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Senate 

remark further? Will you remark? Senator Somma? 

SEN. SOMMA: 

Madam President, if there's no objection, I'll 

move it to Consent, please? 

THE CHAIR: 

Without objection, so ordered. 

THE CLERK: 

Page 10/ Calendar 546, ̂ Substitute for HB6546, An 

Act Concerning Court Facilities and the Judicial 

District of Hartford-New Britain, as amended by House 

Amendment Schedule A. Favorable report of Committee on 

Judiciary and Appropriations. File 726, 875. 

THE CHAIR: 

Senator Upson? 

SEN. UPSON: 

Yes, Madam President. 

I move adoption of the Joint Committee's favorable 

report, passage of the bill in concurrence with the 

House. 

THE CHAIR: 

Question is on passage in concurrence with the 

House. Will you remark? 

SEN. UPSON: 

Yes. While the title only speaks of court 

facilities in Hartford and New Haven -- excuse me", 
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Hartford and New Britain, the real bill, first part of 

it talks about the building across the street, that's 

the State Library and the Court, Supreme Court 

Building. 

This bill will allow the Chief Court Administrator 

to be responsible for that building, instead of right 

now, it's jointly between the Supreme Court Chief 

Justice and the State Library Board. 

So the Chief Court State Administrator, excuse me, 

Chief Court Administrator becomes responsible for the 

building, that includes the policies and procedures 

governing the supervision, care and control of those 

buildings; that's the important part of that aspect. 

And the second part of the bill, those -- and this 

is an amendment, those writs that are returned to the 

district of -- Judicial District of Hartford/New 

Britain at Hartford will not take effect to at Hartford 

until July 1st of 1998 -- excuse me, September, 

September 1st of 1998 and those writs that are returned 

to Hartford/New Britain at New Britain, will not take 

effect at New Britain exclusively, until September 1st 

of 1988 also. 

As you know, Madam President, there's a new 

Judicial District for New Britain and even though there 

are writs that are returned to both courts, the full 
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meaning of those that have been passed by -- this will 

effect all those bills we passed the legislature, by 

the way, where it talks about different -- different 

judicial writs being returned to court. Fully, that 

part will not take effect until September 1st of 1998. 

And if there's no objection, I'd ask this be 

placed on the Consent Calendar. 

THE CHAIR: 

Motion is to refer this item to the Consent 

Calendar. 

Without objection, so ordered._ 

THE CLERK: 

Page 10, Calendar 547, Substitute for HB6697, An 

Act Concerning Education Grants, as amended by House 

Amendment Schedules A and B. Favorable report of 

Committee on Education and Appropriation, File 728 and 

872 . 

THE CHAIR: 

Senator Freedman? 

SEN. FREEDMAN: 

Thank you, Madam President. I move acceptance of 

the Joint Committee's favorable report and passage of 

the bill in concurrence with the House. 

THE CHAIR: 

Questions on passage in concurrence with the' 

gtf 
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THE CHAIR: ' 

Senator Upson? 

SEN. UPSON: 

-- through you, Madam President, the kind remarks. 

Thank you. 

THE CHAIR: 

Motion --

SEN. UPSON: 

If there's no objection, I'd ask for the Consent 

Calendar. 

THE CHAIR: 

The motion before us is to refer this item to the 

Consent Calendar. 

Without objection, so ordered. 

THE CLERK: 

Page 13 -- the Consent Calendar is about to be 

voted in the Senate. Would all Senators return to the 

Chamber. 

The Consent Calendar is about to be voted in the 

Senate. Will all Senators return to the Chamber? 

Page 1, Calendar 571, t SR57. 

Page 1, Calendar 572, .SR58. 

Page 2, Calendar 573,.SR79. 

Page 3 --2, rather, Calendar 574, SJR80. 

Page 2, Calendar 575, SJR81. 
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2, Calendar 576 

2, Calendar 577 

3, Calendar 578 

3, Calendar 579 

3, Calendar 58 0 

3, Calendar 581 

3, Calendar 582 

4, Calendar 583 

6, Calendar 4 03 

7, Calendar 446 

8, Calendar 467 

9, Calendar 543 

9, Calendar 544 

SJR8 9. 

Substitute for HB6125. 

Substitute for HB5837. 

HB6916. 

HB5086. 

Substitute for HB5932. 

