi l l hear al l arguments f o r House Bil l 5485. 
5485 which is An A c t Creat ing Club P e r m i t , Class A , Club P e r m i t B, 
and C lub -Res taurant P e r m i t f o r Reta i l Sale of A l c o h o l i c L i q u o r . 

W a l t e r Napierata : My name i s W a l t e r Napierata , At torney f o r the Federated 
Clubs, of 50 State S t ree t in H a r t f o r d . Although this i s not our bil l , 
we do support this p a r t i c u l a r bi l l b e c a u s e it sets up an opportunity 
f o r c lubs who have p r e m i s e s which a r e capable of being rented to 
the Genera l Pub l i c , or not the g e n e r a l publ ic , but the m e m b e r s and 
their guests . It p r o v i d e s f o r three c a t e g o r i e s . The f i r s t ca tegory 
would a l low a c lub t o r e m a i n as it i s , as it p resent ly o p e r a t e s . The 
second ca tegory m a k e s one change in that it a l l ows the c lub to rent 
out its p r e m i s e s to m e m b e r s or groups of m e m b e r s on o c c a s i o n of 
a party or s ometh ing of that nature, f o r a l lowing to rent out the 
p r e m i s e s they a l s o e x t r a c t an i n c r e a s e in the p e r m i t f e e . Now, the 
third category - the s e c o n d c a t e g o r y , incidental ly , the c lub does not 
supply the l iquor , it m u s t be brought by the individuals who a r e 
renting the hall i t s e l f . The third c a t e g o r y i s ca l led a c lub - res taurant 
p e r m i t and what this d o e s is a l l o w the rental of the p e r m i t p r e m i s e s 
and al ign the c lub a l s o to se l l a l c o h o l i c b e v e r a g e s to the groups that 
rent the p r e m i s e s and these renta ls a r e conf ined to groups of m e m b e r s 
or m e m b e r s who s p o n s o r this p a r t i c u l a r o c c a s i o n . Now, immedia te ly 
a f ter these a f f a i r s , on both C l a s s B and Club-Restaurant p e r m i t s , 
the c lub rever t s b a c k to its o r i g ina l status of any other type of c lub 
requir ing guest b o o k r e q u i r e m e n t s and only s e r v i c e of a l c o h o l i c 
b e v e r a g e s to the m e m b e r s and the gues ts . The Club-Restaurant 
p e r m i t here entails a $L,.200. 00 p e r m i t f ee which is exact ly what 
the restaurant p e o p l e a r e paying and s o m e of the past opposi t ion 
is centered on the b a s i s that to do so the c lubs a r e only paying 
$240. 00 and the r e s t a u r a n t s a r e paying $1, 200. 00. I be l i eve the 
introduction of $1, 200 . 00 p e r m i t f o r this type of c l u b - r e s t a u r a n t 
is to m o r e or l e s s b r i n g it in l ine with a restaurant p e r m i t . 

A s far as the F e d e r a t e d Clubs is c o n c e r n e d , we do a s k that this 
Committee act f a v o r a b l y on H o u s e Bi l l 5485. Any ques t i ons? 
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THE SPEAKER: d jh 

Question is on adopt ion of the r e s o l u t i o n . W i l l you remark? 

MR. BRUNO (132nd): 

Yes , Mr. Speaker. This r e s o lu t i on w i l l ask the Congress of the 

United States t o extend unemployment compensation t o a g r i c u l t u r a l workers. 

THE SPEAKER: 

Further remarks on the r eso lu t i on? I f no t , a l l those in f a v o r 

i nd i ca t e by say ing aye . Opposed? The r e s o l u t i o n i s ADOPTED. 

THE CLERK: 1 

Page 14, Calendar No. 1243, at the top of the page, Subs t i tu te 

f o r H.B. No. 6504, An Ac t Concerning Guest Book Requirements Under Club P e r -

m i t s . 

MR. MORRIS (111 th ) : 

Mr. Speaker, I move acceptance of the f a vo rab l e committee report 

and passage of the b i l l . 

THE SPEAKER: ' ' ' ' 

W i l l you remark? 

MR. MORRIS ( 111 th ) : • ' ' 

Mr. Speaker, the Clerk has an amendment. 

