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MR. TULLER: (continued) 
The land values are so high in Connecticut, you know, and 
when you add this additional cost. I mean, I really say, 
hey, can I risk the rest of the family's assets by staying 
in Connecticut? I mean we've been there for 200 years. 

REP. SHAYS: You just don't get out and simply-/go someplace 
else. 

MR. TULLER: You can sell in some, well, in the case of a 
farmer who wanted to, who just went to New York State, 
he sold a small part of his farm, you can buy a very nice 
farm in New York State. 

REP. SHAYS: Thank you. 

REP. WOLLENBERG: Anyone else? No, please, don't leave that 
around. I just couldn't understand their wisdom in what 
they were talking about in that pesticide. Raymond Roode. 
I'm sorry, Ray. It's Roode? Okay. 

RAYMOND ROODE: Ray Roode from . And I'm a 
survivor of homicide arid I'd like to speak on behalf of 
6137. 

SEN. JOHNSTON: Ray, could you speak into the mike, please? 

MR. ROODE: 6137 and 547. The, I know that a lot of you 
lawyers throw up the fact that there's no specific mention 
of victims rights in the Constitution. But states have 
enacted statutory victims rights bills. Our neighboring 
state of Rhode Island has enacted such a bill. And these 
states were motivated by legislative recognition of the 
civic and moral duty of victims, who went to assist in 
crime to fully voluntarily cooperate with law enforcement 
agencies, thus further enhancing trust and the respect 
for the criminal justice system. 

And Connecticut continues to have rights mentioned at a 
piecemeal manner, failing to address many meaningful 
concerns for victims of violent crime. One right that 
I became aware of that Massachusetts has and this state 
hasn't got is say, for instance, a rape victim is not 
statutorily required to receive notice from the 
Correction Department of the related offender's escape if 
this takes place. And in the State of Indiana, they have 
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MR. ROODE: (continued) 
addressed a most critical issue amongst victims, and that's 
plea bargaining. I'm not against plea bargaining. It's 
a very usefiul tool. There is evils in both the high 
trial jurisdiction and a high plea bargained jurisdiction. 
But the evils a:re I less' in a high plea bargain area. 

The vehicle for victim notification of rights would best 
be accomplished by Connecticut law enforcement agencies, 
local and state, allied with the Criminal Injuries 
Compensation Board. The police when identifying the victim 
have personal contact, therefore would be most expeditiously 
inclined to provide the notification of rights, and the 
application forms for injuries compensation. The main 
obstacle in any vehicle would be apathy and insensitivity. 

In 19 82, law enforcement officials in Jefferson County, 
Kentucky which includes the city of Louisville, voluntarily 
executed a policy statement containing 14 rights of crime 
victims. One cannot truly experience the frustration to 
victims in our criminal justice system by being a 
spectator. But all of you have that opportunity 
unfortunately. The journey to pain and anger and the 
reduction of quality of living of a whole life, are 
characteristics of the aftermath of a senseless act, the 
unlawful act of murder. 

Victims of murder are not throwaway people and those who 
have been touched by violent crime are not walking pieces 
of evidence. Which is inherent trait of the criminal 
justice in our state. Woodrow Wilson, a President in 
arguing for the League of Nations, once said what we demand 
is nothing peculiar to ourselves. It's that the world 
will be made a Safe and fit place to live in. 

This was not so on April 22, 19 84 when my daughter April 
and her friend, Leslie were murdered. The rights of 
victims should not be any less protected than the guaranteed 
rights of the defendant. Thank you. 

REP. WOLLENBERG: Are there any questions? i i: 1 • 
o . ' I' 

REP. SHAYS: Thanks for waiting so long. 

SEN. JOHNSTON: Yes, thank you. 

REP. WOLLENBERG: Timothy Scott. 
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TIMOTHY SCOTT: My name is Timothy Scott and I am President of 
the Eastern Connecticut Homicide Survivors and I'm here 
to testify in favor of House Bill 6137. 

My sister, Louisa, was murdered in 1980, that was six 
years ago. And since then I have seen little or no 
improvement in the way the survivors of homicide or the 
victims of crime are handled or dealt with in the State 
of Connecticut. The main interest that the group I 
represent has in this bill is to see that the victims of 
crime and the survivors of homicide are notified of their 
rights adequately. The proposed addition to current 
statute would improve the situation as it stands now. 
However, we recognize that again, the best way to handle 
notification would be at the local level where initial 
contact is made and that would be by law enforcement 
officials. 

The right is extended to the accused at this point. The 
victim, however, or the survivors of that victim appear 
to be forgotten, and it's unfortunate that a country that 
can guarantee life, liberty and the pursuit of happinesss 
at the point when life is taken away, somehow forgets 
those people and what they meant to others. 

