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Law- Committee with her four children, Leslie, Martin, Charles, ihw
and Malcolm. We gave her an hour or two off today so she could
come. and watch the proceedings. I would appreciate it if the
House would give her, them, a warm welcome.
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:
Gentleman from the 23rd, Mr. Badolato.
REP. BADOLATO: (23rd) - ff
Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as you have a break here, I might
just as well make a friend too. We have seated in the gallery

the Second Assessor from the City of New Britain, Fred Cara-—

cciolo. I'm sure if he stands, the House will give him g
welcome,
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:

Clerk will call the next item.

THE ASS'T. CLERK: |
Cal. No. 394, Senate Bill No. 2287, your File No, 255, AN ;

ACT REVISING THE LAWS WITH RESPECT TO ADOPTION.
Favorable report of the Committee on Judiciary:
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN: |
Gentleman of the 138th, Mr. Bard.
REP. BARD: (138th)

Mr. Speaker, I move acceptance of the Committee's favorable

report and passage of the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I believe there is an amendment.

GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:

Is this in concurrence with the Senate, Mr. Bard?

REP. BARD: (138+th)




#9)

REP, PEARSON: (12lst)

be'read.
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Yes, it is in concurrence with the Senate;»
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN: |

Motion is 6n acceptance and passage of the jbiﬁfﬁCdmmittee's
favorable report. \

Clerk has Amendment "A™,' Houge Amendment Schedule "AM,

e

Mr. Speaker, will the Clerk please tead the amendment.
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN: #

Lady from Stratford, Rep. Pearson, asks that the amendment

THE ASS'T. CLERK: -
.~ House Amendment Schedule "A" offered by Rep. Pearson: =
In section 12, line 463, after "status" insert "or égé;"”
REP: PEARSON: (121st) ="

cecMry Speaker, I move adoption of the amendment, and T would

call on the amendment.
GUEST 'SPEAKER SULLIVAN:

»:The amendment is ordered printed in the Journal., =~
 The question is on a roll ‘¢all vote for House Amendment’
Schedule "A", All those in fa&or of a roll call vote indicate
by saying AYE. ‘The necessary 20% having voiced the opinion in
House=Amendmentchhedule:"A"T" """

REP.PEARSON: (121st): =@

 Thank you Mr. Speaker, ~May T respond to the amendment.

GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:

like %o héve the amendient printed in the Journal and a roll |

favoraaf;asrollscall.vote,“awroil call vote will be ordered on

=~ SO Syt C S
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- I'm-sorry, I could not hear what the gracious lady said.

REP. PEARSON: (12lst)

Mrs  Speaker, may L comment now on the amendment.

GUEST -SPEAKER 'SULLIVAN:

s

I would ask first if you'll wait until the Glerk;announces‘
a roll call vote on . this amendment, if you would. .

questionfis~on~paséagevofrHouseiAmendmentchhedule-"A"a\
introduced by the lady from Stratford.  Will you remark. .

Lady from Stratford, Rep. Pearson. -
REP. PEARSON: (l2Lst). v <o

. Thank you Mr. Speaker. - The present law was passed, I believ

“in-another era when the average life span was in the forty-year
old age bracket but which today has been inecreased, I believe,

by -more than twenty years making the average life gpan of our

people in the gixties,; middle gixties.:

oI bhink people .stay younger today with the increased leisure

time and more outside interests. Our Connecticut laws, I feel,

T e —

should compliment this fact and not sutomatically ban people in
their forties and fifties who are qualified and who are willing
to . accept -the responsibilities as well as the joys of being:

parents.

We know of young people who are old physically and older
people who are younger physically. L think that this amendment

is also meant  to help those in: the ages of ‘eighteern, nineteen,

and twenty also who have been qualified by majority age bill,
wont Hopefully the passage of the amendment w=—-=
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN: - |

v ————

o

s
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Please give your attention to the lady from Stratford.

REP. PEARSON: (121st) .

fev - Hopefully, Mr. Speaker; the passage of this amendment would
not only benefit the parentless child who might spend its early
and very-important years, L might addy, in an institution de-
prived of love and warmthﬁtvahiohiit is entitled, but also to
benefit the older would-be-parent who would give the child an
environment and love which the child so desperately needs.
sneruAogranted age is a factor.to be considered,  What I'm -
merely trying to:rdo with this amendment is to state that this
should not:be an automatic preventive to persons who otherwise
gqualify.to be:parents.::

Some Iithink we-have-before us: today a revision of our state:
adoptive laws.and I for one: feel that this particular amendment
should 'be part of this: bill. Thank you:Mra~SpeaKef;~ R

GUBEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN: @

. = Gentleman from the LO09th.o

REP. RATCHFORD: (109th) -

Mr. Speaker; we should not presume to adopt 'a revigion or:
updating of the laws on adoption without including this amend-
ment. oo .

L too have an amendment on this subject which can be with-
drawn -at this point since it is-identical. = .
- “How: can we sit here-and 'say that we're going to eliminate =
various causes of discrimination as far as-adoption is concerned,
mention race, mention color, mention religion, and not mention

age. This is not an unreal problem. Within the past several

hw
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years a highly publicized case occurred in the Naugatuck Valley hw

in which. adopting parents or~potential»adépting parents. were -
denied by a judge of probate the right to adopt simply because
of their age.

oo Do we say to those Golden Agers who are with us in: the

gallery: today that we welcome you but on the same. day that you're

here we say that you're mot qualified by law,to adopt? . I, for
one, will not say that. I think we're living in a day and age
where people are living longer, they're healthier, they have
more leisure time, they have longer retirement periods,. and
certainly many of these based upon my experience in the practice
of law would makewbettenyparents»than some. of the naturalwparents
Some: of: the parents who don't care for the child; some of the.
parents who: have an unwanted child; .some of the parents have a
child born out of wedlock.  This is an opportunity to undo a
wrong ‘that was done in: the last session when. the Governor vetoed
a 'bill on :this very subject and the discussion at that time ... .
centered around the fact that the whole field of adoption laws
should be reviewed, and we should not. approach it on a piecemeal
bagise

<Those -of older«yeaﬁs are just as entitled and just as cap-
able of being qualifiedy capable, loving parents .than the .. .. .
younger members, than the earlier generations, and .l think we
owe them a vote of confidence ‘and one way we can show that vote .
of ‘confidence is by approving this amendment. today.
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN: - .o

iiiedGentleman .from the 138th.,
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REP. vBARDE (138th) “

GUEET S iAK

U oﬁeaker, I would obJeot to the amendment L know that
1t's pre ented in all ;inééfety by both Rep. Pearson and Rep,
=SSR EER Y i A ‘:,!,/%{;I

*Réfcﬁféfd.: It's my v1ew along W1th Lhe view of péop]e much

W1ser thaﬁwi and more experienced in these areas that thls amend

e ; YO Vi pnenO@en . Th IR
ment;”No.iiflls not necessary.“Under the blil as we have 1t
L _ ) oh Lhe agutnoriny
% here an age would not be an obstacle to edopé%on tdklng Jnto
3 SRR ST 56 i ( ey e on ot bhe
£ %on81deratlon all the othe}\iﬁgfedien%e ana’maklné 1hat determ
§§ cooe o becnusa of wivanced oge, L oTool nat bhat
Q mination. °%
! o : nat righ
LAl pge Governor/has véidéd that conceét in the past and L
Fne ciclern word oot LN sooord
suspect he would 1f itwwere added to(fﬂls‘bill It;b a Very
psyeniatric or psycnologlc e
necessary blll and Ilcan't lmplore you enough to defeat the
ey ey 03T 1 I P s COMAany Dol ans.
aﬁehdmen% malnly becauseylt“e not neoessaryﬁbut elso because
e oy Lo se s e R 1,\
1¢ wou1d' cause oondlderable'problems W1th %he b;ll'as it g?es
o Tor bhe ohild Lrauwatic Tor The

%hrOugh the furtheriprocess of belng passed

:,,,;‘H ! RS x, &2 r L‘

URs T Said "I know that'both Rep Pearson and“Rep. Ratchford

4]

&%5“&éf§ sincere ébod%ﬂthis but I've talked to a number of peopl

both @réféééioﬁéi Lln tﬁe fleld that would say this would ==

i thls wefe‘ln the blll it would make 1t Very, very difficult,

st foptaon of Tlouse Arnendment Schedule A i
the fact that lt mlght in some cases harm an oider person trylng
o freom dest il iy DL b hone i

to 'get “to adopt a Chlld

PRI
e\V, -

T know a ilttle about foster care and I know there are many

J;!!»l}:‘}’!’ i i( x,‘i‘ f “ hi *l)() ‘/“”"': Tw‘rr‘ e tand

fine elderly people ﬁhd{ere doing fogter oare. However I be-

(s ”ixi»‘;i'\ ,’ ;"'”y Ay (13‘\'} ".11';'

lJeve adoptlon ig 5hother mafter and T fhlnk that each 1nd1v1dual

[T RGN N ORS N R

04 .\»;4:}, 5 1""’

case Should be left up to those people who make the determln—

FO0e LW crildren a0 007 ORI LY 10 RVE: DDpOTTLUN Ly
ation as %o whether adopting parent is in all respects qual~
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So I would ask you to defeat this amendment.
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:

Question is on adoptiqn of House Amendment Schedule "A",
Will you remark further. Gentleman from the 147th,
'REP. BINGHAM: (147th) |

Mr, Speaker, I rise to oppose the amendment. This ig a

very difficult issue. However in the event that the authority
(inaudible) the adoption should be denied éolely because of the
reason of age and because of advanced age, I feel that that
adopting authority should have that right.

The people who advanced the émendment are not in accord
with the social trends or the psychiatric or psychological re-
ports. There are many beople who will say and many profess-
ionals who will say, yes, we do feel for those people who wish
to adopt but it's traumatic for the child, traumatic for the 3
person, and some authority should have the right to deny an
adoption because of age.

I oppose the amendment.

GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:

Question is on adoption of House Amendment Schedule "A",

Will you remark. Gentleman from West Haven, Rep. Antonetti.

REP. ANTONETTI: (11l6th)

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this amendment to extend

;
!
|
:
. !
the right of adoption to the Golden Agers. Again, supporting |
the previous speakers as to statements they have made and giving;

]

H

" those unwanted children an opportunity to have the opportunity

to live because there are associations such as the Planned

P
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Parenthood;Association making testimony along the lines that
there are not enough foster homes or people wanting to adopt
children, and currently the social trends in our nation are
toﬁards”the“killing»of unwanted children, as I'm sure everybody
ig aware of in this House as a result of the recent Supreme
Court'sdecision.

I say there a lot of peoéie;that want children even the
Golden“Agers and they should have the right to take these child-
ren rather than:going around killing them before they have the
chance to live.

GUEST SPEAKER SULLLVAN:
Will you remark further. Gentleman from the 104th.

REP. AJELLO: (104th)

| Mr. Speaker, I support the amendment. . L think that clearly
no one would presume: that the persons who are in charge of making.
decision about adoption would ignore the factor of the age of .
thé prospective adopting parent or. at the same time —w-=
GUEST+ SPEAKER SULLIVAN:-

Please give your attention to the gentlemanwfromvthe‘104th.

REP. AJELLO: (104th)

| ==.at. the same timeithis.amendment;would not require that
aiperson~ofaadvanced-age,begallowed~t0;adopt were he not or she
noﬁ otherwise qualified in every.respect.

It simply says, that we want to eliminate the possibility
of inequities occurring as they have occurred as alluded to
here earlier, simply because a person is of advanced age, and .

T think that the amendment makes eminent sense and shqu;d be

e
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adopted.

~GUEST SPEAKER: SULLIVAN: .

