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page 4 of today's Calendar, Calendar No. 67, H.B, No. 8276, An Act Validating
Certain Tax Liens in the Town of Stafford, File No. 65; Calendar No, 68,
H.B. No. 8350, An Act Reinstating and Validating the Corporate Existence of
Mansfield Volunteer Fire Company, Incorporated, File No. 64; on page 3,
Catendar No. 74, substitute for H.B. No. 8619, An Act Validating the Notice
Given by Koula Phillipopoulos to the City of Stamford, File No. 66; and on
page 6, Calendar No. 81, second from the bottom, S.B. No. 1574, An Act Con-
cerning Regulations of The Liquor Control Commission, File No. 14,

(The Deputy Speaker in the Chair)
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

Is there are any objections these, if there are no objectioms,
there is an objection,
MR, VICINC (78th):

Mr. Speaker, Calendar No. 8l has an amendment. We prefer it not
be on the Consent Calendar.

THE CLERK:

'._Iéhat's S.B. 1574, right sir?
MR, VICINO (78th):

Yes, it is.

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

We will remove this item from the Consent Calendar and any others,
if anyone objects. And if there are no objections, they will be placed on
the Consent Calendar.

THE CLERK:
Business on the regular Calendar. Favorable reports, Calendar

No. 31, File 29, H.B. No. 8135, An Act Concerning Transfer of Property as

djh
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Wednesday, March 14, 1973

Affecting Eligibility for Public Assistance, favorable report of the Committee
on Corrections, Welfare and Humane Institutions.
MR. WESTBROOK (l4th):

Mr, Speaker, I move acceptance of the Joint Committee's favorable
report and passage of the bill,
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

Question is on acceptance and passage. Will you remark?
MR, WESTBROOK (14th):

Mr. Speaker, this bill simply places a time restriction of seven

years on the period prior to application during which a disposition of property

of fair value by the applicant will affect eligibility for age of families
with dependent children., But, Mr, Speaker, the original intent of the bill
is not served so the Clerk has an amendment, The Clerk has an amendment, Mr,
Speaker,
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

Will the Clerk please read the amendment?
THE CLERK:

House Amendment Schedule "A" offered by Rep. Curtis of the 106th
to H.B. No. 8135, File No. 29, Calendar No, 3L.

Add new section 2 as follows:

Section 2. Section 17-109 of the general statutes is repealed

and the following is substituted in lieu thereof. Any person shall be eligibl

W

for an old age assistance aware who (a) has attained the age of 65 years; (b)
has not sufficient means to support himself on a reasonable standard of health
and decency and has no spouce (child or children) or legally liable relative
able so to support him; (c) is a resident of Conrecticut; (d) is not an inmate

of a public institution except a medical institution, an institutjion for

djh
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mental diseases or an institution for tubérculosis; (e) has not made, and
this is new material, within seven years prior to the date of application for
such aid, end of new material, an assignment or transfer or other disposition
of property without reasonable cons ideration or for the purpose of qualifying
for an award provided ineligibility because of sud disposition shall continue
only for that period of time ‘from date of disposition over which the fair
value of such property, together with all other income and resources would
furnish support on a reasonable standard of health and decency; (£) is not
serving a sentence in a correctional institution or lodged in a jail while
bound over from a lower court for trial,
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

The genl':leman from the 1l4th.
MR, WESTBROOK (14th):

Yes, Mr, Speaker, this new section simply says that no only the
recipient will have ten years, that the relatives of the recipient will also
only have ten years' restriction.

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

Any further remarks?
MR, COATSWORTH (32nd):

Mr. Speaker, if I may ask a question of the proponent -of the bill]
Sir, the mention of ten year restriction and the bill nentions a seven year
restriction on property transfer. Can you clarify this for me please,

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

Does the gentleman from the l4th care to respond?