10, Calendar 54 6, Substitute for HB6546, 

10, Calendar 548, Substitute for HB6719, 

10, Calendar 549, Substitute for HB6783, 

10, Calendar 550, Substitute for HB6966 

11, Calendar 551, Substitute for HB6870 

11, Ca1endar 552, Substitute for HB6570, 

12, Calendar 557, Substitute for HB6329. 

12, Calendar 559, Substitute for HB6573, 

12, Calendar 560, HB6714. 

13, Calendar 561, HB7011. 

13, Calendar 562, Substitute for HB6999 

20, Calendar 85, Substitute for SB76. 
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Page 21, Calendar 126, Substitute for House --

SB337. 

Page 22, Calendar 328, .SB1196. 

THE CHAIR: 

Senator Fleming? 

SEN. FLEMING: 

Thank you, Madam President. 

Madam President, I wanted to add two additional 

items to the Consent Calendar. 

On Calendar page 16, Calendar 596, HB6743, File 

536, had originally been removed from the Consent 

Calendar, 'cause a member felt they had a conflict. I 

would like to add that to the Consent Calendar. 

THE CHAIR: 

Without objection, so ordered. 

SEN. FLEMING: 

And, Madam President, on page 23, Calendar 380, 

Substitute for SB1046, File 884. _ I. would like to move 

that to the Consent Calendar. 

THE CHAIR: 

Withoutobjection, so ordered. 

At this time the machine will be open. 

Have all members voted? If all members have 

voted, the machine will be locked. 

Clerk, please take a tally. 
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THE CLERK: ' 

Total number voting, 35; necessary for passage, 

18. Those voting yea, 35; those voting nay, 0. 

THE CHAIR: 

The Consent Calendar is adopted. 

SEN. FLEMING: 

Madam President? 

THE CHAIR: 

Senator Fleming. 

SEN. FLEMING: 

Yes, thank you, Madam President. 

Madam President, I would like to move to transmit 

all items acted upon so far today by the Senate to the 

House. 

THE CHAIR: 

Without --

SEN. FLEMING: 

Or where appropriate, to the Governor. 

THE CHAIR: 

Without objection, so ordered. 

Senator Fleming? 

SEN. FLEMING: 

Yes. Madam President, at this time I would like 

to ask that the Senate stand in recess until 

approximately 7:00 p.m. 

gtf 
Senate 
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CLERK: 

The House of Representatives is voting by Roll 

Call. Members to the Chamber. The House is voting by 

Roll Call. Members to the Chamber please. 

(Roll Call vote taken) 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

If all the members have voted, please check the 

Roll Call machine and make sure your vote is properly 

cast. If it has, the machine will be locked. 

Clerk, please take the tally. 

(Tally taken) 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

Clerk, please announce the tally. 

CLERK: 

HB 5057. Total number voting, 143 : necessary for 

passage, 72; those voting Yea, 143 ; those voting Nay, 

zero; absent, not voting, eight. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

The bill passes. 

Clerk, please call Calendar 482. 

CLERK: 

On Page 16, Calendar 482, Substitute for HB 6546, 

AN ACT CONCERNING COURT FACILITIES. Favorable report 

of the Committee on Appropriations. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 
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The Honorable Representative from the 95th 

District, my hometown of New Haven, Representative 

Martinez, you have the floor. 

REP. MARTINEZ: (95th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move acceptance of the 

Joint Committee's favorable report and passage of the 

bill, sir. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

The motion is on acceptance and passage. 

Please proceed. 

REP. MARTINEZ: (95th) 

( Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Clerk has Amendment -

- it's in here -- 7849. May the Clerk please call and 

I be allowed to summarize please? 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

The Clerk has Amendment LCO 7849, sir? 

REP. MARTINEZ: (95th) 

That's correct. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

If he may call it? And Representative Martinez 

would like to summarize. 

CLERK: 

LCO 7849, designated House "A", offered by -

Representative Lawlor. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

prh 

House of Representatives 
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Representative Martinez. 

REP. MARTINEZ: (95th) 

Yes, Mr. Speaker. This Amendment basically delays 

the establishment of a separate Judicial District in 

New Britain until September of '98 due to the 

construction of the facility. And I move passage, sir. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

The question is on adoption of House "A" . Will 

you remark further? If not, I'll try your minds. All 

in favor signify by saying Aye. 