‘Gentleman from the 113th, Rep. Connery. -

PR o

REP. GONNERY:  (113th) ~ -

e

Mr, Speaker, I would certainly rise in gupport of this
amendment. I believe:l was the originator of the bill two terms

~ago pértaining to the Naugatuck Valley couple, I would assocs

T RN e e

‘iate myself with the.remarks of Reps, Ratehford and Pearsons:

-

I support the amendment:

GUEST: SPEAKER SULLIVAN: -

i A

‘Gentleman from the 109th speaking fof the second tine,
REP. RATCHFORD: (109th).
wnen oo Speaking . forothe second time, I wouldn't-be on'my feet nor '
~would I have offered an identical amendment if. there weren't -
~the necessity of:it, legal necessity. ' The fact of ' the matter:
485 in~Rep;:Connery’s:oommunity‘within the:past three years =
vaProbate Judge denied adoption solely: because of age, and I
twould pointxdutathe;key new language is in line 462 where it
says, "Court:-of Probate shall not.disprove.any adoption under
~this age solely", and this would add to the category of race,
Color;yand~religion;1age; Certainly if-the person is infirmed,

~certainly if the person is: sick, the judge would still have the

opportunity to-deny adoption.- But solely: because of age, if
‘werapprove of this amendment, that probate judge could not rule
cout-a loving person-as-a‘potential adopting parent.: oo
e I think'weoowe itoto those in this:category to at least =

‘giverthem an: opportunity to get to first base in a potential

B A ey O T
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adoption. Without this amendment some probate judges aren't . - | hw
going to let older potential adopting paren{s in the door.
We need: the:- amendment. :We owe it to these people. Without
it, some judges are going to:refuse adoption. -
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN: -
.o oExecuse me. - Before the next speaker L:would ask you, please,
ifwyou're;goingvtoghave;é conference, have it outside in the hall

”Tﬁis iévan:important;question~and I think we're entitled to have

| the opportunity to hear what everyone has to say about it.
Gentleman from:New: Haven, Mr.:Morrise -
REP: MORRIS: (94th)
Thank you Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the
amendment. Mr. Speaker, we have eliminated diserimination against
all other groups whether they'areiracialﬁgroups, or other ethnic

groups,; national groups, and I think that we -must eliminate age:

as-a discriminatory factor and 1'd like to.associate my remarks

s

with!thosesofaMr; Ratehford and Rep. Pearson. Thank you.
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:

concGentleman from the 10lst, Rep. Burnham.
REP. BURNHAM: (101st)

My, Speaker, L rise to oppose the amendment and I speak as

T ——

an:ex-probate judge and I've passed on many adoptions. :
f'l«I,think that we're getting the cart before the horse here.

I think one:of the main purposes of course is the welfare of the

child, and not the: welfare of the older person-or the adoptive

parent. Admittedly, they may have some rights and I understand

T —

feelings and -all -of those things but I always looked at it

AT teoler o e o e A e e T N R o RO e R
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(Tape

primarily for the welfare of the child, and I certainly needn't

10
# 7

ofthe prospective parent.  But:l:-rise to say that older people

ean be wiser and:can:-be kinder:and:.can have more: time for the.

go:into the fact that certainly,advanced-agexorwwhatever;enters
into: the picture. - But, there's nothing in this bill that says
that you have to consider age but it's just one of the factors
that gertainlyrany judge would congider,; eand I don't know any-
thing about the: Naugatuck case but as a probate judge I always
look at theabenefitgfofjthe»childvand:not;neceS$arily that- of
whe~prospective adoptive: parent. .
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:.: @ «
Question is: on adopbion of House: Amendment; Schedule "A",

Will you remark further. . Lady from New Haven,
REP. GRISWOLD: (98th) v

o Mr.oBpeaker, I'm sure that all of us while considering -

this amendment:are thinking of the child and not of the parent,

childd that needs these qualities in a parent.-

Lo Indon'tothink that all-the people are able-to: take on .
youngsters: but there are some in this day and age who have per-
served their health and who have:stayed with the times and: will

understand the needs: of children: and would make very good parent

2

and L'd hate to see them eliminated. I do urge passage of this

a@endmentu>:

GUEST SPEAKER. SULLIVAN:: o0
Gentleman from the 138th speaking for the second time.

REP., BARD:. (138th). -

o« Mr, Speaker, again 1 would =- speaking against the amend-

hw

B ————
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ment —-- I pointed out before that I don't believe the amend-='.  hw

mentrig necessary becauseLithink when a:probate judge makés

s

s s
e o O e I RO PP

adetermination —-- ‘ 4
|

GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN: !
Please give yourattention to-the gentleman fromithe 138th.

REP, BARD: (1%8th)

Ty A—————

Y. =<'when a probate judge makes a determination as former

s

probate : judge pointed out, it should be in ‘the interests of the

.

child not in the interegtsiof “the adopting parent.

I'don't think that 'is what either Rep. Pearson or Repi-
Ratchford meant but that could happen. What is the problem
here is that it could result in- a number of legal actions being
brought which swould suSpéHdrtheVOHild“s‘determination of where
the child is going to:go.  Ifran elderly person were denied: =
-adoption and “thisage==this amendment had passed, would ‘come in

and say; - L'm:being denied the adoption based on age and there= }

fore I'm going to court. «It's unfortunate that in some singular |
towns cthis problem has:occurred but I don't think that we should
endanger the future of prospective adoptive children by passing i
this amendment and therefore creatingia problem where a’ child*
is?Suspen&e&~forfa?periodTofwtime:*wTheseﬁthiﬁgs~can*be appealed 1
on (inaudible), LoVl

I would rask you,; it's extremely simportant that this amend-
ment not pags. Lirepeat again, it's not a necessary amendment,
and .those 'who 'have argued that it is, I think probably have ar-
gued that way because, T know, rof individual ‘eases ‘in ‘individual

towns . But T think:there is more involved inﬁthésefoases“than

B T
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age. L wquld,suspeot if -they had looked into those individual
cases.more in.depth from-what I,understand'therezwas more than
age involved.

GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:: ..o

Question is on adoption of House Amendment Schedule "A",

Cal. Noi 394, your File No. 255. :Gentleman from the 136th,
REP. NEVAS: (136th)

oMr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the amendment. -I-
think as I indicated earlier when we were discussing another -
bill:that we have. to think in terms of the much broader per-.. .
spective,- here.. .

‘».M;We're talking now-about. a major revision in the adoption

S ————

S —

laws of this state, something that hasn't taken place in many-

years. Many people have. given blood, sweat; and tears to this:
work, have devoted many long hours to: the achieving of the many
goals that are achieved by this language, and 1 think we would

be doing them a disservice and I think we would be doing a dis-

T S ——————————

service to the people of Connecticutcif by the adoption of this
amendment, this. bill was endangered.

I think it is.very, very.important. that. this amendment be
defeated and that the bill be adopted as in the files.
GUEST SPEAKER. SULLIVAN:. - .o '
;;5,rQuestionais on-adoption: of House Amendment Schedule "A",

Gentleman from the 92nd, Mr. Webber:

T T——————

REP, WEBBER: (92nd) . 1o -

,,Mr;ySpeaker,,throughnyou‘auquestion,;please,;tO‘Rep.wBafd.‘

T —————

e

(MR. SPEAKER:. Please proceed) .Thank you. 'If the amendment

s e e e s

S
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is adopted, Rep. Bard, am I correct in assuming that the judge hw

will still have the authority to reject or accept?

GUEST 'SPEAKER SULLIVAN: '
Gentleman care to answer?

REP. BARD: (1%8th)

I think he would have the authority to do that but I think
what would happen is, as I explained before, was that an action,
a‘cause}ofuaction.wouldwresult I think in ‘many cases where the
person who had been turned down would bring an action based on
the fact that he was turned down because of age.  Maybe he would
have been turned down:for -a lot of other reasons and this would
finally be found out some years hence.in an appelate court.
But during that time this child's future is in suspension, and
that's the reason, it's not the age, becaﬁse;asfl said it's not
necessary, a judge can make a judgement based‘on that now.

G A judgement 1s based on a number of ingredients, age per-
haps may be one-of them.  As .I point out that if age is made a
protective category of this bill, there is going to be many,
many causes of action:which will drag through the courts.

1. This is the same reasoning that many people were against
the foster care bill, asfyOu may ‘remember last session, where
there wasg an-appeal provision put din 'that, and a lot of people
thgughtkthevbill looked pretty good, but on further discovery

it was pointed out that these children, many of them small child

ren, would mean that their lives would be held in suspension
while the final ‘appelate court made its decision ag to whether

the judge, the probate judge, had been right.

s
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30 I‘understand and T sympathize with those who would

‘support this amendment. But, believe me, it's going to cause

a problem to- this bill but more than that it's going to cause
a problem to a lot of innocent children who are waiting to be
adopted,

REP. WEBBER: (92nd)

Thank you Mr. Speaker. I appreciate the answer, but Mr.
Speaker, don't ever accuse me of giving long answers as one
alone. You know, others do the same thing.

I~WOUld point5out;?Mr.vSpeaker, that from what Rep. Bard
tellsﬁﬁéPEhBSé‘ﬁfﬁbléms%bfi%hosé'deéisionsidrfthose situations
are appliééﬁlé.f§ éﬂy‘Gatéééfy;vnét héééééafily age, and the
judge would continue to have that-authority. I can't see where
the amendment would be harmful and I shall support the amend-
ment, |
GUEST 'SPEAKER SULLIVAN:

U0 WALL you remark further. - If not, ﬁhe*aiéles;be‘cleared,
members take their 'seats, and wé'll proceed to the vote,

Gentleman from the 66th.

REP. HARLOW: (66th)

S Mr.iSpéakér,"I'm'of'fhe‘impréSsidn that a roll call vote
was not 'called for, df*am I mistaken?
GUEST SPHAKER SULLIVAN:
Chestp poll éallivote was moved by the lady from Stratford and
she obtained the necessary 20%.
REP. ‘HARLOW: (66th)

" “Thank you Mr. Speaker. I stand corrected.

hw
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GUEST SPEAKER  SULLIVAN:
suehArenyou ready to vote? wThe'voté:is;oaneuse«Amendment;

Schedule MA",; your Cal. No. 394, your File No. 255,
Machine will 'be open. ‘Has everyone:-registered their vote.

in: the manner ‘they wish? Machine will be closed. The Clerk

will take a tally. . |
lWillfthe*Journalwkindlyuindicate:that»I'dwlikegmy voten:

recorded in the negative. on

THE CLERKy it

‘o Potal Number Vobtingewiodoviniviinveniessdddo o
. Necegsary for adoption...c.ceeeeneeecas 73
 Those voting D =T S 4 ;
Those VOLINg NAY: e s seensnsineesan 7070
" Absent and Not Vobting.oveeiesonenniu o

GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN::

.. The smendment is adopted.

U Question is now: 'on the bill as amended by House Amendment
Schedule ™A', “Williyou remark. “Chair rules the amendment! ..
technical, Gentleman from the 138th.

REP. BARD: (138th)
‘”*?!Mr;fSpeéker;“I’dVlike%tofgiVefawlrttlecbackgrounduoffthis
bill%soﬂthatﬁalirof4Usﬁknowﬁwhataw%}re?votingron;vr
Thig, Governor Mesgkill appointed a task force to study
adopﬁi@n“laWsriﬂ»l971 and: the:charges to the committee were. .
“thesey to'tighten up and up=date the adoption law so that-cases

‘like ‘the Baby Lenore: Cage which occurred in Long Island could

“not happen in ‘Connecticut;, and to:do.a special: study: on .sub-

‘gidizing adopbion. il

hw

s
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Now you may recall last session subsidizing adoption hw

passed and the adoption law was not taken into congsideration —-
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:.
~Kindly give your attention to the gentleman from Norwalk.
REP. BARD: (138th). =

As I was saying, if I may Mr. Speaker, I was saying the:
subsidizing adoption was passéd 1asﬁvsession'and thére was no-
action taken.on: the adoption law. |
- Now-what this law does: is-reflect the State of Connecticut's
responsgibility to continually reexamining:and improve laws which
affect its children.

- For the first time, and I think very importantly, I think
lawyers. can better understand this, it gathers together in one
place == .Mr. Speaker, I wonder if.you might rap that thing a
little bit ——-

GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN: ..

-+ Pleage give your attention to the gentleman from the 138th,
REP, BARD: (138th) = - oo

Mr., Speaker, for the first time this gatherg together in

one place all of the statutes which ‘bear direetly on adoption.
Epesently.they!re:allgovef the -statute books and it's rather
hard to follow.
.o-And it is thought that the absolute finality of adoption,
andjtheglawvprovidesaxhreanseparateqstagesmfor adoption ‘pro-
ceedings, -stage 1, the determination of parental right, and
that would be a final stagey, bub notice parental rights were .

terminated.;,ThaﬁzquestionzandwthatVissue:wouldfbefended;xr:

R
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+The next stage would be the employment of a statutory
parent, which statutory parent would then be able to give the
child in adoption; and when that stage was completed all issues

and cquestionsg in that area would be finally terminated.

. The third stage would be -the adoption.
|

- This bill also avoids conflicting jurisdiction by requiring

that declarations that no other court has jurisdiction: of cusg—~

tody of the ehild. This includes divorce, legal separation,
habeas corpus action, and paternity suits. |

. There are many things in this bill but I think in this
bill, I speculate that in the future this bill will be added on
just as 1 mentioned on the child abuse law as: we reexamine and
we ' get more experience and learn some things. «.