MR, WESTBROOK (1l4th):

Through you, Mr, Speaker, the bill only mentions the seven years.

djh
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THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

Are there any further remarks?
MR, NEIDITZ (18th):

Mr. Speaker, this through you, a question to the gentleman, Rep.
Westbrook. Was this amendment in bill form before our committee?
MR, WESTBROOK (l4th):

No, it was not sir, The original intent of the bill was not being
served and the amendment was then written later.
MR, NEIDITZ (18th):

Well, Mr. Speaker, I'd move that this amendment, that the bill
go to the Legislative Commissioner and the committee have a chance to look at
the anendment, Wetve been meeting on bills and if the bill is o.k., the
bill should be pass retained until such time as the committee could look at
the amendment., This is not a simple technical amendment but a long a substany
tive amendment and I think that our process here is derrogated by bringing
large and substantive amendments to the floor without adequate chance for anyj
one to look at them,
MRS, CURTIS (106th):

Mr, Speaker, it was an error that this was left out of the bill.
Apparently it was left out in the Legislative Commissioner's Office, It very

definitely is a substantive amendment and I ﬁaé supposed that it be printed if

=

the Calendar for discussion tomorrow or the next day, It was left out of the
bill, Dave. It supposedly, bacause the original bill had it in That's what
happened, We just caught the error.

MR, NEIDITZ (18th):

Mr, Speaker, I think I still have the floor.

djh
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THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

The gentleman from the 18th still has the floor.
MR. NEIDITZ (18th):

Itd accept the explanation of the distinguished lady from Newtown
and just hope that we'd have a chance to talk about the amendment. I may have
no objection when I just have-a chance to look at it but it is complex.

MRS. CURTIS (106th):
Not that complex. Well, I*ll explain it to you.
MR, NEIDITZ (18th):
For my poor brain, it is,
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:
The gentleman from the 18th still has the floor,
MR, NEIDITZ (18th):
- May 1 move, sir, that we recommit it to the committee and bring it
back out so the committee would have a chance to look at it.
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

The Speaker would ask you to withdraw that motion because he was
about to explain that he was going to, if the amendment was passed, recommend
that it go to the Legislative Commissiomerts Office for reprinting.

MR. NEIDITZ (18th):

Well, I think this should be subject of the committee's discussion
We have a meeting, I think tomorrow, through you, Mr. Speaker, a question to
the chairman of the committee?

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:
If the lady cares to respond.

MR, AJELLO (104th):

djh
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THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

Point of order, the gentleman from the 104th.,
MR, AJELLO (104th):

I dontt understand what's before us. I really want to make a
point of parliamentary inquiry, sir, If the gentleman has made a motion, Itd
just like to be able to follow this discussion and I'm having great difficulty]
doing that at this point. Whether the gentleman has made a motion of recommit
tal or not, I'm not certain about and if we could have that clarified so that
we'd all know what we're talking about, or whether it's to be passed retalining
as the lady seems to have suggested,. could we know what?s happening please?
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

I want to thank the gentleman from tthe 104th for his suggestion.
I will now recognize the lady from the 106th for the purpose of--

MR, NEIDITZ (18th):

Mr, Speaker,' I think I have the floor.
MRS, CURTIS (106th}:

Mr, Speaker, through you to Mr, Neiditz, may I say that I do want
to pass retain and I do want it printed so that we will take it up and I will
discuss it with you and explain to you because it's really not that much of a
problem as far as the bill is concerned, but I will talk to you about it and
we will pass retaining., I have the amendment printed, That's what I wanted
done anyway.

MR, NEIDITZ (18th):

Yes, that would be acceptable at this point, Mr., Speaker, and a

motion, we can move to recommit tomorrow.

MRS, CURTIS (106th):

djh
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THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

Wetll face that ore tOMOTTOW.
MR. NEIDITZ (18th):

Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Does this mean we have to
pass this amendment first?
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

It does not mean that we have to pass it, The lady from the
106th has asked that we pass the bill retaining its place on the Calendar,
MR, NEIDITZ (18th):

Pass the bill retaining its place on the Calendax?