THE SPEAKER: ' 

The Clerk w i l l c a l l House Amendment Schedule 

THE CLERK: 

O f f e r ed by Mr. Morr is of the l l l t h , Mr. Gregor i zek of the 28th. 

In l i n e 9 a f t e r the word "premises " Inse r t " , during h is working 

- hours on such p remises , " . 

MR. MORRIS ( l l l t h ) : 
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Mr. Speaker, I move acceptance of House Amendment Schedule " A " . d jh 

THE SPEAKER: • 

W i l l you remark on adopt ion of House Amendment Schedule "A"? 

MR. MORRIS ( l l l t h ) : 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment merely exempts those i nd i v i dua l s who 

are on duty at the p a r t i c u l a r time who happen t o have t h e i r names in the L iquor 

Commission o f f i c e as those ind i v idua l s who are employed by a p a r t i c u l a r c lub. 

We would l i k e to exempt those people or r e l e g a t e them back to r egu la r members 

when they a re o f f duty. I move passage of the amendment. 

THE SPEAKER: ' 

Further remarks on Amendment Schedule "A"? I f no t , a l l those 

i n f a v o r ind i ca te by say ing aye . Opposed? Amendment "A " i s ADOPTED, 

MR. MORRIS ( l l l t h ) : " 

Mr. Speaker, I move acceptance and passage as amended by House 

Amendment Schedule " A " , .'1 

THE SPEAKER: 

W i l l you remark? 

MR. MORRIS ( l l l t h ) : ! " 

Mr. Speaker, House B i l l No. 6504 i s a b i l l f o r the p r i v a t e 

c lubs in the Sta te of Connect icut t o a l l o w those ind i v idua l members t o have 

t h e i r guests s i g n the guest book and counter -s i gn by any member who i s a mem-

b e r of the p a r t i c u l a r c lub. I move acceptance and passage. 

THE SPEAKER: • 

Further remarks on the b i l l as amended? I f no t , the ques t ion 

i s on acceptance and passage as amended by House Amendment Schedule " A " , A l l 

those in f a v o r ind i ca t e by say ing aye. Opposed? The b i l l i s PASSED. 

THE CLERK: ' 1 , . 
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THE SENATE RECESSED AT 
THE SENATE RECOVENED AT 
PRESIDENT PRO TEM IN THE CHAIR: 

THE CHAIR: 
The Senate will come to Order. Senator Caldwell. 

SENATOR CALDWELL: 
Mr, President, I would like to take up matters on the . 

•I consent Calendar. I would like to make a motion that the recom- j 
[1 mentations of the Joint Committees he accepted. And the following 
; bills adopted. I 
j On page 2, Cal. 960, File 1313. Substitute for S.B. 1 8 1 0 . 
An Act Permitting Towns to Charge Developers Inspection and Eng- . 
j. ineering Fees. | 
I On page 4, Cal. 1185, H.B. 5054, File 1329 An Act Concerning 
the Creation of Tenant Landlord Mediation Boards. 

On page 5, Cal. 1137 File 135^, Substitute for H.B. 5515 
An Act Concerning Contracts for Highway Construction and Authority 

j. for Additional Construction. 
|| Cal, Il4l, File 1347 Substitute for H.B. 6206 An Act j 
jl Concerning Liability of Representatives of Estates and Transfererees. 

Page 6, Cal. 1147, File 1340, Substitute H.B. ?408 An j 
| Act Concerning the Duties of Registrars of Vital Statistics. ! 
I Cal. 1151 File, 1339 Substitute for H.B. 8013 An Act Con-i 
is cerning the Transfer of Crirt.nal Cases from the Superior Court to the 
f t 
'Circuit Court, ! 

Page 7, Cal. 1155. File 1646, Substitute for S.B. 1629 
J An Act Concerning Limitation on Certain Contracts for Instruction; 
or Use of Any Physical or Social Training School, 

j| Page 9, Cal. 1189, File 1379 Substitute for H.B. 6504 An 
:! Act Concerning Guest Book Requirements Under Club Permits. 

II 

June 7 , 1971 
THE CHAIR: 

There being no objection the Senate will stand in recess 
until approximately 3 p.m. 
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