- «I+would hoperand I —- you know sometimes you win and some-
times 'you lose == but I would hope that next session that we-

would, if there's some:problems that do: come out of this amend-

LS ———————

ment that was presented, I hope that we will be able to take the

' pespofisibility to do away with it. I hope it doesn't happen,

O —

but if it doesg, we'll have to do something about it. - + ‘o

vz But getting back tosthe bill, the main concept of the bill

is that once the child has been adopted in the State of Conn-
ecticut from hereon in, there will be no question and no:col=:"
lateral attack on that divorce, excuse me, L meant adoption,

and I think that's dmportant. =L think that a lot.of people. -

think this bill serves a lot wider purpose, and it doesn't.
Itts fairly narrow in-its concepts: I think it is a good bill,

I think it should pass and I would ask for unanimousasupport:

B ————————
oo i e NS e
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on this bill,
GUEST. SPEAKER SULLIVAN: -

Quegtion is on adoption and passage of the Joint Committee's
favorable report as amended by House Amendment Schedule "A",

Gentleman from. the 147th.

REP. BINGHAM: (147th)

Mr. Speaker, I riée«in support of this bill as amended.,
The purpose. of the bill is to revise the laws of the State of
Connecticut: with respect to adoption and the procedure of term-
ination of. parental rights. - -

- The bill clarifies the Jjurisdiction of the: probate court,
the juvenile court, in passing on applications presented to it,
and dealing with the rights of children and their parents in
the adoptive process.

The bill further delineates the regponsibility of the Wel-
fare Commigsioner and other child placing agencies of their
role in.the adoptive process.

The bill clearly defines those persons who may give the -
child in adoption and the effect that the adoption has with
respect to.the child, his natural. parents; and the adopting
paréents.

-+ A careful perusal of the statute will reveal that. adoption
sections are sprinkled through section l’?;and;;él»‘j and other.
sectiong of the statutesg. This bill provides very adequately
and very competently for' the termination of rights which is so.
neceggary to,the;protécjionﬁof the child and further clarifies

the law of adoption in the State of Connecticut which is much in

by

hw
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.

need of clarification. : : , o b o ‘hw
. This'bill is a major step forward and f urge that this House

% pass this bill.

§ GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:

| 0 Will you remark further.
REP. 'BARD: «(138th) oo mo oo

i Mr. Speaker, 1f I may point this out, I think, you know a
lot of times —emmee= 0

? GUEST ‘SPEAKER SULLIVANz ~ii

“Just a minute. I believe ~this is the third times  Gentle-
man ask for unanimous: consent to gpeak for the third time., o

| REP. BARD: (138th) = oo

Yes, I do, Mr. Speaker.:

GUEST SPRAKER "SULLIVAN: o e Cooii vl tobs o count, ‘E
Is there objection to unanimous consent? If not, please |

proceed st

T ————

REP. BARD: (138th)
“Mr, Speaker, I would like:to point out that you know some-
timeg in this House the lawyers as a body are attacked for

various:reasons but I'd like to compliment the Judiciary Com-

mittee. Now I gerved on-that committee but inta kind of limited

T R —

fashion but I'd like to compliment them very much. The work

they didon this bill and -the -bill -dealing with child abuse.

e ahmsariney

They idékéGLOQerntheSéfﬁiils;”'Théy'vé‘giV¢n‘an awful lot of

time to thig bill;;aﬁgjlf@¥likeﬂtoU@hank them for the work they
- did and I would hope you would support -this bill,
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:

B ———————
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Will i you remark further. The lady from the 102nd.
REP. CLARK: (102nd) - B »
Lo Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to urge support of this bill
and commend the Judiciary Committee and Rep. Bard for the work
that they have done to produece this very much needed revision
of ‘the laws regarding-adoption. .
TekaﬁI~urge‘suppertfoffiheYbillu:ﬁx;ﬁ;;a; 81d
GUESTSPEAKER «SULLIVAN:
AoonroWiidll cyousremark further. If not, the aisles will be cleare
the members . take thelr seats, we'll proceed with the vote.

The Clerk will announce the roll call vote on the outside~--

‘Machine will be open. Will the dJournal kindly record my

vote in-the affirmative.. Has everybody cast theiri wvote? .
Machineé will be closed and the Clerk will take a count.
Gentleman from:the 93rd, Sowniiiose or Licuoy
REP, STOLBERG: (93rd)
Mr. Speaker,; my vote is'not recorded on the roll call
board. May 1 please be recorded in the affirmative.
GUEST SPEAKER SULLIVAN:
‘evorGentleman fromothe 193rd wishes hissvote recorded in the
affirmative. Anyone else? The Clerk will announce the tally.

Total Number VotingeeosoesceosscocosnssldO
Necessary for Passage..,sesesrssrssnos Tl
| Those vObing Ye@.eeeeesoeesennssold0
UMhose Voting Way...eeseeesseease. 0T
LvonsAbsentandoNot: Votingesesiesswooenll

hw
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Phe bill is pasged,

The Chair wishes torextendzhiS‘ﬁhanks'tovthe‘gentlemanv
from the. 124th.
THE- ASS'T. CLERK: - '
- Change of reference. . Favorable. The: Joint Standing Coms |
mittee on Bducation has had Sub. H.B. No. 8300, AN ACT CON-
CERNING STATE GRANTS FOR;THE,CONSTRUCTION>OF,LIBRARIES,Vand
recommends that the same be referred to the Committee on
Appropriations.: .
MR- SPEAKER :

So-ordered: .
THE ASS'T. CLERK: -

Back to page 5, Cal, No. 308, your File No. 300, H.B. No, =
8368, AN AGT CONCERNING THE WHOLESALE PRICE dF WINE,

Favorable report of the Committee on Liquor Control.
MR, SPEAKER:

- .-Gentleman from the 13%4th.

REP. WENZ: (134th) oo

R P P SR —————

oo Yes Mr. Speaker.s. 1 move acceptance of the Joint Committee's
favorable report and passage of the bill.
MR. SPEAKER: |
Question is on acceptance and passage.: Will you remark. :
REP. WENZ: (134th) . -
-Yes Mr. Speaker, This bill is designed to help the Com-
mission police  the industry -and prohibit improper practices in-

volving the most expensive imported wines.

N A B S b s s sy

The present. .statute provides fcr236%;minimum;markup~atvthe

B e S e o

e iy
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from the 16th to give us the benefit of the reason for adoption of Senate B.
MRS~ CONNOLLY ((16th): i+ vovioio

it Yesyithrough you Mr. Speaker, the bill says or indicates that the

methaqualone under: the:Connecticut state statute would be on Schedule 3 of "
controlled substances;: Senate Amendment B*recbmméﬁds?thétfit?ﬁéipﬁfibﬁw
Schedule 2 which is'move strict-and it is'my understanding that word has come
from: the fedéeral government that they will indeed place it 'oh controlled sub-
stance iNo. 2 and I-think we 'might as‘well“conform from thé beginning. =~
51 Will youw remark further ‘on adoption of ‘Senaté 'B? 'If not, all

those in favor of :adoption; indicate by ‘saying aye. “Those opposed?’ Senate
B.ig ADOPTED; -+ «inii be wresiuded Trow cossideving

fueor Avpoint of disagreeing dction on ‘Senate ‘A ‘the’ Chair wotild appoint

a committee of conference ‘consisting of the lady from the 16th, Mrs. Connolly,
the lady.from the 61st; Mrsi Hahzalek, and ‘the’ getitleman from the "f[i7t»h," Dr.

Cohen; to:the House:Committee of Conference. == o

MRiSTEVENS «(119th): ~ i of
w0, @ oMry Speaker, I rise forthe purposeofmaklng amotlonforreu

consideration ofa bill passed yesterda‘yi*?*7'Ref’éi:fihg”"to"‘zISagegt"'lO”of : E:yéi’st'éf]vrday,

April 18th's Calendar; I move we'reconsider Calendar No: 394, S.B. No. 2287,
Ybu?gFﬁlesNo.ﬂ255;aAn Act'Revising ‘the Laws with Respect to Adoption. Mr.
Speaker;: I was on'the prevailing vote in'the passage of this bill. sen
THE - SPEAKER <1 700

sl The'gentleman has moved for reconsideration of an item passed‘on
yesterday's Calendar; the gentleman corréct the Chair if he's wrong, it was

Calendar -No. 394 on:yesterday's'Calendar, S.B. 'No. 2287, FlleNo 255. The

dijr
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gentleman has indicated he was infthe*prevailing side of ' the vote. 'Will you
remark on*the motion for reébnsideration?"
MR, STEVENS:(119th):

Yes, Mr. Speaker, I ask for'reconsideration of this matter because
during ‘the‘debate yesterday an amenhdment was adopted to this bill which, in
my opinion, ‘williseriously hamper the-existing and newly adopted, under the
provisions ‘of thféxbill, adoption laws of the State of Commecticut. I am
referring to the améndment which' added the prohibition against consideration
of age in'the welfare department making a determination as to the proper
parents’of 'a child put up for adoption. It is my considered opinion that the
Judge of Probate and the welfare department and on appeal tothe superior
eourty 'a’superior court’ judge 'should not'be precluded from considering this |
as a factor and-indeed in some cases as the sole factor for-thé reason in’
turniﬁg%dowﬁﬁaﬁiédoption application. It is my intention should this motion
for reconsideration be’passed, to’then have the matter taken up today and I
would expect’that:we would-have reconsideration of the amendment' that was
adopted yesterday. 'I'think if we wish to have a'good adoption law in Contiec-
ticut; an adoption'law which the’ judiciary committee has put a great deal of
work ‘intosin conjunction with the“committee headed by Rep. Bard, that we =
should ‘veconsider-our action yestérday; because politics aside, I think we
have ‘made ' a mistake: " I think we have made a mistake in terms of what is best
for a’child who'is“up for 'adoption. ' I 'would trge a yes vote on the 'motion
for téconsidetationy Vo Ln i
MR MAJEELOY(E104ER) : phosphates, dudvimg wpd

Leal MR SpéakéiiwI?think*féf*twéfrééSons*that*wefshquid’notwreéonsid;

er-our action of 'yesterday. ~Onhe 1§ that there was a full and fair opportunity

1281

djb:
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to. debate the.question and the issue yesterday.. It' s not truly a political
issue at-all and I agree with that statement and I think the House has had

itscopportunity.to:act..... i

let.me give you another.good reason.  If some of you would like

if: we take,this: up again now, we'll be here all night.

MR. RATCHFORD .(109th):

o Mr.. Speaker, first of all I move.that when the vote is, taken it
be by: roll call...

e onQuestion ds on.a roll call vote., All those in favor of a lrpwl;l
call.on the motion for reconsideration, indicate by saying aye. . The necessary
20% having indicated a desire for a roll call, a roll call will be ordered.
MR . RATCHFORD. (109th) .

Mr. Speaker, here we go again: phosphates, gratuities, driving
‘under the :influence and now this. I'm pointing:out that we're now being asked
to reconsider :a bill which in its amended form was passed unanlmously, 140
stozero, With no new evidence to bring before us, except the suggestion of
va possible:veto, I heard that as soon as it was considered yesterday, I don't
think that's a legitimate reason for reconsideration. Idont Ahink that
;indi{zidual;has any more ;votes in here than each and every .one of ‘:u‘s,‘,‘_gt_le‘ast
Iodidn't until recently but it would appear. that,everything that comes out of
‘comnittee must be.approved in this term of the general assembly. Four major

‘bills; gratuities; phosphates, driving under the influence and now this. . Are

o

iwe to feel.that everytime that an:item of any consequence is possibly defeate

cthat unless we.move immediately for reconsideration, we face the prospect of

to leave here today because it'!s very warm and it's, the beginning of a holiday
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that motion next day and then you stand up and tell us, we're independent, djh
we'resa separate andsequal~brancheof~government;*there were no arms being:
twisted; there will:-be no bruised muscles. If-that's the: case;, why must be'
resort to the technique: of reconsideration everytimeé a bill that the adminis-
trationiis interested in whichlappens to be defeated:-or happens to be amended
gets bedt.or gets passed in'a form that doesn't please the administration.:
Ybupwerenftfelectédsby the gentleman on the second floor. You were elected »
by your own constituents. Your own constituents feel strongly that those
in the older class,; inrthe:older-age of -life should at least'have an opportunity
torbe considered to adopt a child and shouldn't be ruled out solely because of
theirage andiyet zif you reconsider this bill today,vfor sure you're going to
see movement on your ‘side of the-aisle; you're going toisee‘a quiet suggestion,
I'misure it won't be said wocally, the:Governor idoesn't ‘want this amendment.