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

Yes.
MR. NEIDITZ (18th):

Fine, thank you.
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER:

Will the Clerk please read the rext item.
MR, AJELLO (104th):

Mr. Speaker, I've been asked by the Majority lLeader who is not
present at the moment to take up an item of business for which the Senate is
awaiting our action and I would, therefore, move suspension of the rules for
immedi ate consideration of --

THE' CLERK:

Substitute for H.B. No, 8341, right?

MR, AJELLO (104th):

Right, I can't find it, Lucille.




THE CLERK: |
Favorable report Calendar No. 31, H.B, 8135, an Act

concerning transfer of property as afféctjng eligibility for
public assistence, Ile 29, Favorable rceport of the Committec
on Corrections, Wellfare and Humane Institutions,
G. WARREDN WESTBEOQK:

liz, Spealzer, I move acceptance of the Joint Committee's
favorable report and passage of the bhill.

IR, STEAKER:
i

ﬂ ‘ Question is on acceptance and passage. Will you remark,

¥G. WARREN WESTBROOK:
Yes, Mr., Spealker. On the desks of the Members is a
copy of the Amendment, which was read in by the Clerk yesterday.

I move that we waive reading another reading of the Amendment,
i

!
]
: MR, SPEAKER:

}
éthat I nay sumnarize it. !

Is therc objection to the gontleman summarizing‘the
:Amenduent? Hearing none, the gentleman from the 14th.

j' G. WARREN WESTBROCK: |
ﬂ Thank you, Mr, Speaker, This Amendment was put in be- i
cause the orimginal intent of the bill was not served and Section 2
was needed, All that the Amendment does under Section 2 is simi-
,lar to Sectiom 1, except that it brings the relatives of the party

J
ﬂapplying for assistance into the Act, and I think it's a good

!Amendment, and it's needed for the bill, and I move its passage.
MR, STHAKER:

Question is on passage of House Amendment Schedule "MAY,

Thursday, March 15, 1973 12, §
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Will you remark, . t EFR

i
|

L)
' CARL, R, AJELIO: ;
lir., Spenker, the Amendment, which is in my nossession,
is the cne that was oifered yesterday by Representative Curcis,
, .

A I correct? 11 someone tell rme whether or not thait's corroct.

' 1R, STEREAKEDR:

E Gentlenan from the 1hth, is that the sane Aunendment to
| which the gentleman was referring?
G, WARREN VESTBROOL:

Through you, Mr, Speaker, yes.
CARL R, AJELLO:

rir. Speazker, it seems to me that there is a definite
i change in the purport of the entire bill by virtue of the Amend-
%;ment. I don't necessarily have any objection to it, but it seems |

R
g;to me, again, not so innocuous as it might appear at first blush
it

" to change the words Vchild or children!", To substitute the words

.
1
¥

s wlegally liable relative!" is including a large additional group of
people, it seems to me, within the purvue of this statute and is a
i very significant legal step, and it occurs to me to wonder, since%
hit is coming to us by way of an Amendment, whether or not the Com~
‘mittee had considered that very narrow point, because that certain-
ly is not the thrust of the main part of the bill, and whether or
;not the Comnmittee intended, when it‘met, and whether it has de--

|
;1iberated on this, and I wonder whether somebody can answer that

| !
]

" for me,

MR, SERANER:

The gentleman frow the 14th, the gentleman from the
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ﬂloqth. The Chair has read the Amendment and if it is adopted f
41t s the Chair's intention to rule the Amendment as substantive, |
'}and it would return to this body after it has been reviewed by

. the Legislative Comuissioner's Office.

ﬂG VARREN WESTBROOK:

4 Yes, Mr. Speaker.. Through you, the Committee is aware;
'of this.

' MR. STEAKER:

“ The gentlcman from the 104th still has the floor.