VOICES: 

Aye. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

Opposed No? House "A" is adopted. 

Will you remark further on this bill as amended? 

Representative Martinez. 

REP. MARTINEZ: (95th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This bill basically makes 

the Office of the Chief Court Administrator, instead of 

the Supreme Court Justice, on the State Library Board 

responsible for the supervision, care and control of 

the building and the grounds. It requires the office 

to establish policies and procedures governing the 

supervision, care and control of the State Library, the 

Supreme Court building and grounds and all other 
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property it supervises and controls by virtue of the 

Judicial Department's being the primary occupant. 

May I also say that in the budget the money has 

already been moved and allocated to the Chief Court 

Administrator's Office. 

I move passage, sir. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

Will you remark further on this bill as amended? 

If not, staff and guests please come to the well of the 

House. The machine will be open. 

CLERK: 

The House of Representatives is voting by Roll 

Call. Members to the Chamber. The House is voting by 

Roll Call. Members to the Chamber please. 

(Roll Call vote taken) 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

Have all members voted? Please check the Roll 

Call machine and make sure your vote is -- has 

everybody voted? If so, the machine will be locked. 

Clerk, please take the tally. 

(Tally taken) 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

Will the Clerk please announce the tally? „ 

CLERK: 

HB 6546 as amended by House "A". Total number 
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voting, 144; necessary for passage, 74; those voting 

Yea, 144; those voting Nay, zero; absent, not voting, 

seven. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

The bill as amended passes. 

Clerk, please call Calendar 493. 

CLERK: 

On Page 18, Calendar 493, Substitute for SB 76, AN 

ACT CONCERNING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF DEADLINES FOR THE 

PROCESSING OF APPLICATIONS FOR STATE ECONOMIC 

DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE, as amended by Senate Amendment 

Schedules "A" and "B". Favorable report of the 

Committee on C & E. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

The Honorable Representative from 105, the Chair 

of the Commerce Committee, Representative Jack 

Betkoski, you have the floor, sir. 

REP. BETKOSKI: (105th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I move 

acceptance of the Joint Committee's favorable report 

and passage of the bill in concurrence with the Senate. 

SPEAKER RITTER: 

The motion is on acceptance and passage with 

concurrence with the Senate. 

Please proceed, sir. 
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PRESIDING CHAIRMAN: Senator Upson 
Representative Lawlor 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT: 

SENATORS: 

REPRESENTATIVES: 

Looney, Kissel, Rennie 

Abrams, Amann, Bysiewicz, 
Cafero, Cappiello, Doyle, 
Eberle, Fonfara, Fox, 
Fuchs, Garcia, Giordano, 
Godfrey, Jarjura, Knierim, 
Martinez, Mazzoccoli, 
McCavanagh, Michele, 
Nystrom, O'Neill, 
Radcliffe, Roraback, 
Sauer, Scalettar, Varese, 
Winkler 

REPRESENTATIVE LAWLOR: 
Judge Ment. 

-- and I see first on the list, 

JUDGE MENT: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

REP. LAWLOR: Good morning. 

JUDGE MENT: 

SEN. UPSON: 

JUDGE MENT: 

I'd like to take --

When are you going to Kansas City, Judge? 

Excuse me, Senator Upson? 

SEN. UPSON: When are you going to Kansas City? 

JUDGE MENT: I've just returned and have no plans to go 
back. (Laughter) Once was enough. I'd like to 
testify very briefly on three bills. The first is 
HB6551 concerning uniform courthouse security 
measures. 

That bill calls for coordination with the Sheriffs' 
Advisory Board. As a member of that board, I can 
report to you that it is totally ineffective. It 
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other things that naturally would flow from that 
transfer. 

JUDGE MENT: We have not such information. 

REP. RADCLIFFE: Okay, if you have that, I think that 
would be helpful because before doing something 
like that I think that's something that both this 
Committee and other committees of cognizance would 
definitely want to take a look at before we 
increase the number of state employees. 

JUDGE MENT: I believe what is it, Program Review, I 
think Program Review might have that. 

REP. RADCLIFFE: Right, I read that report and didn't 
know if 

JUDGE MENT: No, we don't have anything because that's 
nothing that we are supporting. 

REP. RADCLIFFE: Okay, thank you. 