He: wvetoed this: the last time it reached his desk. = For shame.  Act independent

lyycact for yourself and:defeat reconsideration and do it now. < i . = fTeel

THE :SPEAKER: 0t 1%
continsWill you remark further on the motion to reconsider yesterday's
actionos e

MRS :PEARSON (12Lst): iy estimation wvhen we Pecohsider

S0 Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd like to rise in opposition to re-
consideration. {'I think:that the:bill should:be:sent back to the Senate and
that they ‘should have an opportunity to discuss this. I think, in my opinion,
that the Governor must feel:that he would have a better chance in this House

for recongideration than to have the Senate discuss the new amendment on this

»bill. I‘feelathatésywhere the 'bill should:go; I think that:the members:of

the 'generalassembly have the power to pass any legislation that they so wish.
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You can override any veto, if the Covernor’ intends to veto this. I maintain
at that point we' should then override it. We did pass this unanimously yes-
i:erdayandlf the general assembly has the guts to do this, they can override
it. I think it all comes down to whether you have the courage of your own '
convictions.  The last timeé I heard, the Almighty was still ‘in heéaven and not
in ‘the Governor's office. If you have minds and wills of your own, I would
stggest ‘that you start using them.

Gy zabe anwm i

THE SPEAKER: Poaril won, Moo, Speasber,  Ren. {waen, coms ouey heve ang b

SRR Vit

The Chamber please come to order and give your attention to the

T}

MRS . PEARSON(llet)
to"do this before ‘these faculties' bechme obsolete ftom lack ‘of use. ' feel
that to recommit this Bill ‘&nd reconsider it today on’the $ole basis ‘that the

Governor may nbt” 11ke" the hiténdment ‘that this Hole passed yesterday. 1 feel

“a

it's Justahotherpubllc admission that the members of the 1973 general ssem-

bly continue o be the most subserviant and the' most manipulated group of =

polithcal® rubber stamps” to éver grade the halls of this House, It has become

SAYIMOT sEyE

THE ' SPEAKER:

Tt has’ become to me--

MR. CAMP (11lst): - “7°¢

AR Speaker, a point of order please. This is nonsense. I'm a

little tired of ‘this because I Voted consistently on this twice in three times

dinr
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and this nongense -about rubber stamping the rest of it has no basis in truth,
Soy sit down, Marilyn. |
THE SPEAKER: 714 ¢t -

Will. the Chamber please comextogorder.;;Directayour'attention to
the: lady from (the 121st who, I believe, is remarking on the motion for
reconsideration. . ..

MRS. PEARSON (121st): i ...

s5ide von i cThank you,: Me,. Speaker. .Rep. Camp, come .over here and try and
make me... - i yoy vols Toy veoonsiteraiion oo iy
THE . SPEAKER :- .

« puno May 1osuggest that both the gentleman from the 1llth and the lady .
Vﬁromqtheigigt,that they engage in their verbal or otherwise battle outside of
the halls ‘of ‘this Chamber. I will not tolerate comments, exchanges such as
have just happened between members of .this: body. . If you wouldﬁlikegtg,debate>
theﬁissues!¢let!§5de@atesthem.;slfwyou;wantﬁtg»play games, do it outside. .. -

MRS. BEARSON (L2Lst): .-

Ly o Thank you, Mr. Speaker. . Regarding the debate:that I would .certain

Like to.debate this issue and talk against. the reconsideration. In my estima-

tion, -to reconsider this is part of a ridiculous game, a game. of Simon says:. . -

when no. one.dares to take 'a giaut step forward or backward without the . . ..
Goyeﬁﬁoxﬁsfpexmission;gnEorfall<thengQd you are .doing ;your constituents at
home ,. .you might -just as well staythere and give the Governor your proxy vote.
MR.. BINGHAM ((l47th):ic - itar ave soing o be afferied

ce sdopt Point.of order, Mr..Speaker. ...

i iPlease..state your.point.: . -

Ly

djh
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,The,lady;is not germane, . . ...

o +-- The Chair would -request the lady to restrict her remarks to the -«
motion for.reconsideration. ., If the lady cares. to continue. = . |
MRS. PEARSON (121st): .

_o» Thank «you.... I believe .that we should make our own decisions here '-
rg,ga:ding»:v;reggnsideﬁration.; 4 don't think that anyone -that would vote for re-
consideration, I would hope and perhaps you don't realize: just how pathetic
you .appear, if you wote for reconsideration on this to  the viewing public, I
think it's an unfortunate thing that.the general assembly is made to look::.
like ja -bunch of political incompetents playing the part.of the fools for their
party leaders. ...« .. .-

MR. BARD (138th): . .

o1 o Mr.oSpeaker, as ‘L .sit here.and listen to: this debate which is.i -
obviously getting way off the issue, the issue here is are we going to pass a
bill that's going .to .affect .a -lot.of kids..  And I know people feel very .-
strongly on this .age dissue. .1 ;s,,séoke\ yesterday- and -I..had hoped: that yesterday
that 1 /would convince some people that though they are sincere, I feel that
they are wrong.. ‘But apart.from that, you know I think that some of the member
in this. Chamber. who have been here a few . years know that:I have not gone down
the -line consistently with this Governor. My wview on this bill is there are -
at least 3800 foster kids that are going to be affected by this bill. There
are a;:;l:.dt of otherkids that are going to be affected who could be adopted and
whose adoptions. will. stand without challenge.  Now if there are any games that
are being, played, I think the game is on giving a definition of whether this

is.a legal issue or not. I believe that it is not.. I.think that the welfare

L2

133 -
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_commission perhaps.in the past, or probate judges, have said you are disallowed - djk’
f;gm adopting a child because of your, agewwhenv,‘th:ey, .didn! t-have thei:guts:to |
-say. the real reason.  That's the issue, Whethez;they;shouldatell~themxthe:reai ’
<reason. -Now, there have been some singular cases here and there ‘in the state j :
when I think either the probate judge or the welfare department didn't have
the guts to tell the people the real reason. .  They copped out by saying solely
‘because - of  age..: Ndw I'd like to do something, I don't know whether this is r
proper but as I understand.it, last year Sen..Lieberman put an amendment in:
.on this, on a bill of this pature.  He.did not.do thisin the Senate and I

understand he did not do that because he did some research:during the summer,
I believe it was Yale legal services who did the research, and he was con= <

vinced that it was not right. He did, however, put in a bill«for a:constituent

by request I believe, but in any event when the, bill was in the Senate, he <

did not amend this,so I believe that he is convinced:that :this:is not good=-
L I'mre luctant. to:do.so0, it a.point. of order. ' I don't:believe the : \
gentleman is being germane. to the motion which is one' to reconsiders: i
... The Chair would indicate to:the gentleman thatithe question under -
discussion is a motion for reconsideration.. The question of:the’bill or-any
amendments to the bill will be one that will be discussed freely if favorable !

action is taken on the motion. to recomsider. | ;' v corion who fooshonl Lo e .

... Thenk you, Mr. Speaker. I believe that Rep. Ratchford was proper.
Iwouldonly sayJ.n closing that I think we should reconsider this bill and

when we walk out of ‘here this afternoon, I think we should have a bill, the
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about 'this. I'm'intéfeétéd‘fﬁfthf'é*goihg”tdjﬁéﬁpén'to*Ehdse 3800 kids and
I'm'interested in a good adoption bill. I think that anybody who's been here
for a while knows I mean this. Thank you.
THE SPEAKRR: =

eeding of féllféall'vdféi6ﬁ"£hé”ﬁ6%i6n}fbr réconsideration.
MR. NEVAS “(136th): ' °%

L UM, ‘Speaker, T Wiil”ffy:fo*ﬁéwgg%ﬁéﬁéifsﬁfﬁé°motion to reconsider
and talk about ‘the issue of age, and mention some things that were not men-
tioned yesterday. 'I'think that the factor of age égnvhévéﬁéfﬁééfihg on the
welfare of a ¢hild who ‘is ‘to be placed or is ‘'in consideration of bé’irigx‘:pié%ciéd.
I'can give you' two ‘specific examplés that come to mind. One would be a situa-
tion in which the prospective adopting parents were in their eighties and you
had a child Sf teHAsPYERTS 11V Sthe® tHIhgs Cohbidored 45 far a5 home and
atmosphere and financial ability and so forth, in that situation the sole
factor 'of age shotild e considered and should be permittedly considered by the
welfare agené&ﬁorﬁfﬁé”?iaC§ﬁéﬁiiﬁﬁénci”%r5fﬁeﬁjuagé;6f igébaké\iﬁ“aétermfﬁiﬁh

whether 'or Tot’ those parents should be Permitted to adopt the child. That's

situation where the age of the adopting parents can be considered and should '

vvvvvvv

Tead about in the press; where you haVe an elderly person who is about to be
adopted by a young person.” You have all read of cases where a twenty or

twenty-five year old person--

MR.“AJELLO® (104th) +

‘Point of order.”

’Ph11+qdéy, A‘pf‘ik'l‘, 19, 1973 L

one ‘example, where age solely and in ‘and of itself should be a factor. Another

be ‘considered as the sole factor Would be'in a situation such as we occasionally

135 -

adoption bill’should be passed. I'm hot‘intéfeSﬁedfin what the Governor thinks djh -
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v oMr.oSpeaker, if Mr, Bard can't wander that far from the subject
then I.don't think the gentleman ought tg,be,allowéd to go.this far afield.
We!re discussing recqnsideration., n,

THE SPEAKER: oo ronct o

. The: Chair would caution the gentleman from the 136th that he is
proceeding: along exactly the:same path as;Rep. Bard and his, comments are more
propexly@directed<aftergthe;motionvigr reconsideration has either passed or
failed towards.the bill or any of the amendments. thereto. . . .
MR, NEVAS (136th); i i

i+ Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In the light of the Speaker's ruling, I
think that I would reserve my remarks, hopefully, for discussion on the main
bill, if reconsideration is granted..

THE 'SPEAKER:. . ..
Are yovsprepazed; to,yote on,the motion, to,reconsider yesterdays',
action. iy

- MR.STOLBERG (93rd):

¢ o woMrs Speaker, thank you.  Mr. Speaker, I'd like to speak in favor
‘of 'reconsideration. 1'm speaking in favor, of reconsideration because the same
 unfortunate. process: of. politicals I suppose reaches us all. I speak in fayor
of reconsideration for:ithe only real reason that we can reconsider this bill,
‘that iis because definitive information has reached us either we cut back on
what we want and we take one tiny step forward in terms of what we feel about
dng ‘to ‘block everything that we believe in and that we've already spoken to,
and ladies and gentlemen, I've convinced that we're not goigg}tg override that

- one man., JTherefore, instead of speaking for what I really believe in, instead
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of urging you to do the same, I'm going to vote for reconsideration because
we're really in that kind of a box. I'feel a li't£1e dirtier for that process.
I ‘suppose before long, all of us have to feel that in this game: It's unfortun-
ate that it does reach us ‘that way but‘a man in the front office ﬁho's willing
to call in individuals even on'd question siuch as capital punishment and say
they're not going to gét ‘théir bridge o their road, can put the Same kind of
screws to uf. " "Iilili'g'é reconsideration. I urge taking off the amendment. I
urgetaklng ‘a small step that we can get this year in hopes that perhaps the
would Tike to, v e e
THE SPEAKER:

‘Areyou prepared to vote?

T “Mr.Speaker; speaking in favor of teconsideration, T feel a little
cleaner than T did yesterday. Yesterday I voted in favor of putting on this
amendmént With respect to ‘age and I expect ‘today that I'shall vote the other -
why ‘and T would call'to your attention that yesterday when ‘this matter was c
débated,” the ‘only ‘reasén that we'got For being opposed to the bill For: those
who were opposed was merely a suggestion ‘that’ if ‘the amendment went ‘throughy
thebill would be prejudiced)" At léast we've Heard hete ‘today an indication
‘that' we're willing to, some of us, some of our leadership is willing 'to debate.

on its mérits and T think really that theré ‘are sound reasons: for ‘i -

‘the 'bi
Vo e ey s 808 e have ours,
- Areyo prepared to vote on reconsideration?  The gentleman from

djh 1
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MR. RATCHFORD (109th):

Speaking ‘for the 'second tifme“,ﬂ%;'l"fd merely remind you in speaking of
support of ‘réconsidetation’that “the vote yesterday ‘was 140 to zero. ‘I'm going
to'be very ‘interested in‘léoking at ‘the ‘board today.

I thirsecondlyy to'my ‘good “friend ‘from New Haven, if we adopt that

we 'will Have given up ott legislative perrogative, = /"

THE, sSPEAKERz-0=, there' s apothor facior here, anoihes

“wiAre you prepared ‘to vote' on Yeconsidération of S.B. No. 2287 "

adopted;y: passed by ‘this body yeésterday? Yesterddy's Calendar No. 394, your

Fille ‘No.@ 255, tioan may we ve rhis whan

R Vol senraed b g ey el e g Lomdieaedy b Gobe Tt e ol
- WiMrl Speaker; I'rise in"opposition“to” reconsideration. Reconsidera-

“an appropriate motion when new evidence; new facts, a new situstion”
appears’ between ' the' time 'of ‘ation’ on ‘a matter and ‘the néxt legislative day.