4CARJ R, AJELLO: | |
” Thank you. I think just that the body should be avare
:.that therel's a preat distinction betweon a spousc, child or

. children and "legally liable relative", which includes a much
greater array of people under the Statutes, as I recall, and I

think I just would like to emphasize, for the purpose of the . ;

Rl
2 . - »

<record, that we are taking a very eignificant step in that direc-
tion this afterncon. I certainly don't object to it so long as

the Committee is aware that this is being done,

" HR. SFLAKER:

Vi1l you remark further on House Amendment Schedule "MAM,

“JOSEPIE S, COATSWORTIL:
Mr, Spealer, through you, a question to the proponent
| of this Amendment. I

MR, SPEAKER:

Please ﬁroceed.

JOSEPH S. COATSWORTI:

Mr, Speaker, could we have some explanation of -the !

14,

EFR
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thrase "egally liable relative' and some of the thinking behind " EFR
N
tthe necessity of this inclusion of this Amendment. T think the

pill is a very good bill. I am only confused about the phrase
"legally Lliable relative', and if this is a major change, or is it
I&...Something which appears in other legislation affecting welfare
recipients, or...
SARAII FRAVCES CURTIS:

It does., Through you, Mr, Speaker, to MMr. Coatsworth.
‘1t does, "T,egally liable relative' does appear in our other
}statutes. E
% JOSEPH S. COATSWORTH: |

H

Fine. Thanlk you.

JAMES J, CLYNES:

Mr., Speaker, could the lady give us sowme definition who,

Jpight be included in a "legally liable relative', Although it is !
gin the statutes now, I'd like to have an explanation, if you have |
it.

R, SPEAKER:

Ii Would you care to respond? ' ;
!EARAH FRANCES CURTIS: |
- I will try. T would think it would be a child...a son
or daughter, a husband (inaudible). Anything else?

;HAHES J. CLYNES: L?
{} Well, through you, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me your j
-%aking out child or children and broadening it. I'd just 1like to

know hovw broad we're malking this thing.

SARAN FRANCES CURTIS:
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T don' think you're making it...Mr, Speaker, through
{you...L don't think you're really broadening it. Remember, this I
is seven years that we're allowing., Two years ago we nad a bill
pefore this llouse that was passed, and it was turned down by veto
by the Governor, which only allowed three years. This is a very

_ fine bill, aund it should be passed when it comes back before the
House again.

" BERNARD L. AVCCLLIE:

lir, Speaker, I don't want to contradict the lovely lady,
:;but as I read it, the section on changing *child or children" to i

: "legally liable relative! has absolutely nothing to do with the i
"section that changes the condition presently from infinity to

. seven years, and I think all of us should have an answver to the
question., I, as an attorney, without looking in a number of book?
 and maybe even after that am not sure who the legally liable rela-
tives are. I seriously question that the parents, for instance, |
as Representative Curtis has iwmplied, the parents of an individual
applying for 01d Age Assistance would be responsible. I believe

4 the parents! responsibility stops when the child reaches 18. I ;
* don't think it recommences when the child reaches 80. So I wouldE
be willing to say that it does not dnciude the parents, but I
think we should have, from someone on the other side of the
aisle, a définition of who legally liable relatives are without
any reference to the seven years, because it has absolutely
nothing to do with it.

1R, STEAVTER:

Gentlcman from the 14th, speoaking for the second tine,.
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}
ERNARD L, AVCOLLIRE: '

Gentleman from the ?Oth; did you...
B

I Jjust ashed that gentleman a questidn,..tho peréon
molkiing, the speech,
G, WARREIT WESTRPOCK:

Thanlz you very wuen, Throngh you, w. Speaker, if this
imenduent is declared substantive, then when it couwes back we will
have an interpretation of this for you, sir,