JUDGE MENT: The next bill is HB6546, AN ACT CONCERNING 
COURT FACILITIES. And I want to speak briefly on 
that bill in favor of Sections 1, 2 and 5. That's 
the bill that would transfer responsibility of the 
maintenance of the Supreme Court and Library 
building to the judicial branch. 

Attached to the handout that you have is the vote 
by the Library Board, unanimously supporting the 
transfer. The Library Board and the judicial 
branch both agree that the building could be better 
maintained if in fact it were maintained by the 
judicial branch. We have resources that go beyond 
that building that could be brought to bear when 
needed to insure that the building is maintained 
properly. 

I understand that there may be an objection from 
some of the employees or the union representing the 
employees. I would suggest to the Committee that 
when these transfers have happened in the past, for 
example when the libraries were moved from the 
executive branch to the judicial branch or when 
maintainers across the state were moved from the 
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executive to the judicial, we have been able to 
accommodate the concerns of the employees and I 
would expect that we would do the same this time if 
in fact the Legislature acted favorably on this 
bill. 

The last bill that I wish to testify on is SB839, 
AN ACT CONCERNING JUDICIAL SALARIES AND RETIREMENT 
BENEFITS. And I would like to support Sections 1 
and 2 of that bill. Section 1 of the bill proposes 
increases in judicial salaries. 

I would simply say that I think that the judges 
should be treated as you treat all other state 
employees --

SEN. UPSON: Friendly. 

JUDGE MENT: Since I don't know what that will be, I 
don't have any specifics with respect to the pay 
raises. I would say however, that in the past 
decade, the Legislature has in fact agreed to and 
enacted incremental pay raises on a regular basis 
for judges and I think that has been very helpful 
to both the legislative and executive branches as 
well as the judicial branch. I think that that's 
the way to do it and I would simply ask that you do 
to the judicial branch and to the judges what you 
do to the other employees of the state. 

SEN. UPSON: Senator Looney has a question. 

SEN. LOONEY: Just briefly, Your Honor, have the judges 
thought of joining the Local 1199? 

JUDGE MENT: Well, I can't say that we've not had 
discussions with both them and the Teamsters, but 
no action at this.point. Operating engineers would 
be a third option. 
Section 2 of the bill is the one that changes the 
vesting on the pension from eight years to ten 
years. I've testified on this over a period of 
years. I think it's a good provision. It would 
reduce the amount of the pension, so in effect its 
cost would be minimal, if any. I would be glad to 
speak further on that section, but most of you have 



00059^ 
38 
pat - JUDICIARY February 3, 1995 

REP. RADCLIFFE: All right, thank you. 

JUDGE BARRY: Thank you. 

REP. LAWLOR: Any other questions? 

JUDGE BARRY: Thank you very much. We also have Don 
Caldwell signed up, but we're over our time limit 
so we'll have to come back to him when we complete 
the public portion. 

So, first on the public list is Steven Perruccio. 

STEVEN PERRUCCIO: Good afternoon. My name is Steven 
Perruccio. I'm president of the Connecticut 
Employees Union Independent, who represents over 
6,000 state maintenance workers. It's hard to 
believe in 25 years of coming to the Capitol, this 
is the first time I come before this Committee to 
speak on a bill. 

Certainly, if you can do for the judges as I heard 
this morning so far, as far as pay raises and 
incremental raises and vesting on retirement, my 
membership would appreciate it to if you'd do it 
for us. It would be a lot quicker and a lot 
easier. 

But now getting down to business, I'm here to talk 
in opposition of Raised HB6546, specifically the 
state library going to the control of the judicial 
department and taking maintenance employees. I'm 
bothered by the fact that an earlier statement was 
made that presently the workers there can't 
maintain the building. I object to that. 

Secondly, I've heard a statement made that in the 
past when members.moved over from one bargaining 
unit to another, things went well. Well, the most 
recent instance of changing of membership dealt 
with the community technical colleges where 
employees were rolled into one agency and they 
stayed with the same union they were prior to that. 
So I use most recent history to base my opposition 
to that part of the bill. 

If you want to put it on the judicial, I have no 
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problem, but leave the maintenance members with the 
Connecticut Employees Union Independent. I have 
nothing further, so if you have any questions. 