There ate no new fadts in’connection with this bill. ~ Thére's no new rationale.

There's no'new ifformation, nobody's offered any.” What is'new is the implied

threat of a veto by’ Governor' THomas Meskill.” I ‘say' this, ladies and gentlémen,

vote'! your'consciences on this bill. If you're going to succomb to threats or

applied threats from the front office thenyou have abdicated your responsibilit

to hbld a seat in this’ CHamber. 'Tf you' subscribe to' the principles of the bill
s amended; vote“against redonsiderdtion.  The”Governor Has his responsibilites
DY%théﬁ1ightéﬂas*he*Séeé*thém?éhﬁjﬁe“haVe“ouré. ‘I think it would Be a’ shame
1fthis bill weré réconsidered today because what it would suggest to me is tha

a'majority of 'the mémbers of this Chafibef 4ré not prepared to vote their con-

sciencesi“:They “aré prepared to knlickle {inder to“executive pressure.

phi losophy; ‘we 'mdy ‘as ‘well 'adjourn ot on May 15th but on April 19th because |

|
138

djh
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MR. RITTER (6th):

Mr. Speaker, IVgrgelmcholleagueszon}tﬁis side of the aisle to
Voﬁe&tQV;eqqnsider and I do this as a matter of voting my conscience. I voted
yesterday against{thgygmgndmegt.}%QnegreasonglgVotedvagainst;the,amendment was
that I think thatﬂageighould be considered a factor in adoption matters. It
is also.true that I think that elderly people should be able to adopt. I thin
our regulations ag,i@;g;pgeged,by{our:judiciary~are~sometimesytoo rigid but
it!s.also true, there's another factor here, another reason for voting for
reconsideratiqgf%qq,simgltanequsly voting your. conscience is the.fact that.
N@;[Kingwhg§¥99;n;ed,out;gndﬁsome:other legislators have pointed out. The
ultimate question may well be this.when it comes a matter of conscience: do

you prefer the bill that was presented without amendment, which is a landmark

bill and which 1'm proud to have worked, a landmark bill that came out of

judiciary, do yé gfe%,kﬁétidéya&mgtter,bficdnScienee or do you prefer the
possibility, indeed wé‘re told the probability, indeed we're told the surety
that the Gove:np;;would,ygtoxthgéb;ll,asiamepded. As a matter of conscience,
I5wiL%§Yng,toﬂrecqnsider. I will vote to delete the amendment and I will
then vote for the basic bill which will be one of the best bills to come out
of .this legislature.
THE SPEAKER: . ..

| o Will you remark further?. If not, if all members would please

take their seats, staff members come to the well. If you are in favor of

reconsidering our action yesterday on S.B. No. 2287, you should vote in the
affirmative. ;I£¢y9u¢dg not favor reconsideration of this item but prefer to
let yesterday's action stand, you should vote in the negative. Will all mem-
bers please take, their seats.The machine will.be open.. . Has everyone voted?

The-machine-will.-be.-closed-and-the-Clerk-please -take..a-tally.

djh, |
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MR. MORRIS (94th):" ' | | 'djh;ﬁ
Mr. Speaker, mdy I'be recorded 1n the negative. '
o P EARER e Ly by Fhe Majority Leader and I would only a66 for my own siand 8
' The ‘géntléman from the94th ‘is shown as not having voted, wishes to |

be recorded in ‘the negative.

MR. DICE (89th): | g
Mr. Speaker, ‘I wish 'to be recorded in the affirmative please.

THE SPEAKERse: Amentment Sclsdule A to b 8. ko,

xe »ifﬁéz"ig'elmtleman from the 89th is shown as not having voted, wishes
to be recorded in ‘the affirmative.
THE'ASSISTANT ‘CLERK: 7 =0 =8
. Necessary for adoption................. oo 72 ,
Liees iThose voting Yea. oo o oo o0 0820 i e

~ Those voting Nay........ ...00
. U0 iABgent’ and mot voting... ... L, 19

LR VS Mo ti6h to Péconsider ‘s ADOPTED, i il

“v DMyl Speaker), T move reconsideration of House Amendment Al

THE SPEAKER: = /7" "
et DMotion '8 ‘on’ reconsideration of House Amendment Schedule A to
S.B. No. 2287. Was the'gentleman from thé 22nd ‘in ‘the prevailing sidé‘on =

MR, PUGLIESE (22nd): 1 

P M Sgd e et

0 Wi11 you remark on reconsideration of House Amendment Schedule A?
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MR PUGLIESE (22nd): &

' have Yess Mr.oSpesker, -only: to:say.that L, think, the case bas been put
forth adequately.by:the Majority.Leader and I would only. add. for my own stand-
point: that I have:decided that.there are certain circumstances in which age
alone-could beia factor for:deciding against adoption..

THE- SPEAKER: pevicn v such o o0 |
© sveoWilloyou remark:further on.the motion: to reconsider yesterday's
action on:House: Amendment Schedule A to: S.B. No. 2287. ... ..

MR, NEVAS>(136th): 1 ol o

Poowg

- Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Earlier on the motion to reconsider, I
began to cite some:examples.as: to where age, solely age in and of itself, ... .
could:be :a factor. « Just to recap wvery briefly, I mentioned one situwation where
you: would have: parents:.of . advanced .age,: prospective. adopting parents. of-ad-: .
vanced age, perhaps in their 70"s. or :80's,, who. propose: to adopt.a.child of..
tender years, 'maybe two, three years of age or even an infant. They might
live iin‘a ‘very lovely home, they might be financially very secure, they might
be able to do:all:of the things: materially for that child :that any parent. . .
would ‘like ‘to: be:able:to ido.for its child but I submit.to.you, Mr. Speaker, .. |
that ‘in«that situation,.the.factor iof those prospective parents' age should be

considered: by ‘the judge:of probate.or by the placementagency, or by whatever

agency 'was 'involved. - :They :should not.be robbed of the opportunity to consider

agerasca sole factor.;.In a'situation:such.as that, it would be extremely im-

POrtaﬁﬁ ;‘i; . EEFR T e £

- stlupAnother isituation which I can.conceive of; Mr. Speaker, would. be
the reverse. '«That:would:be asituation 1nWhlch you, 18 1ght have ayoung %;Pef:?on

perhaps in' their: early twenties who might propose to adopt a person in their

djh. .
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eighties or nineties. ‘I think all;of you, as I indicated earlier, through the
Years.have,read:on~00casi®nﬁofwsituationsvin“the;newspaperS*WhefeZjuSt such
-a thing has oecurred, where somenyOung”perSOn’has proposed to adopt a person
-of advanced age-as their'child and I don't think I have to spell out to the
members of this House why that would happen. Obviously it would be a person,
‘the -elderly person:in ‘such a situation would be a person of considerable means
vaand'of:greatfwealtvhxand'someyoun‘:g'person*might propose to adopt that elderly
person as itheir «child for purposes of inheritance. I think in that situation,
‘the ‘factor of age in and of itself should be considered by the appropriate
agency. Wik oveny vemark Tunile opeconsleralion ol BOUSS

(niiiiSo there are two specific examples, Mr. Speaker, where the agency
or the judge should be able to:take into consideration the factor of age, and
I.think by the adoption of this amendment, or rather by the deletion of this
amendment, we will restore to the agency or to the judge that power. = Thank
you,: Mps-Speakew.: ~iioaie Lo naoinn oy Twenty peicent
MR.-CAMP (11lth): @ <o

¢ Mr. Speaker, I took some offense at the lady from Stratford and

also:from the geritleman from Danbury when they accussed en block of following
the Governor's directives because far from it; the Governor followed mine. In
1972, on April 5, we had ‘a bill very similar to this ameridment which came be-
fOrevfhinHousefandﬂatythaiftimeﬁi?spoke*siMilaf to the ‘way I would speak toda:
in-opposing the “amendment that was put before you. I agreed fully with Al
Cretella; -I'm sorry with Al Nevas, that 'you could‘certainly and wisely deny
someone :adoption :solely because of age for anyone sixty, seventy or eighty
years old. «Todo rotherwise, just in ‘my ‘judgment, wouldn't make any sense at

all.. I.will admit: that the welfare department may make mistakeé‘iﬁ‘thevearly

djhif
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‘A jproperly drawn:carefully considered amendment along those lines.
which:-advised the welfare department and:perhaps;éven;saidﬁsomething to .the
effec£~that¢yog couldn't discriminate below the age of fifty would make some-
sense. . The:present amendment:makes absolutely no sense and worse.than that;
itrseems to'me; it invites:litigation.:. The person:denied  the right to adopt:
has:an:excellent opportunity to go:to court under this-and hold:up the status
of the;potentialaadbptive,childifor'a year or.twoiyears.c:l think:such an. 1
amendment is unconscionable.

THE SPEAKER: “. L.

v osenns Williyousremark further onireconsideration of ‘House A? . ‘e
MR+ RATCHFORD: (109th) &
i (May«I-move first that when the vote is taken, it be by roll call.
THE SPEAKER: i v
oo cusQuestion iscontasrollicall vote on:reconsideration ofiHouse A ..
Allithose in favor indicate by ' saying aye., Twenty percent having indicated
a'desire for a roll call, a roll call will be ordered. Will the Clerk please
announce it. i isase siale vour Gues
MR. RATCHFORD®(109th):
Mr. Speaker; speaking against.reconsideration; may I remind the:..

.255.

If yreconsideration:isigranted. and:-this;amendment defeated, we,then:are;saying
that»azprobatewjudgermay;not;disapproverofwgnwadoption;becauseuof4maiital o

status; saying basically that.if a person is single he:or,she could adopt, or
avdifference in:raceysor colory:or:religion, regardless of how extreme any

of theseifactors may have been and certainly I agree that we should say that

they should not:in and of themselves be the:'sole: basis for-disapproving an

djh i
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adoption,.: :But;yet what we're saying ié hat every senior citizen in this state
is that a probate judge«can:,_.dd what was::done: in~She%ltor‘:r and that is deny an'
adoption simply because of:the age _of the potential' adopting parents. I, for
one, will not stand here and do that:against all the senior citizens, all of
them; in.this-state:because it's-a'blanket: inditement iftyou don"t adopt this
amendment and.I urge you: to:consider what you did yesterday. ‘It was the "
correct thing and. urge you to: vote against reconsideration on this amendment.

sodnd 4

their.seats. -Question:is on reconsideration:of yesterday's action on House
Amendment Schedule A to:S.B. No. 2287,
MR. WEBBER: (92nd):

Thank you, Mr. ‘Speaker;:Mr, Speaker, ‘through you I1'd ‘like to ¢

direct:.a question to Rep. Camp. Mr. Speaker, a question to Rep. Camp please,

through you.

# Please state your question.

MR. WEBBER (92nd): 1o s et

vt {1Yes. : In his opposition to the concept of an elderly couple having
the right to ‘adopt: a younger, a young child; can hé‘éfg’iVe me any evidence or
any sﬁgg;gif;iCS{;,Qx;;,;dpossibly some cases of where he might have some familiarity
%where this elderly. couple might have a young child in their household and for
tp§;53,;§g§on are noti qualified; or give me reasons why:they shouldn't be 0"
qualified.: .Does:he have.any: specificicases? .o iuioraly hodd o ver

;TﬁEc§£EAKER:;S;é; Fomi by

sont o Willoyou-remark further? If not,«if 'all members would please ‘take

djh i
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| MR. WEBBER (92nd):,

Ttragedy:in their family where they lost their young daughter who had two very

coupio 1w Yesy, I think it's just a question of judgment, Mr. Speaker. I'm

L=

& lawyexo Whenylugeh;2 persen.that eomes in.and writes a will, 1 tell that

person please not to,appoint as a guardian a grandparent. I don't think it

makes. any sense if it is possible to get anyone else to be appointed. Similar:

e

) g
bt

ly in the case here, it seems to me if a person is eeventy years old, comes .
in tooadoptoacthree,year,old; child, a; 1ittle mathematics will, tell you, that

the person is going. to be eighty-five while this person needs, while the

ehitd,really peeds. somebody.to.guide bimyy.Now I, donit thirk you need examples

I think all you need is a little common sense, Mr. Webber. The other point

is: and the worst point is--

! TRIS LA 3 EEGERR I R ! 1 )
MR. WEBBER (92nd):: . . . oy b j Veasure of bringin
i # e Sk i o LA " "

o wewdo bave very little common sense, Mr, Speaker, that's why I asked

‘the, question.