. BERNUARD L. AVCOLLIE:
Mr. Speaker, I know full well that if you were on the

other side of the aisle sitting in the place of whoever that is

over there with all the hair, you wouldn't permit us to do this
Ikind of a thing...ask the House to pass a bill so that the Spealker

‘can declare it substantive and s¢ that at some future date we ,

!
night get a definition of what it was we passed a week prior there-

to. Now, if we're not able to get an intelligent answer as to
vhat this is, and we'ie looking to the right side of the aisle for
the intelligent onower, I would again supgest that we p.r, it once
Hagain, until someone in this vast arena...thank you...someone in
ﬁthis vast arena can give us an answer, and I would, therefore,
rove, Vr, Spealer, thot this bill once again be p.r.'d,
IR, SFRANER:
F I understand tﬁe gentleman's moiion is pass this item
ﬁretaining its place on the Calendar. Will you remark on the ‘
Hmotion.

GERATD I, STEVILS:

Lir. Speaker, T oppose the motion to pass retaining, and

. 3

|
1051
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fI think that a great deal is being done, and I question whether or
Fnot the gentleman means vhat he is saying. A legally liable rela-
tive ig defined in other sections of the Connecticut General
Statotes. I thinl: he full well knows that legally 1liable relative
is a spouse, a child or children, or it can be varents, 1 would
acree with the rentlenan that a person applying for (ld ige As-
sistance it most lilkely is not parents, but legally liable rela-
tive is detfined in the Connecticut General Statutes, It appears

to me that the Amendment mercly uses a term of art for specific

!

}classes of relatives, which is quite frequentily done in the

ﬁstatutes. I see nothing wrong with the Amendment as it's presented,

Ii the gentleman has a bonafide question, I certainly would not
.object if he withdraws his motion to passing it temporarily...

;looking at the statutes and coming back and acting on this matter

l
g?

MR, SFEAKER:

today.

7111 you remark on the motion to pass retaining.

BERNARD L. AVCOIT.IL:

Mr, Speaker, I'm satisfied. I don't know why Mr,

Stevens got excited, but we asked a question, and no one answered

it till lr. Stevens did. Perhaps hercafter we'll ask lir, Stevens

all the question. If, for the record, he is indicating that the

! child or children and as a fact legally liable relatives means

Phursday, darch 15, 1973
{

i

intention is merely to insert a term or words of art as opposed ig
{

b

. spouse, child, or children, which was in the act before we amended

it, then I would accepl that as intention and withdraw my wmotion

for a p.r.

18.

EFR

|
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MR SPEAKER: | FFR

3
Motion to pass retaining its place on the Calendar has

been withdrawn, Will you remark further on the Amendment, If not,
all those in favor indicate by saying "aye". Those opposed, The

Auendment stands adopted, The Chair will rule the Amendment sub-

stuntive and direct that it be referred to the Legislative Cou-
missioner's Ofiice.
OUSINESS ON THE CALENDAR
JTHE CLERK: |
! Calendar No. 39, File No. 4k, Substitute for H,B., 8182,
ian Act concerning incorporation of the Hemlock Point Association
"in the Town of Coventry,
' GERALD ¥, STEVENS:
: Mr, Speaker, may that matter be passed retaining its
%p]ace on the Calendar., -
| YR, SPEAKER:
Fotion has bheen made by the gentieman frowm the 119th to

.pass thls item retaining its place on the Calendar, Is there ob-

‘Ject10n° Hearing none, then it is so ordered, The item will be

ipassed retaining its pléce on the Calendar,
ZTHID CLERKY
Calendar Ho., 4O, File No. 46, Substitute for H.B. 8380,

an Act concerning examination of records of vital statistics.

|
;
1

iFavorable report of the Committee on Public Health and Safety.
'GERALD F. STEVENS:
Hr, Speaker, may that matter be passed retaining its

place on the Calendar,

.
1




present time,
THE SPEAKER:
Is there objection to pagsing this item temporarily.
Hearing none, it is so ordgped.
THE CLERK: .
Matter returned from %egislative Commissioner., Calsndar