SEN. UPSON: What you want to do is, say that again now? 
You don't want them to take over the, you don't 
care if they take over --

STEVEN PERRUCCIO: Judge Ment --

SEN. UPSON: -- wait, hold on, the entire library, etc, 
but you want to make sure that the Employees Union. 
What is it? 

STEVEN PERRUCCIO: Judge Ment made comment to something 
that occurred to 20 years ago. What I'm saying is 

SEN. UPSON: I didn't pay attention. 

STEVEN PERRUCCIO: You want to put the maintenance of 
the state library under the judicial department --

SEN. UPSON: Yes. 

STEVEN PERRUCCIO: -- all I would ask is the maintenance 
workers that are presently in the Connecticut 
Employees Union Independent continue to be members 
of the Connecticut Employees Union Independent 
while they're under the auspices of the judicial 
branch of government. 

SEN. UPSON: How do we do that? 

STEVEN PERRUCCIO: The same thing that you did when you 
did it in Higher Ed with three different unions. 

SEN. UPSON: Could you.get us the language for that? 

STEVEN PERRUCCIO: Pardon? 

SEN. UPSON: Do you have the language in what happened 
in Higher Ed? 

STEVEN PERRUCCIO: No, but I can get it for you.o 

SEN. UPSON: Okay. Other questions? If not, thank you 
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HIGHLIGHTS OF TESTIMONY OF HON. AARON MENT 
JUDICIARY COMMITTEE PUBLIC HEARING 

FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1995 
H.B. 6546, AN ACT CONCERNING COURT FACILITIES 

• Proposal submitted as part of Judicial Branch's legislative package. 
• Strongly support favorable consideration of Sections 1, 2 and 5 of this bill. 

Sections 1., 2. and 5. - Designate the Office of the Chief Court Administrator as 
responsible for the custody, care and control of the State 

- Library/Supreme Court Building and grounds. 
• The State Library Board has voted unanimously to 

support the transfer for the maintenance of the State 
Library/Supreme Court Building to the Judicial Branch. 
(Attached is a copy of the minutes of the State Library 
Board vote.) 

• Judicial Branch has the flexibility and resources (with the 
proper transfer of funds from the State Library's budget). 

After discussions with the Department of Public Works, at this time, request that 
Sections 3 and 4 be deleted. 

Section 3. Provides the Office of the Chief Court Administrator with the 
authority to determine the space requirements, space standards 
and priority needs of the Judicial Branch. 

Section 4. Allows the Judicial Branch to have charge and supervision of 
remodeling, alteration, repair, construction or enlargement of 
projects costing up to two million dollars. 
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INDEX 

Present: Benjamin Dixon, Mary Etter, E. Frederick Petersen, Dorothy 
Pierson-Hubeny, Edmund Sullivan, Richard Szary, Marcia Trotta, 
Judge Robert Leuba 

Members absent: Justice Robert Callahan, Souksavanh Syharat, Ann Clark, Dorothy 
Willett 

Others present: Richard G. Akeroyd Jr., Jane Beaudoin, Patricia Owens, Don 
LaMore, James Cavanaugh (Judicial), Joseph McMahon (Judicial), 
Jerry Rucci (Judicial) * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

The meeting was called to order at 1:19 p.m. by Chairperson Petersen in the State 
Librarian's office. 

MINUTES 

A MOTION (Mary Etter), seconded (Marcia Trotta): THAT THE BOARD APPROVE 
THE MINUTES OF THE November 28, 1994, MEETING. PASSED unanimously. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

None. 

STATE LIBRARIAN'S REPORT 

Before Mr. Akeroyd reported, Chairperson Petersen alerted the Board that he and Mr. 
Akeroyd were scheduled to meet with Senator Adela Eads to review the library's 
budget. Mr. Jay Levin is also scheduled to be at that meeting. The Board will be 
updated. 

Mr. Akeroyd introduced and welcomed the newest Board member, Judge Robert 
Leuba. 

Mr. Akeroyd reported that Director of Library Development, Patricia Owens, met with 
Lt. Governor Rell, and was able to discuss the libraries priorities. The meeting went 
well and the Lt. Governor was very interested. 

OTHER REPORTS 

Connecticut Library Association (CUM: No one was present from CLA, however, 
Patricia Owens stated that Jan Day phoned to remind the Board of the Pot Luck dinner 
scheduled for March 15. 