THE“SPE/AKER:JJ LA come dnte Th AL Pomak fo s Py i i bt

ATRTO RS DU Al s Do S0t o oewileyrn oy L

+ The, gentleman from the 92nd, has your question been answered?

[P ey B W B o -
WgmussnUe prosented, Be. Speshen
) ;

7 Well, he's answered in the manner that he wants to answer it.

MR . CAMP (lllth): L wUELL LT BYLIG g

ste for oo That's the way I usually answer question:

em*ﬁ'WEB;BEB(gznd)‘, :f 4 ':h EE N RINIE) 0 i (o AR i

RGOS LGR TALLON i

«Well you have more common sense .than I have obviously. Mr.
+Speaker ;I would:like to point: out that in my neighborhood, and the reason

I raise the question, we have a neighbor who unfortunately had a very serious

young children.and the mother and father of the deceased have literally

Thursday, April 19, 1973 | 145
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adoptéd\fhé‘tW6ﬁéhi1dren, one is aged four and one is aged six. And I say the
T'want to téll you; Mr. Speaker and ladies ‘and gentlemen, I doubt very much

whether any ‘yotng couple or ‘any couple regardless of age could possibly do a

ation, the céfefifhé>Wéfﬁfh‘théfﬁfﬁééé‘chilaféﬁ“afe{reééivith%rOm'thié:cbﬁple
1§ almost beyond your most vivid imagination. Coupled with the fact, Mr.
Sﬁéakéff“i“ﬁﬁdﬁfbfiSomeother people and I'm sure all of us do, of some reason-
ably elderly béﬁﬁié'ﬁhawbj”éoﬁé”Vefyvpiééééhf Quifk dféfétefﬁéVé}gibéh birth
to’ children ‘af 'fhat ‘age, ‘at that sgiéélléaaléfégggé}vaow are you telling me
tﬁgtlfﬁgyégie not qualified to own and bringup these children? I'm sure we

all know of égfééiiéa%éidéfi§‘Cou5iéb'ﬁﬁdxﬁééeéhé& EﬁéfiléQSufé of bfiﬁgfﬁé;

¥ﬁ{thﬁfﬁgﬁﬁg(i:db%i,3%%ﬂ I can't buy Mr. Camp's explanation that a seventy or
eighty year old would come into the court and ‘ask to adopt a newborn child, I

thir ‘this is 4h unisual §itudtion and probably will never happen. I'm sorry

biit T can't dgree with the ‘argtiments presented, Mr. Speaker.

 'The'Chair would suggest to the Chamber that if we get on with the

%vote for reconsideration;” 1f it Fails the matter is concluded as faras the
iaﬁ%ﬁﬁment goes. If the motion for reconsideration passes, then debate will
ééﬁin‘%é{opéﬁ?oai%ﬁé*émendment, House Amendment Schedule A.
MR, AMBROGIO (95th):

- ggﬂéf%Speaker, a point of information please.
| THE SPEAKER: |

“Please proceed.

better job in bringing up these children, the love, the affection, the consider-

146
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MR. AMBROGIO (95th): | | djh !
I am paired off the conveniencefoffm¥ CQl1eague;alongside of me
and I ‘have no reason to leave the House. Is it permissible for me to sit here |
and not vote ot do I have to, leave?
THE - SPEAKER: 1. -
v If ‘the-gentleman wishes to remain paired, he cannot remain in the
House and vote. fIfwv;vvhevn-;'Lvs in the House and votes, the pair is vingﬂfzfgc@;ual.
MR ..-AMBROGIO (95th) st T ety o
-« L.don!t mean to vote, Mr. Speaker, just to sit here and listen
to-all these eloquent .people,.. Idon'twant ‘to miss it. .
THE SPEAKER:. ..l you G
swintis TheClerk indicates that when the gentleman is paired, they are
not supposed:to remain.in.the Chamber,. ... ..., .. ... g a |
MR- ANTONETTI (116th): .,
“wowiMr,  Speaker, a question to Mr. Camp or any of the proponents of |

reconsideration.: Mr, Camp, could you please tell e how many cases and since

wesare-reconsidering this matter of age, how many applications have been re-

ceived by ninety year old people for adoption of children?

MR, CAMP (11lith):.. .. @ ...
1ol would judge that most people are a little more sensible than
thati oo

MR. ANTONETTL- (LL6th):i. © oo comiiiie <ot

SRR R A

egansn. How many. for people at eighty years of age for adopting children?

MR, CAMP (11Lth):- o icinivn oo oo

4 have no.idea.. I think you reason the thing out. You don't need

‘that sort of-- 1/ ..
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MR. ANTONETTI (Ll6th):i
Ghakie s And how many at seventy? And how many at sixty?
THE SPEAKER: ‘w0 cov iomar (5 oo order.  The zeul Lens
Does the gentleman from the 116th care to direct his questions
‘through ‘the Chair? -
MR. ANTONETTI- (L16th)sr . wo oo
) géwyéihrougﬁfyouwto*Mr:?Campsil”would like  an’ answer to sixties,

seventy, and eighty and ninety. °These>were figures that were purported as’
applicants: for:adoption of children and' if I-am going to reconsider & measure,
Iralsoswould like: to know how many at forty=five, how many at fifty, and if'
yourhave thevevidence,-let's hear it.  If yousdon't then'we'll have to vote."
MR. BINGHAM: (147th):

cmiiion.  oMg.iSpeakery incfavor of reconsideration, Mr: Speaker. There's
been:a lot:of discussion about howswe~= @ iy &0

MR+ ANTONETTI (LL6th): voico, woocol o

¢irp or MreoSpeaker, I wishothrough you:Mr.-Camp would' answer some"of ‘my" !

questionsyinel all
THE SPEAKER: . - o0 of che Ucnmesiiond
wizion o The gentleman:relinquished the 'Chair. The gentleman from the 147t
has thé?flooﬁ:b‘;
MR. ANTONETTI:(147th): - .

Mry Speaker, ‘I was standing in place. ~I+had not relinquished;

TﬂEasPEAKER
#ience (0The Chait disagrees with the ‘gentleman: The Chair has recognized
the:gentleman from:the L47th ¢ Durpose Lon s siones

MR sANTONETTT «(147th) cononsi e Do

5
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... -According to the rules, Mr, Speaker--
THE SPEAKER:. . |
The gentleman is out of order. The gentleman from the 147th has, .
the floor. . ... |
MR. BINGHAM (147th); .. .

o piea JMr. Speaker, we do'not have; those statistics. A The problem is most

of  the people here are speaking: straight and strictly from emotion and it's .

a spacious argument because the professional opinion, those:people. who know.

and I.don'ticlaim to be a professional in the question of adoption, but the: ..

professional opinion on this subject is.clear. Professional people say that
adoption should be blocked solely because of age in certain circumstances and

the professionals in the Connecticut Child Welfare Association support.this

cluded. this provision in the bill and rightfully so.  Now we.can stand here .. .

and attempt. to gunner votes; so-called, and I .don't think we are by.supposedly

adhering or: supporting one person who. in. advanced age:can:do, a very.decent job.

This.is against all professional opinion,:. This is against the facts. This is
against the:opinion of the Comnecticut Child Welfare Association and this;,
provision should be:amended out of.the bill.

MR. BARD (138th):

Mr. Speaker, 1'd like to point.out two. things in case there's any
confusion... Number one, the Connecticut Child Welfare Association is not a
part of the welfare department. ,It!s an independent agency that's been in
ggisygygg%io;ﬁfiityziiygyyggrs in this state, an agency of a type nowhere else
fggn@;ipg;hgycbunggy whose sole purpose for existence is to assist in, assist

those agencies, who, are responsible for child cariﬁg. It was not part of the
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Thntsaay,kAﬁtil lq, lé??

‘welfare departmen% : ;;ﬁaﬁi taimake‘that very clear.

Secondly, lﬁ;lgc:want’tc'make'ﬁéry‘clear, if it has not been made
clear that an older person could presently and under this bill adopt. You're
not excluded because you 're elderly All the c1rcumstances would come into
play{aéxthey would with a twenty-five year old or a thirty year old. But I
would plea with éﬁis’£§3émbi§;“déﬁ't’1e£‘y8u£‘é%bfiﬁhé‘éé”ﬁhéfL&éﬁlfhink is a
political puéh*héféf“aﬁ&*ééén‘ffiit is &i%ﬁ‘séme*ﬁéépie it ‘shouldn't be. The
iESue?légvef&ﬂélea}; Do we want a good adopt1on blll somethlng that we can i

éé%*fhéf“ﬁiil‘ﬁeiﬁ*iiéé“ar'aéh*£‘wéﬁ“ Allwtﬁeﬁcther excuses you can rationaliz

all yo

55% but that's the thing you've got to live with.
THE SPEAKER: T T |

Will you remark further on reconsideration of House Amendment

Schedule A7 ‘TERGY) 1€ BIT renbars winld ploase Yaks ‘chtid Soava. " 1£ you
fdior Yeconsidération ‘of yesterday's ation in adopting House Amendment Schedu

A, you should vote in the affirmative. If you do not wish to reconsider yes-

Eé%dé§‘ ‘action in adopting House Amendment Schedule A and prefer to leave the

action stand in”accdf&ance:ﬁiths&éEtefdaflefﬁdté;'you should vote in the

neéatf . 'The machine will be open. Has everyone voted? The machine will

"Mr. Speaker, I'd like to be recorded in the negative, please.
THE SPEAKER: 0 nomen PRI

‘ The gentleman from the 2nd is shown as not hav1ng voted, w1shes to
be recorded in the negatlve he g9 |

Total number votlng..liﬂif.ll.iiilfj .......... 137
Necessary for reconsideration................. 69

()
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. Those voting Yea................81 djh |
Those voting Nay..........vs.v..D6
ronAbsent. and.not: VORINg.ss « v iwsindd ‘

THE SPEAKER: I

Motion; for; reconsideration of ;House A is ADOPTED, ...\ o

PR

:May the Clerk interrupt to read some new favorables please.

Favorabj_e report;: joint standing: committee on judiciary, on H.B.

——

No: 8290;.An Act Concerning the Liability of Municipalities for Claims Against
Local Boards:of Education Members and: Employeessoiiioe v banis and coculaied

Minety Per (Tabledsfor the Calendar and printing.

Favorable, report, joint standing:committee on judidary, on H.B.

No: 8661, An Act Concerning Death or Disability from Hypertension or Heart

Disease for County Detectives. -

1 e e

o v oo Tabled for, the; Calendar and.printing.

Favorable. report, joint standing: commitee on public health and
safety;on substitute H.B. No, 8754, An Act Concerning the Labeling of Drugs.

THE SPEAKER:: oovobie repovt, ol

acrivitizs Tabled for the:Calendar and printing.. . st iHioet,

- Favorable report of the joint standing committee on human rights

and opportunities;on.substitute H,B. No. 8400, An Act Concerning the Procedures

of: the Human Rights and Opportunities Commission.
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‘Tabled for the'Calendar:

THE “CLERK: i ot veosa, hose than ape. o ldel

W Yhe pigdgresing action from the Senate on H.B. No. 8721 from the
committee on public héalth and safety, An Act:-Concerning Treatmeﬁt of Re=-
habilitation Services Offered to Drug Persons, as amended by Senate Amendment
THE SPEAKER: o010 the Whamber b iud anough

SO0 oTabled for the Calendar.

