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I think that it just -- it's not something 
that's commonly known, and I think we as 
employers really bear the responsibility to 
make sure that both our employees are properly 
informed, and I don't think that's happening. 
I think we need to make sure that the public 
is properly informed, and I don't think that's 
happening now either. 

And, we have the rare opportunity to address 
this issue. It has to be addressed in some 
way. I think this is a fair way of doing so. 

SENATOR DOYLE: Senator Kissel? 

SENATOR KISSEL: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Are you 
a constituent or is your business --

NICHOLAS MILLER: I'm in Enfield on Hazard Avenue. 

SENATOR KISSEL: And, do you live in the district 
as well? 

NICHOLAS MILLER: I'm in Somers. 

SENATOR KISSEL: Okay. So, I work for you and 
(inaudible). You know what? I thought -- I 
actually think that you had a really balanced 
approach to your testimony. In other words, 
it carved it out, said that there is a role 
for these registries, but it's educating both 
the caregivers as well as the employers, and 
that's my -- that's our goal. Is that it? 

NICHOLAS MILLER: Yeah. (Inaudible.) 

SENATOR KISSEL: I think your testimony made a lot 
of sense. 

SENATOR DOYLE: Thank you. Any further questions 
from the Committee? Seeing none, at this 
point in time, we have nobody else signed up . 
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Does anybody else want to testify? There's a 
person. Please come up. Please identify 
yourself for the record. 

LINDA GRIGEREK: Yes. My name is Linda Grigerek. 
I'm from Companions and Homemakers, one of the 
largest homemaker/companion agencies in 
Connecticut. 

Martin had testified earlier, our general 
counsel. 

I think the thing we're missing here is that 
the registries are quite often arguing that 
they are independent contractors. What we're 
saying is an RN could be an independent 
contractor; an LPN could be an independent 
contractor. They're professionals. They make 
their own hours. They bring their own work. 
These are custodial caregivers. They have to 
be employees. There's no fairness to the 
workers' comp, no fairness to no Social 
Security. They make very little money . 

The registries are piggybacking onto the 
medical agencies which are RN's and LPN's, and 
they're trying to do it with custodial care 
workers, and it's wrong, and that'~ what I 
think is missing in the explanation today. 

SENATOR DOYLE: Thank you. Any questions? 
Representative Baram? 

REP. BARAM: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. You raised a 
good point about independent contractors, and 
from my knowledge of the law, there are about 
10, 12 factors set forth by the IRS to 
determine whether somebody is an independent 
contractor, and typically it includes things 
like making your own hours, having your own 
tools or equipment, not being under the 
supervision or oversight of another person, 
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and so when you said an LPN, for instance, is 
an independent contractor but a homemaker may 
not be, may be an employee of the consumer 
that's getting the care, I mean, that's an 
interesting distinction for me because I'm not 
sure whether I agree or not. 

But, it seems to me that if we do decide to go 
forward with the bill to give notice, that it 
might be appropriate to give notice not only 
to the consumer, the person receiving the home 
care service, but also the home care provider 
because both of them could be liable for 
various taxes --

LINDA GRIGEREK: That is in there. 

REP. BARAM: and ultimately that decision is 
probably going to be made by the IRS and 
Department of Revenue Services because they're 
the ones that enforce those laws as to when 
taxes are due, so to me it seems prudent that 
if we do require some notice, that everybody 
get it . 

LINDA GRIGEREK: I don't disagree, but it also 
falls under the ABC test for the Labor 
Department, and there's already been a Supreme 
Court decision in Connecticut saying that 
these caregivers are definitively employees 
and not independent contractors, so that's 
already been decided, and this report here, 
which I'd like ·to submit, is from 1998, which 
does say that the Labor Department directly 
addresses registries and says that these home 
care workers should err on the side of 
considering them to be an employee of either 
the client or of the agency, but they 
definitely don't fall into the independent 
contractor. 

So, I think people are going under the IRS 
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rule which -- I think these -- I've been doing 
it for 20 years. I think these caregivers 
fall under employees any way you look at it. 
It's just the dollar amount that they make on 
their own doesn't allow them to make their own 
hours. Home care in and of itself is specific 
hours, and it always has been. Mrs. Jones 
needs her breakfast from 9:00 to 12:00. They 
can't call up and say oh, by the way, I'm not 
going to give Mrs. Jones breakfast; I decided 
to show up f0r dinner. It's just -- I've 
never seen a case with these' custodial care 
workers where independent contractors would 
ever apply. 

SENATOR DOYLE: Thank you. Any further questions? 
Seeing none, ,thank you very much. Again, at 
this point, does anyone else in the room want 
to speak, testify? Seeing none, I entertain a 
motion to adjourn the public hearing. 

A VOICE: So moved . 

SENATOR DOYLE: Is there any discussion or debate 
on it, or are we ready to vote? All in favor, 
signify by saying aye. Aye. Thank you . 
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Bill as amended 1s passed. Clerk, please call 

Calendar 121. 

THE CLERK: 

On page 4, Calendar 121, substitute for House 

Bill Number 6376, AN ACT ELIMINATING THE REQUIREMENT 

OF A STATE BOOK RECORDING EACH SALE OF A PISTOL OR 

REVOLVER, (inaudible) Public Safety. 

SPEAKER DONOVAN: 

Representative Dargan. 

REP. DARGAN (115th): 

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

Joint Committee's Favorable Report and passage of the 

bill. 

SPEAKER DONOVAN: 

The question in on acceptance and passage. Will 

you remark? 

REP. DARGAN (115th): 

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. This just 

simply -- bill eliminates the redundancy you have a 

bound book that's already required by the Federal 

Firearms and Licenses. 

SPEAKER DONOVAN: 

Remark further on the bill? Remark further on 

the bill? If not, staff and guests come to the Well 
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