And I'm here basically to support this bill because it 
does address a situation. It does, however, need 
additional work but at this point the proposed change 
would address the situation. And I would appreciate it if 
the committee would approve of or recommend passage of 
the bill. 

REP. WOLLENBERG: Thank you, Tim. Are there any questions? 
Thank you, Tim. 

MR. SCOTT: Thank you. 

REP. WOLLENBERG: Robert Burkarth. 

ROBERT BURKARTH: Thank you. My name is Mr. Burkarth. I live 
in Madison, and the clerk is going to hand you envelopes 
right now addressed to you that have in it what I'm going 
to r£fer to and I will be very brief and very quick. I'm 
here to address Senate Bill 509, which addresses the 
problem of subrogation of added reparations benefits. 
If you will take just a moment to open the envelopes I've 



269 
kdc JUDICIARY 

207® 
March 31, 19 86 

MS. ST. CLAIRE: (continued) 
that engineers should be included. Engineers, of course 
are as highly regarded a profession and affect actually 
more of the people of the state. They affect everyone. 

And we then come to _6_112_, or Section 19 of 6134, and again 
we all know the need for volunteer organizations and the 
good that they do. And many, many organizations operate 
under a 501C-6. We would urge that 501C-6 organizations 
be included in any legislation dealing with limiting the 
liability of officers, nonpaid officers and directors. 

REP. WOLLENBERG: Any questions? No. Thank you. We take 
Connie Diaz. 

; ;: Actually, I was going to say who do I appeal to 
for cruel and inhuman punishment? But I decided that you 
could throw that right back at us. You had to sit here 
all day and listen to all of us. None of us are getting 
paid overtime. 

CONNIM DIAZ1: My name is Connie Diaz, and I work for the 
Victim Assistance Program of the United Social and Mental 
Health and I've been employed there for five years as a 
victim advocate. I'm here today with another person who 
is testifying in front of the Judiciary on the same bills 
that I am also testifying on. Her name is Aurea Alvarez, 
who is a victim of violent crime. 

I'm here to testify in favor of Bill No. 6137, An Act 
Concerning Victim Rights, and Bill No. 5019, An Act 
Concerning Victim Compensation. Bill No. 6137 would 
specify a mechanism by which the Criminal Injuries 
Compensation Board would notify victims of their rights 
and specify the time period for notification. The pr&sent 
statute does not specify any of these. 

This bill, however, falls short in that it does not require 
victims to contact the compensation, it does not set up any 
mechanism for the victims to contact the Compensation 
Board in order to be notified. Many victims who are, A, 
not eligible for compensation, B, who have never heard of 
the Criminal Injuries Compensation Board, and C, whose 
cases never go to criminal court, may not get information 
concerning their rights. 
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MS. DIAZ: (continued) 

It is recommended that the law enforcement be required 
to notify victims, to contact the Criminal Injuries 
Compensation Board regarding their rights. By requiring 
law enforcement to perform the initial notification as 
a procedural requirement when receiving complaints from 
victims, they could then contact the Criminal Injuries, 
victims could then contact the Criminal Injuries 
Compensation Board for more specific information and a 
larger number of identifiable victims would be able to 
get information concerning their rights. 

Regarding _Bill No. 5019_, An Act Concerning Crime Victims' 
Compensation, the, our agency supports an increase in 
compensation awarded to victims of crime. The $!Q.,Q0Q 
maximum award does not presently provide sufficient 
financial reimbursement to victims whose injuries require 
a lifetime of healing. Medical expenses could easily 
total in excess of $10,000, leaving very little financial 
support for long-time psychological and/or psychiatric 
treatment. 

Concerning raising witness fees, the present allotment for 
witnesses of 50£ a day is an atrocity. This does not defray 
any costs for any victim or witness who spends time in 
court testifying in criminal cases. When you compared it 
to the federal reimbursement of witnesses, expenses are 
more realistic and defray witnesses' time spent in 
testifying by encouraging their testimony through their 
reimbursement. 

A case in point, in 1977 a federal witness was paid $5Q 
a day in addition to a thousand dollars per month, as part 
of the federal witness protection program. While I 
understand that the State of Connecticut certainly can't 
get in parity with the federal witness protection program, 
what we're suggesting is Some more realistic time and 
reimbursement for a witness be paid by the State of 
Connecticut so that witnesses can be relieved from time 
from their work and not feel that there is a financial 
loss to them by losing time from work. 

Thank you. 
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AUREA ALVAREZ: My name is Aurea Alvarez. I am testifying in 
favor of House Bill No. 6137, An Act Concerning Victims 
Rights. On January 5, 1985, I was the victim of sexual 
assault. I was made to feel like the criminal by the 
prosecutor and the' accused was treated like a victim. 
The week I was raped, my 14 year old daughter came home 
from school with two books about rights. When I looked 
through the books, I found these books were about rights 
of a person who had committed a crime. It didn't have 
anything about victim rights. 