U The ‘fiotise please return to order. The matter before us now is

adoption of House Amendment Schedule 'A'introducedvby the:lady:from the 121st,

Yesterday' s'detion in adoption of Said’ amendment: having justbeen reconsidered
by 'this body. “Will you'remark on adoption’ of House Amendment Schedule A7

MRS . PEARSON™(121s¢)% " 00

8 Thank'you. T certainly vould like to''speak in behalf of the
‘amendment.” " T'feel 'that we have before us the revision of the state adoptive
Tdws ‘and T’ particilarly felt that it should be part of the bill) 1 feel that
‘the prefent 1aw that we have, ‘the current ‘statute, ‘as I 'saidyesterday, I
‘felt were passed in ‘another eéra when the average life span was in the forty
year “61d bracket But T think that today it hds been increased by more than -
“twétity years and I “think the: avériage»fi life 'span ‘gets up into:the sixties at
‘this pointi " I think people ‘are younger today and the life span:is a lot
‘Toniger. ' I feel that our statites ‘sheuld certainly: compliment the fact of
‘this lengthening of age and that it should not automatically be a bar on

people in the'State of Connectieutand I ‘don't feel that we should bar the

‘forty year olds ‘and the fifty year olds who are qualified and willing to

T

accept this féépdﬁ§fbil“ityi”’éhd‘?’tfégéhér”e‘f?*aﬁd‘Wi'l?ling~to.s‘becor‘ne parents;iial o
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think. that we.all know people who are young, who are-actually physically ..
older.and vice-versa, those that are older who are very physically, I would
says, in the youngrcategory.. .,

-+ L.had heped: that. the amendment would benefit:childless parents

who might:spends-.. t.inii o

THE SEEAKER:

Would, the.Chamber:be kind enough: to quiet-down and direct your:. :
attention to the lady's remarks.. -

s noo; Thank you. . I had:hoped. that the amendment: would not.only benefit::
the ;parentless child because I wouldn't want to.see;them.spend their early..
and important;years.in an institution,.deprived of.love and warmth that.I:.
feel that  they are certainly entitled to; but.l had-hoped that the amendment
would help ;and benefit the older would-be parent who would also:be able to

give rthe :child the .type.of .environment which it .certainly should:have, this

type ‘of .environment .and ;love. /I merely .meant by-the amendment that age; I |-

felt; ;should .notbe :an ;automatic. preventive ito anotherwise qualified person
from being .considered :as parents.. I :have talked with various-organizations
also and I think wehave an.unfortunate situation:where we see:children under
a.year.old. mainly going:to those:in:their late twenties; possibly early .
thirties, iand four:to five.year olds and:over,:going to people in:thedir
late thirties andiearly forties.. -I maintain that removing:the-=: i

THE  SPEAKER:

7 Would .the Chamber please quiet down.

MRS. PEARSON(12lg

- That removing .the people from.this other, from the age bracket of
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forty=five; forty-six; fifty, early #Bfties would be-an‘unfair thing. =I feel

itewould bevdiscriminatory-to not have this: WwoPdin the bill+ Afdcdisseimini-
tion on:thessole:basis of-age; I:feel to-be very-bad. I spoke to'the amend- -
ment yesterday. :I'm well aware that the amendment will be defeated: today’
but I must:speak:on-behalf of ityct 1o e nobilo to o bess ob

MR 2 BINGHAM-(147¢h) ¢ sdoption route o apply 1o this porbioniar @

)t o ohiiiMrySpeaker, 'speaking in opposition to the amendment, Mr'Speaker,

what'much<6f Rep. Pearson said is'not the case in“this bill. ‘Age“does niot in
and of 'itsélf necessarily preclude an adoption but if the’ judge chooses to*”
deny an'adoption solely on'the grounds 'of“age; he should be allowed todo’ just
that.= ‘And-I respectfully ‘submit“that aside from*some personal opinions that
Rep.:Pearson-has given to us ‘and ‘the opinion<that we 'should maké ‘old people
Héppy; in<their oldiage for<the benefit -of themselves~ and not for the benéfit
of ‘the=childreniis not the intent of ithisiact. -The 'intent of this'act is to’

benefit the children and to have an actwhich'is good for children. 'And

that's why the Child Welfare Association with their sociologists and with thei

psychiatrists come to the conclusion thatiat:some point=in life, it's not -
proper.:to -adopt:aschild merely because of rage. This 'is'professional ‘opinion.
I've heard nothing from thé proponent of this amendment in the:way of pro- i -
fesstonal opinion. I hear ‘a pandering to ‘the emotions of ‘a certain group.
Well, 'that's not what we're here for. ' We're here toido thé best thing for-
the ‘children ‘of the State of ‘Connecticut ‘and I urge that we reject this®
amendment
MR, BEVAQUA (122nd):

Mr. Speaker, I fise to oppose ‘the mendment primarily because of -

a reference ‘that Mri Nevas made a little earlier concerning an area of age

r
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that bothers me mor

theré is a particular agency of ‘which I'm familiar in thé area from whence 1
come 'that has ‘specific cases on'record, and I know of one in particular ifvol-

4

ity eighteen year old young fiar and a sixteen'year old

that'‘they would'go the ddoption route and apply to’this particular agency to

I and after intetview and after serious deliberation on“the part

it was determined”that 'the -marriage was of ‘an Unstable nature,
‘the youth and immaturity of the young couple, that they
were not at this point“in their young' lives feady to adopt children and that
| the well-being ‘of the perspective adopted child would very definitely be in
j%opar y if ‘after a year or two this marriage was not a successful one and

there had to“b

parting of the 'ways and {t would be obviously a’tratmatic

‘to have'to go thréugh a“sitiiation where the matrriage

“So this is'a very real‘coné pecific “°

% § 3

cdses on record’where

A R P S A TR A T

e s A SN

‘very young people; particularly now with out eighteen’

i

maJéfity , “where 'very ‘young ‘people “bécause of ‘medical reasons

1'children and seek to' adopt childrén, who very

o

“adoption would be denied and“it wotld be

“for'this reasom,

I“think“it sHotild be ‘made clear 'that number one; there is nothing in the '~

b

his; it cotld con- !

el
e

‘han ‘coficern for elderly couples seeking adoption because djh!

e
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Statute that would prevent let's say, a forty year old, a forty-five year old
person.from adopting a.child nor is.there anything: 1n the welfare department
regulation. I think those things. should be -made clear and I:think that the :
representative from.Trumbull.has. pointed-out.a very .important: thing. This
works.both, ways, at. both ends of the spectrum, the younger person'which I::
think; by the way, would;be more:demand in that area than:there would:be in
t@egsother end and:I:think for all the reasons that we: pointed wut here today,
that this.amendment:should not be'adopted; it should: be defeated: .

.iiMr, Speaker; -1 movethat when the vote:on:the amendment is taken,

1,tbebyrollcall rosmmams bolae, thal o we!re not ssmlling

sueoioQuestion.is on.a.roll.call.vote, ALL those: in. favor‘indicate by

saying .aye. Twenty.percent having:indicated:a desire forca.roll call, a roll

call will be ordered. Will the Clerk please announce an immediate roll call.

Question is on.adoption of .-House:Amendment Schedule A. ::If :all members:would
please take ‘their seats, staff members come to the well, Question ison
adoption of House -Amendment Schedule A to.:S:B: No, 2287 ;oyour file:No.: 255

b 3

tovr o Me. Speaker;.:speaking in favor. of the amendment which basically:is

the amendment saying that.a probate judge shall ot :disapprove: of any adoptio

o

under this: section solely:because:of -age, I think:it's very interesting to !
note that basically what we're talking about is: advanced age, not younger: age
~ because those cases ‘are wvery extreme,: is that we live.in 'a country where we

‘don't put. on an‘age . limit for running for President: of ‘the:/United States 'as:

far as advanced age is concerned, we don't put.a limit on advanced age for - |-
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~good care but'whether or not 'in‘a probate proceeding, he shouldn't have been

running for Vice-President; for U.S. Senator; for Congressman, for member of
this general<assembly and I only have to look around to see some of our more
valuable members are in a category where perhaps if we do not approve of this
amendment, they might:be disapproved were they potential adopting parents, anc
yétiwe're willing to stand here-today and say that we are not willing to say
ﬁdif'ef‘«lpii‘dbatfé “judge solely because ofrage you shallinot-disapprove of -an:
!a‘ddp"tioﬁt??ffi*Noini:"déﬁ;«'»-%t??leﬁ?the’%nfikid ;you, “Thete are other:reasons if someone
is advanced where an adoption-could be'denied; if a person!is infirm; certain-
lyit'eould 'be“denied; “if a person isn't mentally capable, certainly it could

be denied; if 'a’person isn't physically capable, certainly it could be denied

but we shouldn't-say- it .seems to'me; that we're not willing to writelinto:
the“statute that you cannot deny-an adoption:solely because'of age: - Think:-of
it. “Run’'for president of the United States, yes; adopt in the Staté: of
Cotrinecticut, no." It's absurd: I say approve of’ the: amendment.: . .-

THE"SPEAKER: i

‘Are‘you prepared to vote?:  All-members please:take their seats.

MR CAMP («lllth) ALY

SAISE R €3

©o.v Mr, Speaker, having 'made something of this amendment and having
‘the question’ asked, perhaps I should explain why and I've hesitated to do it.

My father died three months before. I was born and I had the closest thing to

rother,. my uncle,. who: was sbméthing over sixty when
I was born. Heiwas a goadcm”aﬁ»,n:: he was. a loving man, he had the wherewithall
to’ take'care of somebody. In many ways, he was an extremely vigorous man,

died at the ‘age of 92; in 1966. 'I have no qualms about his caring and his

‘deriied’ an ‘ddoption at sixty, I have no question about it and I think I do have
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some experience on this ground. And to g6 beyond that and invite litigation

on'the subject 'is innane.

THE SPEAKER: © v o0

' 1f'the members would please take their seats. Question is on

3

adoption of House Amendment Schedulé Al “TIf'you'favor ‘adoption of ‘House'
Atendinetit’ Schedule A, you sholild vote'in the affirmative. “Tf you wish to '
reject House Amendment Schedile A, you''shotild vote in' the negative. The

machine will'be open. Has everyone voted? The machine will be closed and

LRV

¢ the' tally is being taken, I just would like to

. , g
éﬁﬁéuncement to the members that this is the last item that we intend

to take up today, 'thé vote'on this matter.” After that,“we shall, after 'the

necessary motibhs ‘to”pass retain, adjourn until Monday for a regular session

oy

at twelve noon. 'Té all Republican members, there will be a caucus in the

APPropriatioﬁg“Rggﬁ”iﬁﬁediétéf§ifoiioﬁiﬁg*édjéﬁ%nméﬁt’féﬁé&f: Tt's ‘a“very

s 4

t'catlotis. " A1l 'members are to attend in the Appropriations Room

{mport
immédiately tipon’adjoutnment ‘today.

THE ASSTISTANT CLERK: ~ " % =%

» veryiAl AldBer YBEIRg T, tyelve Toon At
Necessary for adopti
wene UmaRE hSHINe SYedl; U0, ;

. Those voting Nay..............
* ' “Absent and not voting......... 13

THE SPEAKER:

S 7VY Question™is how on acceptance 'ahd passage of the joint committee's

favorable“réport and passage of S.B, No. 2287 in concurrence with the Senate.

djh’
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HillJypuvremark further? If not, if all members would please take their djh;
seats, the machlne w1ll be open.” Has everyope‘VOted?;wThe,maghine‘wil}dbe |
closed and the Clerk please take a tally |
t

|

f

) Those voting Yea............. 132
i Those voting Nay............. 5

¢ ypsent and not voting, ..

THE SPEAKER:

Mr Speaker, in reply to the gentleman's inquiry, at this point

s there will be four regular session days next week. That, of

w1ll con ne“on'w dnesday at 10 00

MR STOLBERG (93rd):

eaker, may I further request that the bulletin reflect the

correct times, I don't think in the last two weeks it has and I think it

would serve all the members if it did reflect the appropriate time that we
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update theiy fringe benefits in order to compete with other
businesses and industries, And T move for passage of the~b111i
ahd%that*it~ﬁe:placednonfthefConsent Calendar,

THE CHATIR:

o Motion 18 for the Consent Calendar, Hearing no objections,
so»ordeféd.f |

SENATOR GORMLEY. ¢ = -

s Thenlk you, Mr; President, = =

CLEBK

7 Calendar 319--=<Flle 2§5+«=Senate Bi11l 2287, AN ACT REVISING

THE -LAWS WITH -RESPECT TO -ADOPTION WITH A FAVORABLE REPORT .OF
THE “COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY,
THEtCHATIR: »iobbe of ths ziow!

i Senator Guidera?