Advisory Council for Library Planning and Development (ACLPD): Patricia Owens 
reported for Nancy Johman, Chair. The Council is giving special attention to the 1995 
work plan. More emphasis will be placed on the decision making process to influence 
the future of Connecticut libraries. After discussing an Ad Hoc Committee report the 
Council had some ideas that center around construction grants and raising the ceiling 
on the amounts awarded to libraries. Other matters that came before the Council were: 
Reviewing the status of the State Library's budget, FY96 LSCA preliminary budget and 
the report of the Nil Readiness Program. 

MINUTES 

Motion 

STATE LIBRARIAN'S 
REPORT 

INTRODUCTION 

MEETING WITH 
LT. GOVERNOR 

CLA 

ACLPD 
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Cooperating Library Service Units (CLSU): Patricia Owens reported for Patricia 
Holloway. The CLSUs are working on a formula to divide funds equitably. 

OLD BUSINESS 

Status of Legislative Proposals & Budget Request: Of the four legislative proposals 
submitted by the Library, only the one which proposes changes to Section 1-11a of the 
General Statutes has been approved. The other three, which involved technical 
changes to the statutes regarding the Public Records and Public Library Construction 
programs, have all been held pending further review and clarification. Hopefully all of 
the outstanding issues will be resolved so these proposals can be introduced during 
this session. Regarding the FY1996-1997 budget request, Mr. Akeroyd stated that he 
speaks to the State Library's budget analyst regularly and so far there has not been any 
significant changes to former Governor Weicker"s Tentative Budge. 

State Library Board Code of Ethics: Marcia Trotta stated that there has not been any 
changes in the wording of the Code of Ethics. The Ethics Commission has cited that 
each agency must have a plan in place. Edmund Sullivan stated that section tv\o (2) of 
the Code of Ethics uses the word undue unnecessarily and feels that it should be 
removed. The Board is in agreement. A MOTION (M. Trotta), seconded (B. Dixon)(D. 
Pierson) THAT THE STATE LIBRARY BOARD APPROVE THE CODE OF ETHICS 
STATEMENT AS REQUIRED BY PUBLIC ACT 94-126 WITH THE REMOVAL OF 
THE WORD UNDUE: USED IN SECTION TWO. PASSED unanimously. 

NEW BUSINESS^ 

Transfer of Plant Facilities and Security from the State Library Board to the Judicial 
Department: A presentation was made by James Cavanaugh (Judicial). He began by 
stating that Judicial has been giving financial assistance to the State Library on a few 
occasions and has paid for the hew security camera system which was recently 
installed. He assured the Board that Judicial has an administration that is very 
qualified to handle this facility. They are currently responsible for over 2 million square 
feet of facility throughout Connecticut. They are very sensitive to the needs of the 
library and would like to upgrade appropriate technology. Mr. Cavanaugh stated that 
Judicial has over 30 maintainers that could be called on short notice to assist with jobs 
larger than the immediate staff could handle. After answering questions on the day-to-
day operations and priorities, A MOTION (M. Trotta), seconded (D. Pierson) THAT 
THE STATE LIBRARY BOARD ENDORSE THE JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT'S 
PROPOSED LEGISLATION, "AN ACT CONCERNING COURT FACILITIES" WHICH 
WOULD TRANSFER AUTHORITY FOR THE SECURITY AND BUILDINGS AND 
GROUNDS FUNCTIONS FROM THE BOARD TO THE CHIEF COURT 
ADMINISTRATOR. PASSED unanimously. 

CLSU 

OLD BUSINESS 

LEG. PROPOSALS & 
BUDGET REQUEST 

BOARD CODE OF ETHICS 

Motion 

TRANSFER OF PLANT 
FACILITIES 

Motion 
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Alternate locations for Board Meetings: Patricia Owens stated that the Advisory Council 
is very interested in meeting the State Library Board and suggested that if the Board 
would consider meeting in alternate locations that it would make them more visible to 
the communities. The Board felt it was a good idea to be flexible with meeting 
locations and suggested that this summer may be a good time to try this out. Fred 
Petersen stated that the Board would still follow the same meeting format and agenda • 
at the chosen alternate site. The possibility of meeting in different court houses was 
raised. Mr. Akeroyd would handle the necessary logistics and notify the Secretary of 
State's office when an alternate location was chosen. 