No. 31, file no, 143 and 29, House Bill No.: 8135. An Aét

Concerning Transfer of Property as Affecting Eligibility for
Public¢ Assistance, (As amended by House Amendment Schedule A).
Favorable report of the Committee on Corrections, Welfare,
and Humane Institutions,
THE SPRAKER:

Gentleman from the 14th, Rep. Westbrook.
REP, WESTBROOK (14th)s

I move passage of the bill as emended by House Amendment

Schedule A.
1THE’SPEAKER:

Question is on pdspiéikeniof the bill as amended. Will you -

remark,

44
Mareh 20,1973 35
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:

REP, WESTBROOK flbth)s

Mr, Speaker, this amengment and the bill have already
had debate on the floer of the House. Their one questién
about legally liable relati;e, that wayld be the spouse, or

the children, or the mother and fdther. This is a good bill,

{| and I move its passage.

THE SPEAKER1®

Will you remark further on passage of the bill as amended.
The gentleman from the 104th,

REP. AJELLO (104th):

Mr. Speaker, recalling the debate on this when the bill
wag before us originally, and:jué% Yike to ask the gentleman
whether or not that définition of who is legally liabdle is
inclusive and whether or not it is taken from the statute,
In other words, whether it‘'s somebody's oplonion or whether
it's a matter of what's contained in the relsvent statutes
that we find legally liable persons.

THE SPEAKER:

Gentleman from the 1l4th.

psk




REP, WESTBROOK (14th):

Through you, Mr, Speaker, that's the explanation that
I received, sir.
THE SPEAKER»

Will you remark further: Gentleman from the 104th still
hag the floor.
REP. AJELLO (104th):s

I'11 yield to Rep, Sullivan if he's going to shed some
1light, sir.
THE SFEAKER:

Gentleman from the 124th.
REP, SULLIVAN (124th):

Mr, Speaker, at this hour of the day I will try to.
In Pyblic Act No. 127, which was passed in the 1972 Session,
the words legslly liable are used in Section C of that act

where We change the responsibility of & parent for a child

or a patient from 21 to 18 in conformity with the new rights

of 18 year olds. And in that particular section, of Public
Act No. 127, the words ghall be legally liable were used in a

mumber of instandes. I% would appear that what we are using

Th— - T - - - . T
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i

here is, hopefully, proper technique in drafting this to cover
the persons who might be respensible or should be responsible
under this particular bill, and they have been named by the |
gentleman who brought out the bill. What we are doing here

is simply incorporating language that was used in the last
Session to deseribe those people without spelling them out

each time they're used. I hope that answers the question
that was raised by the Minority Leader.
PHE SPEAKER:

The gentleman from the 104th still has the floor,
REP, AJELLO (104th):

Well, sir, it helps, And I thank the gentleman, It
seems to me, and it's unfortunate that I don't have the answer,
and T wish I did, that there may be sections of the statutes
that define persons who are legally liable in support and
recovery of support situations to include others in addition
to those enumerated and the reagon I asked whether or not
this was taken.from a sfatute . The statement that the
spouse, childr;n. mother and father, are both legally liabel

it sees to me that there is law problem in our statutes that

psk




include other persons and I just thought that we should be
ayare that we are taking a step which is not the main intent
of the bill at all, but including within recovery provisionsl
of thie act & new group of people, at leas?t we possibly are
doing_soa I certainly think that it ought to spelled out

in the record. I think that it's regettable that nobody can
do that, and ha I the information A% my command right now

I would attempt'to do so. As I say, it's a recollection on

my part and I have not had an opportunity te ascertain,

THE SPEAKER1

, Will you remark further. The gentleman from the 124th.