SENATOR :GUIDERA:

©iMp, ‘President, I move acceptance of the Joint Committee's
favorable report and passage of thenbili.‘f;w~::;
THE CHATIRs o

S WilY cyou remark?
SENATOR GUIDERA® - - '

Yes, Mr, President, This is really and truly a landmark plece
of legislatlion, It 1s something that the Judiciary Committee has
worked on long and hard,;an@sthatul:personallyvhave~a very deep

interest in., Senate Bill 2287--File 255, is a result of the re-

portof the Governor's Task Ferce on Adoption~and represents the

culmination of almest 2 years of intensive study 0f~cannectiﬁutké
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adgption 1aws by probate, Juvenile and Superior Court Judges,
members of chlld placing agengies,{l&ﬁyers and law professors,
Section 1 of theybill, Mf, President, sets the policy of the
State and provides that the action be liberally construed,. in
thé_best;interestssof,the chil@,3$¢ctionw2;gﬁ@ succeeding.
sectlons set forth a new concept for the Probate Courts--that
of‘statutgry;Parent. There would be 3 steps under this new bill
andwunder,thegnew_lawgthat‘Would tgke§p1aQe_in:any”aﬁgption.
First, determination of parental rights, Seéond, th§ appointment
of statutory parent which could/eithe:Ebe’the Welfare Commission
er or any licensed chlld--placing agency--1t could not be a
private individuval, And Third, the decree of adoption setting.
forth the Tights of the adopive pavents, The concept of &
statutory parent is new in the law and 1s necessary in order
to effectuate a greater degree of finality in adoptlions, As to
finality, Section 12 of the bill eliminates the rendering of
interlocutory decrees, that 1s, decrees. which are temporary in .
nature and may later be changed, Now the court must éﬁter a
final decree 1f the adoption is for the best interest of the
chlld, Under present law, the natural parent could come back
within 12-13- months under en interlocutory decree and make a

. good case for getling bis,qr,herxn@turalwchild back, The
ianga@gg,allawing such a procedure is found in lines 431-460 of
the bill and have been deleted, Finelity end our desire to

(3

clearly effectuate the same is found inSections 15 and 18 of

the b1ll. The language in Section 15 is clear and unamblguous




2 diréctive to any probate or any other judge as to the intent
of ‘the 1egislaﬁura. This is the first time ln our hlstory that
such language appeared and 1t 1s 1ong overdue Sectjon 18 prcm
vides fcr the complete severance of parental rights. The staﬁw
utory parent concept also means tha the rights of a natural
parent Wlll terminate at an earli@r age 1n the proeeeding, that
i§: in the first step. Und@r the present law, the natural parm
ent‘s riyhts do nct terminate until the adaption decree Even
then, the adoption may not be completelv firm and 1n the words
Judge Quentis now Probate Court Administraﬁor and one of the
authors of this bill "Unless all the 1'5 are detted and all the
t's are crossed under the present 1aw, an adoption today may be
subject today to challenga - The statutory parent concept wﬁl]
also eliminate the oppartunitv for a black market in babies 1n
Conﬂeetlcut Presently, ﬁr Pre%idenb, we have 1nd1v1duals com-
1np from this State and other States have the same pr@blem, too,
whew they ge d@wn Scuth or some @tner stat@ that hag a very loose

set of statutes and theyk"buy" a child Costs about %5 or %6

thousand~~That°9 811 you po down and you buy 8 child Then you,

‘bring that child back tc the State of Connecticut or so they

thinknand you try to have that child adopted here l?gally in
the State of Connectlcut By requiring that the Welfare Comm

missioner or ‘a 1icinsed child pl&cing agency are the only DnesV

who can act as 8 statutory parent

( and the 1aw is substantmi
1ally the same; Mr President a8 under the statutcry Darenﬁ L

provision today) WG would eliminate any of Cennecticut'

107
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.

and. I refer you.to Section 4, line 87. The present law which is
being deleted, provides that where the welfare commigsioner . .

shaswplacsiwthe;chlld.ﬁéfziheapﬁrentfbavewéstabliSheﬁ,agy,kind

adopt out that child, even though he knows and hls staff knows

law because there have been instances where a parent has done

& foster home or done nothing more than send one Xmas card or
done. nothing more than send, in an entire year, one birthday

card., And some of the courts have held that this is a reasonable
degree of intevest, I think that's leughable and T think it’s

-about- time we started thinking about the security-the sense of |

108

particip&tiﬁn;iSuthegBlackuMkaet_for babigs; CQﬁﬁ39t1¢ut«is,<
Qneu@rhpnlygé Statesythatxcanﬁpxeﬁggt@éugh:a practice today,
TheﬁﬂillﬁaiSO«expandsathe‘notiﬁe»pr@viﬁi@ns in our law and
accords.with Supreme Court cases. r@q‘g.,irigg notice to punitive
fathers., In meny cases today, a punitive father is given no .
netice of a,hearinggtermiﬁatingfhi&zrights and this has been.
declared. to constitutionally defective, Section 5 of the bill
and others sectlons. contain notice provislons, The so-called

"post-card” provisions of the law are eliminated by this bill,

of reasonable degree of interest, concern or responsibility as

to. the child’s welfare, the Welfare Commissioner cannot really

that, the parent lsn't. going to come back and take the child and
even though they know that 1t would be in the best interests of

'@h&?@hﬁl@j&@keithﬁfwalicwzthéwfcgﬁgx parents to adopt or allow

some other parents to adopt the child, I call it the post-card

nothing more than send 1. post-card e year to a child who's in
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belonging that the young people ought to.have if they're goint
to:become the kind of citizens we want them to beceme in the
future%>85ctiona4 isVaisa‘a;clearasignal teJthe«Welfare-CQmm
missioner to proceed to do'whataVGr:he,canvto;adoptf@utufoster
children, During the testimony: on this bill, we heéard from a
member of the Welfare»Departmentwand.thare;was,a»taaituno,andt
‘aitacit-an%oﬁtright admission that there are some 3800 children
who are in what they consider to be permanent foster homes,
Permanent foster home cannot be a correct concept, Foster home
‘means & tampbrary sitnationy it means the placing of a child
fuhﬁi1~the~naturalkparanthoan;oeme_backeand,resumewtheir1duties
as mother and father or if there's only one parent mother or .
father, Welfare department seems to admit that we have 3800 ..
young ‘childreén and they range anywhere from one day--age 18 .
who could be adopted out and who are in permsnent foster homes,
If the Welfare Commissiorier has decided that they are in a per-
‘manent situastion, then*he:should;be%givenna,diract&ve;ffcmgthe,
‘legislator to do what he can to adopt out this children, Now .
‘granted, Mr, President, not all -of the 3800 children are capable
aaf;beingsa&opb&dfaut;?SomeAof_bhemﬁar@gmehtallyeretardedw'have
‘physical damage of one sort of another, or for one reason or
‘another eould not f£it into a home under any cirecumstances, But
;eﬁt~0faﬁhat:38001 thereé must be more than the 150 oxr 200 that .

‘are adopted out annually who ecould be put in a home. Just think

‘a'second ‘about your own lives, I think probably I'm the only.

‘adopted ehild 1n this reom and I can tell youvthatmbaﬁbenggﬁhll%
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withoutareally'any*plae&‘ﬁo”g0;7to*géifrom“cne“pillar7ta”another
pogt all yOHrflifa;?iSﬂhdt*b“hapﬁyvéituaﬁi@n.”fcu have no per-
maﬂ&ncy;my@uwhavawnathing«afﬂthe~ktnd:afﬁsgéuri%y\ﬁhat“the*
average ‘child has in 1life, This ies an opportunity for this
body to really do something that is going to help a lot of
peopls, We've had issues here that make front page heéadlines,
mhassisfaVbi11vthatfprdbably:wo&*t<makéfavfrént~pagevheadline,
but :I think that this bill is probably 100 times more important
than many of the ‘bills and many of the issues we decide that
do make the front page, Other provisiohs of the bill, just to
highlight-=Section 12, first, No other proceeding in any other
court affecting the custody of the ehlld can be going on while
the adoption 48 in preaessffSécand,@religloﬁs~aff111&tion;'raca,
color and mental states are not te be eonsidered under the bills
Age is to be considered, and that was the feeling of the Task
Force and various child-plaecing agencies throughout the State,
Section 14 spells out the effect of the final decree of adoption
what the rights of the c¢hild are, what he inherits and so forth,
nﬁatuth&:rrghts:cf,the:ﬂaturalfparentsware4*8eetion’23,“tGSW1nd'
up; is' & new provision of the law giving a report annually te
the Governor and: 3} joint etanding Leglslative Committees on
Corrections;, Welfare, Humane Institutions states of children

'camhittedstcsthM% This ig?somathingwthatzwﬁﬂvaxnaVér*had“béfere

and: until the publiec hearing on this bill, we never knew what

the status of foster echildren were in this state, We've had many

publie hearings on this biilgf?harewhgéﬂbaenwwidespread»supporte,

11




1439

and no opposition whatseever, In accordance with, it meets the

approval of the Probate judges of the State of Connectieut, It -

meets the approval of the child-placing agencies of the State
of 'Connecticut, and it meets with the epproval of the Governor's
Task Force on Adoption Reform. I hope that you will favorably
consider-this bill and act on it in a way as to leave no doubt
as to the intent and direction of the Connecticut State Legs
islature, And T would move, Mr, President, that when the vote
is taken; it be taken by rell-eall,
THE CHATR: |

Question on roll call vote, All those in favar*signify by 5
saying "aye", Opposed “nay" More than 20% having consented,
when the veote was taken, it shall be by roll call. Will you
remark further? Senator Lieberman? -
SEMATORELIEBERMANxv
vzﬂmryarresiéent,vi'rise“to;support»theabillfandwiucangratulat@
Senator Guidera and the Judiclary Committee For bringing this
b1l forward, and I want to mssociate myself to 993% of the

things that he saild, The mild objection, or call it a regret if

you will, has to do with Section 12 whiech says is it°s amended
form that the Court of Probate shall not dlsapprove any adoption
of this section solely because an adopting parents marital
status 6r because of a difference 1n race, color or religion,
between a prospective adopting parent of the child to be %égpted
If the members of the elrele who were here during the last |

sesslon in NMay recall, I was concerned as many others were also,
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‘bringing & bill out of this nature, It°s certainly a bill that

- that age, not be permissibie grounds of discrimination for

adoption proceedings, And my mild expression of repgret has to do
with the faet that Iuwlah among the characteristics that we had
prohibited to be the sole ground of rejection of a prospective .
adopting parent we would have included age as well, because I
think there are so many cases where people regardless of age and
obviously within limits can give a child & warm and éonstructive
home life to be brought up in, But with that mild exception, I
whole heartily support this bill, o s
THE CHAIRs ~ = - |
. Will you remark further? Senator Gormley, the Senator Ciarlont
SENATOR GORMLEYs = o0 .
“Thank you, Mr, President, I toe, rise to support the bill
anﬂ&in%erderwta:save:b@me;andmalso‘save»mﬁkingwrepet1t1@gs~ra~
marks, T wlll associate myself with remarks wmade by both Senator
Guldera and Senator Liebsrman, Thank you, Mr, President,
THE CHAIR:

Thank ‘you very much, Senator Ciarlone,
SENATOR CTABLONE:

Mi, President, the hour is late so T'1l be very brief, T do

wighwtd«congratulate Senator Guidera and his committee for

wes. very badly neededwand”asxlabrﬁws@~thrcughﬁ%hisvbillMVery ,
qﬁ&ckly»andVIiﬁten:to'the*&enaterﬂs‘report=thaxbl11»out,vr”think
thp_basiw:conceptxef/the/billvis"éxcellant;vitwpr@tects:the~ﬂ
rights of the ehildren, Agein, I congratulate the Senator and

A% 4
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his committee; .
THE CHAIR:s - , i, MW,
wovWould: the Clerk please snnounce----Senator Alfano?

SENATOR: ALFANO:

There'®s.no opposition te this blll and I would move it go on |

the consent calendar with the consent of Senator Guidera,
THE:CHATBA: #9395..00 00 #2079, Sabebibube fer Houss 5100 40
4% 1vw®nl@;t&kaait.»5@n&tcryvtha§;th@?rﬁﬁyiﬁnvéf}yégx;haéd Qas
an offer to withdraw the motion for a roll call vote, Hearing
ne objection then the bill is moved to the Consent Calendar,
‘CLERKs -

Page 4 of the Calendar 332~-F11®k1?5 & 303 substitue for
House Bill #8288 B-AN ACT AUTHORIZING FIRE MARSHALS TO ESTABLISH

FIRE. ZONES. ON. PUBLIC. AND PRIVATE PROPERTY, (Amended by House
,amendmanﬁ«Sehednle,A)JWIQH;ApFAVORABLE;REEQBT,BIm?ﬂEécﬁﬂﬁl?mﬂﬁ
ON. PUBLIC. HEALTH AND SAFETY, ..

THE CHAIR: .. ..

~.7.3enator Berry?
‘SENATOR BERRYs

Yes, Mr. President, this bill as emended by House Amendment
«Sqngdnle A has been introduced to ensue the safety of persons
oceupyling or using sny premises open to the public by an add.
5i$10nftewbhaeﬂlre;Q@dﬁgwhiehgnallawfsr_ﬁhﬁ;eéﬁabliﬁhmeﬂt,°f,a
fire zone in order t@.allgrfae@ess,?esgﬁadergmiaés;frqmifire;;
requipment . I might add that regulations concerning this addi-
‘tion to the fire code shall not impair the right of the
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Calendar #319; Calgndarfﬁz Calenciar #333 and #33? Bills passed

ofi ‘the Consent Calendar SB~1828, SB=1864 ,5B=2287 HB-8288,HB=8063 and SB=2140,
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