Mary Etter asked about the status of the reQuest Pilot Project. Mr. Akeroyd reported 
that the project officially began on December 23,1994. There are some delays with 
the LAN software. All non-LAN are up and running. Patricia Owens added that the 
second round of training is going very well. There will be a make-up session for a few 
people. It is a user friendly system and everyone is happy with it. 

Marcia Jrotta asked about the status of STATENET access. Mr. Akeroyd stated that 
there have been delays due to the changes in Administration. 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * . * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:05 p.m. The next meeting is scheduled for Monday, 
March 27, at 1:15 p.m. (lunch at 12:30 p.m.) in the Attorneys' Conference Room. 

•ALTERNATE LOCATIONS 
FOR BOARD MEETINGS 

Respectfully submitted, 

Richard G. Akeroyd Jr., Secretary 
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JUDGE DUPONT: I would have no objection to that. 

SEN. UPSON: No, I'm just thinking out loud. What 
affect would three referees-- Could they-- Would 
they still have to be--

JUDGE DUPONT: I think it might be wise to have two as 
opposed to three. That's a good suggestion. 

SEN. UPSON: Just say no more than two. I'm just 
thinking out loud because you'd have to have 
someone wouldn't you? 

JUDGE DUPONT: Excuse me? 

SEN. UPSON: If you had all referees wouldn't they have 
to-- A judge of the appellate court--

JUDGE DUPONT: I think it would be better if there were 
only a limit of two and the third person, at least 
one, from the sitting appellate court judges. I 
agree with you. 

S M 5 J 

SEN. UPSON: Alright. Maybe--

JUDGE DUPONT: I agree with you. A good suggestion, 

SEN. UPSON: Alright. Thank you. Eleven years of 
sitting here and listening and not participating j* $ fc303 
no just kidding. Thank you on that one. You'll*1" 
give us some language on that one%w 

FAITH ARKIN: Yes we will submit. In fact just to 
follow up on that one bill on HB6 995, we would like 
to request one technical change as well in line 23. 
The word "of" should be replaced by "by" and I 
submitted that in my written testimony. There are 
several other bills though that the judicial branch 
would like to speak on and Debbie Fuller and I will 
be talking on them. The first one would be SB605, 
AN ACT CONCERNING REMISSION OF FINES TO 
MUNICIPALITIES. 

I'd like to just take this opportunity to bring to 
the committee's attention three implementation 
issues that we have with regard to this bill. 
First, for several years the judicial branch has 
been requesting that 51-56a be amended to expend 
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clarification. 

The next bill I'd like to speak on is SB957, AN ACT 
CONCERNING THE SUPERVISION CARE AND CONTROL OF THE 
STATE LIBRARY AND SUPREME COURT BUILDING. We 
strongly support this bill. In fact, in February 
the Judiciary Committee heard testimony on HB6546, 
AN ACT CONCERNING COURT FACILITIES, which does in 
part the same thing as this bill. You've already 
referred that bill to the Appropriations Committee 
so therefore--

SEN. UPSON: This is just a duplicate of what's already 
been done? 

FAITH ARKIN: Yes. This came from the governor's. Ours 
came from our legislative package. 

SEN. UPSON: Duplicate to what bill number? 

FAITH ARKIN: That bill was-- The bill that you have is 
SB957 and the bill that was referred to the 
Appropriations Committee, doing the same thing is 
HB6546, and it's pending in the Appropriations 
Committee. 

SEN. UPSON: Thank you. 

FAITH ARKIN: The next bill is HB6303, AN ACT CONCERNING 
FINES FOR MOTOR VEHICLE INFRACTIONS. 

SEN. UPSON: HB63 03? 

FAITH ARKIN: HB63 03. We'd just like to inform the 
committee that this bill will impact the Criminal 
Injuries Compensation Fund. Should this bill be 
favorably considered, we estimate that the Criminal 
Injuries Compensation Fund will lose approximately 
$419,000.00 in state funds and the cost of a 
federal fund requirement match would lose also 
$168,000.00 in federal funds giving a total of 
$587,000.00, based on an average compensation rate 
to a victim of $3553.00. This would mean a lost of 
reimbursement to approximately One hundred sixty-
five victims. We are not speaking in support or 
opposition, just wanting to share that that will 
impact the Criminal Injuries Compensation Fund. 