REP, SULLIVAN (124th):

In order to clarify the legislative intent, it is my
understanding that persons legally liable as feferred to in
the matter in question on the floor right now are the same
persong who are referred to in the first sentence of Section
17-320, the section of the statutes that refers to relatives
obligated to furnish eupport. I have cheeked, myself, during
the time that has intgxgened since the last debate, and I

have not found any particular statute which impeses 1liability

1348
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. REP, AJELLO (104th):

for support other than this--these persons we're talking
about. specifically: husband, wife, father, mother or child,
THE SPEAKER:

Gentleman froem the 164th,

I thank the gentleman, That's the answer., I'm completely
satisfied. Thank you.
THE SPEAKER13

Will you remark further onlhﬂeption of the bill as amended.
If not, the Chair would ask the Clerk to...the gentleman from
thé 119th,

REP. STEVENS (119th):

Mr., Speaker, in view again of the fdet that there is a
Committee meeting geling on; I would move for suspension of the
rules'so this matter might be voted on by voice wote,

THE SPEAKER;:
Is thers objection to the motion by tha ’‘gehtleman for

suspension of the rules in order to vote on this matter by

voice vote, Hearing none, the rules are suspended and we'll

proceed with the vote. All those in faver indicate by

pek
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saying "aye"...those opposed... the bill is passed,

THE CLERK:

LY

Departfig from the Calendars House Joint Resolution No.

116, Reaélgtion urging the President-and Congress to investi-
gate the release of Prisoners of Wars @nduthe fate of those
Migsing in Action in Viet Nam.
THE SPEAKER!

Gentléman from the 25th,
REP, MORRIS (25th):

{
Mr., Speaker, I move for the suspensiontéf the rules for

| the immediate consideration of the resolution.
THE SPEAKER:

Question is on suspension of the rules for immediate
consideration. Is there objection. Hearing none, the rules
are suspended, The gentleman from the 25th.

{ REP, MORRIS (25th):
| Will the Clerk please read the resolutioen,
THE CLERK:

Whereas the citizens of Comnecticut join with the rest of

our nation in rejoicing at the cease=fire in Viet Nam and at

psk
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thgsewgn ;avor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The ayes roe
have 1t. THE @;;L IS PASSED,

THE CLERK:
Cal. 215, File 143 and 29. House Bill 8135, AN ACT

CONCERNING TRANSFER OF PROPERTY AS AFFECTING ELIGIBILITY FOR
PUBLIC ESSiSTANCE;'aménded by House Amendment Schedule A. Favor-
able report of the Committee on Corrections; Welfare and Humane
Institutfons.
THE GCLERK:

Sendtor Hellier.
SENATOR HELLIER: (18th)

Mr. ‘President, I move acceptance of the Committee's
favorable report and passage of the bill.

'

THE 'CHAIR:
Wiil )
you remark.
SENATOR "HELLIER:
Yes please. The preﬁéﬁt law provides that persons who
Have transferred property without reasonable consideration will
nét be eligibTe-for assistance. It's not administratively
possible. to reconstruct beyond seven years the purpose, lntent
in dollar amounts, as well as the fair values of suclr property
transfers. ﬂQgE@fope,l$his.bil} places the time }gnggf;@§trictiqn
of seven years on the period prior to the application durlng
which a disposition of property by an applicant willl affect
eligib 111ty for_a}g.bo families with dependent children. Mr.

President, I urge passage of the bill.

‘i1------I-I-IIIIIII-I-IIIIIlIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIJIII.I
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He has, is required under the the Statute to promulgate
minimum standards for town asslstance.

VOICE: The only reason we have this bill is so that it is

clearly stated in conjunction with the law that sets

up the authority of the town to give carg, the fact
that standards for care ... that 1s known now by anyone
who prefers the other section that we are referring to.
It is a housekeeping tfpe of bill.