I realized I had no rights, but the defendant had all the 
rights. I was offered a ride home from a party by the 
defendant who entered in my home and assauit me. I wanted 
the case to go to a trial, but the prosecutor felt he 
would not be able to win the case. 

Also, this bill would change the attitude of the prosecutor 
who dismissed my case because he felt this was a social 
rape and not a crime. It would let other victims know 
from the very beginning what rights they really have. 

I also want to support an increase in victim compensation, 
Bill No.5019, raising compensation from $10,000 to $15,000. 
Also, Bill No. 5019 will provide money for training 
prosecutors to makeKtiheiruemore sensitive to victims. 

REP. WOLLENBERG: Thank you. Peter Nystrom. 

REP. PETER NYSTROM: Good evening. 

SEN. JOHNSTON: Peter, my apologies. Somehow I thought I was 
going to read your statement into the record, but — 

REP. NYSTROM: It's okay, thank you. For the record, my name 
is Peter Nystrom and I'm a member of the House of 
Representatives, 4 6th District of Norwich. I'm here to 
testify in support of House Bill 6137, An Act Concerning 
Victims Rights, which would require the Criminal Injuries 
Compensation Board to provide each applicant for 
compensation with a written list of rights for victims of 
crimes involving personal injury, and services available 
to assist such victims, and to require the Division of 
Criminal Justice to provide information for such lists to 
the Board on or before October 1, 19 86. 
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REP. NYSTROM: (continued) 

Presently, the Criminal Injuries Compensation Board has 
powers to direct the. posting of information regarding the 
right to compensation in hospital emergency rooms, and to 
direct every law enforcement agency in the state to inform 
victims of crime or their defendants of their rights as 
victims of crimes. 

The Board also has been empowered to develop bilingual 
charts which list rights of crime victims. These cards 
are to be distributed to municipalities. At this point, 
the responsibility for delivery of information is unclear. 
Further, cities and towns have many other .responsibilities 
too numerous to mention to expect them to comply with the 
proper action called for by the Board. 

What I believe is necessary is to mandate that the Board 
be required upon receipt of application for compensation, 
to deliver the information to the crime victim or relative. 
Under law, society is required to inform the alleged 
criminal of all of their rights. Failure to do, leaves 
our public safety personnel in our courts in a position 
where prosecution of the alleged offender is impaired. 

Why, then, should the victim of a crime be left without 
the same rights? What is clearly needed is a reverse 
Miranda, where the victim is afforded the same rights and 
due processes in the courts as is given to the assailant. 

House Bill 6137, while not perfect, does state who will be 
responsible for the delivery of the information. It sets 
up a time limit for the Board to act, and it is a mandate 
and not a direction, which in many cases will not be 
carried out. 

This bill answers the call by this Chair to state i.how such 
aolaw should be carried out, and it describes who is going 
to be responsible. I urge this committee to vote favorably 
on Bill 6137. 

House Bill 5052, An Act Concerning Compensation of Elderly 
Crime Victims, would authorize payments from the Criminal 
Injuries Compensation Fund for property damage suffered by 
elderly crime victims. This act would empower the Board 
to review requests for compensation by senior citizens who 
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ASSISTANT STATE'S ATTORNEY 

PUBLIC HEARING - MARCH 31, 1986 

S.B.551 - An Act Concerning Custodial Interference 
The Chief State's Attorney's Office joins with the Connecticut State 

Police in supporting S.B. 551. Of particular help would be the language 
of Section 2 which proscribes a twelve hour period to replace the some-
\diat uncertain "protracted" period. This would assist prosecutors and 
judges in making a finding of probable cause. 

H.B. 6117 - An Act Concerning An Adjudication of Obscenity 
The Chief State's Attorney's Office is opposed to this proposed bill. 

Conn. Gen. Stat. § 53a-200 is, with minor changes, a 1969 statute. In 
the past 17 years, the area of obscenity has been one of the most litigated 
on a constitutional level. In lieu of a minor change, it may be more judi-
cious to seek an update of the obscenity statute after careful study. 

H.B. 6131 - An Act Concerning Reporting of Gunshot and Knife Wounds 
The Chief State's Attorney's Office supports the concept put forward 

in H.B. 6131. It came as a surprise to marly in the criminal justice system 
that such a statute did not already exist. 

H.B. 6137 - An Act Concerning Victim's Rights 
The Chief State's Attorney's Office does not object to the concept of 

improved victim rights, but questions the intent of Section 2. This work 
is presently being done by OPM - Justice Planning, which has the staff and 
resources to carry out such an effort. 
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