MR. MADISON: If, indeed, the Commissioner had promulgated the

standards, the minimum standards required in this 17-3a,
1t would be a technicidl and housekeeping blll but since
he has not yet done so then the effect to remove the
right to a minimum standard of assistance that people
have and it ig not a housekeeping bill.
AN ACT CONCERNING DISCLOSURE OF PROPERTY OR RECIPIENTS

REP. CURTIS: OF STATE AID - H,B,8131
COMM, NORTON:The purpose of thls proposal 1s to authorize the State

to secure information about the parents of a child who
seeks to have it committed by Juvenile Court, in order

to obtain a support order., This bill is related to one
that you have discussed already, which is 8094 in which

we are asking for authority to seek reimbursement from
parents who are on Welfare children, 8131 will provide

us with the authority to seek and secure information concerning
property of such parents. We have that authority now in
the sect the persons who receive what we call public assis-
tance, AFDC AND AID TO THE ELDERLY AND DISABLED and we

seek to extend that authority to the parents of children
recelving ald for the child's welfare programs. This
involves also the guestion (correction) question from
audience not audible.. Mr. Norton responds, I would think
1t would Senator, yes.

FWRS. ELLISON:I1'm speaking only for myself and not to represent any

organization. I have some concern about this bill in
terms of the wording and the possible broadnesgs of the
wording. In line 21, when the term is used formerly I
think 1t would go over to the next bill, 8135, in terms

of people applying for assistance, they go back, on terms
of transfer, goingback severdal (or seven) years. It seems
to me if you are going to insert the word formerly, there
should be some specific time limit to check people. Fur-
ther down in the bill you will note on page 24 the insertion
pertaining to eligibillity for such aid, which 1s a precise
term, however, down in line 34, (record ends néw record
begins with...) ‘
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COMM. NORTON: .....welfare and until &nd less the value of the

REP. CURT
MR. WAXMA

property transferred which was not received is received
and used by the applicant. That Statute has always
appllied in perpétulty, whatever that i1s, reverse of
perpetulty, and that there is no time limit back to which
we may look for such a transfer. The purpose of this
legislation is to limit the time period within which we
may look at such a transfer 1s 7 years and it is our feel-
ing that it is not administratively reasonable to make an
effort to trace property transfers which could involve
researching land records and, in many communities, back
beyond seven years.

IS: Anyone else wish to speak on 81352

N: We intend to support thls bill as written because it
1s a great deal betfer than the current situation., What
I would like to say which applies to this bill to several
others you heard today and several others you will hear
over the course of your hearing, all regarding the entire
recovery of the assistance and informational scheme which
in the State of Connecticut, if I remember correctly, is
probably one of the most extensive ones in that country
and I Just wonder if while you have all of these Statutes
before you for reviewing it might not be a fruitful thing
to inquire not mly into particular changes to particular
statutes, most of which are unacceptiordaiwhether the de-
partment has the powervto attach of someone getting assign-
ment or a ...is not a major change but the question is
whether or not such a scheme is necessary both in terms of
its administrative costs as compared to the amounts of
monies that are collected to relmburse the state for the
support for people who have received assistance. There
have been some studies dore elsewhere which approved that
the administrative costs are often higher.than the amounts
recovered. I would also wonder if the full extent of the
statutes were generally known to the reciplents I would
suspect from my own experiences that they were not, whether
this wouldn't create a certain disincentive to get off the
welfare system because property that you may obtain in the
future can al®o be used to pay back the state and I think
the third question that should be asked is when the State
provides assistance 1n other programs, aid to certaln kinds
of speclal educatipn and the like, other kinds of people,
whether they demand reimbursement as well. I don't take
any poslition on a aweeping change in the statutes and I

think it would be worth the cmmmittee to examine these

" questions in these terms.

REP. CURTIS:Thank you Mr. Waxman, I think we have that in mind.




32.

Jms

CORRECTIONS FEBRUARY 13, 1973

Are there gquestions or would anyone else like to speak?
If not, I will declare the hearing closed on 8135

and that concludes our hearing today. Thank you.for
attending and we will see you at our next hearing.
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