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House of Representatives 

SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 
I s tnere business on tne C l e r k ' s desk? 

CLERK: 
There i s , Mr. Speaker. I have communications. I 

have the report of the Auditors of Public Accounts to the 
1986 Session of the General Assembly. For reference to 
the Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on 
Finance, Revenue and Bonding. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

The record report t h a t the report i s received and 
the reports are r e f e r r e d to the Committees on Finance, 
Revenue and Bonding and the Committee on Appropriations. 
CLERK: 

I nave favorable Cnanges of Reference from the 
House. 

Favorable Report of the J o i n t Standing Committee 
on P u b l i c S a f e t y on S u b s t i t u t e House B i l l No. 5064, AN 
ACT ESTABLISHING A DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS' AFFAIRS. The 
committee has met and f e e l s the b i l l ought to pass but 
f i r s t be r e f e r r e d to the Committee on Government  
Administration and E l e c t i o n s . 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

So ordered. 
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CLERK: 
Calendar 374, S u b s t i t u t e f o r House B i l l 5064, 

F i l e No. 4 02, AN ACT ESTABLISHING A DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS' 
AFFAIRS. Favorable Report of the Committee on Appropriations. 
REP. NEUMANN: (62nd) 

Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. Otto Neumann. 
REP. NEUMANN: (6 2nd) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move approval of the 
J o i n t Committee's Favorable Report and passage of the b i l l . 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

The question i s on acceptance and passage. W i l l 
you remark? 
REP. NEUMANN: (62nd) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I n the course of the work 
of the P u b l i c S a f e t y Committee and f o r t h a t matter, the 
e f f o r t s of the Governor, there was a recommendation put 
i n the Governor's budget and i n l e g i s l a t i o n developed by 
the P u b l i c S a f e t y Committee to create a Department of 
Veterans' A f f a i r s , the purpose being to allow Connecticut 
veterans a c e n t r a l place to deal w i t h the i s s u e s t h a t are 
before i t and a chance f o r these people to get i n t o the 
b e n e f i t programs a l o t e a s i e r . I would move passage of 
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the b i l l . 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

The question i s on acceptance and passage. W i l l 
you remark? W i l l you remark? I f not — . 
REP. MIGLIARO: (80th) 

Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. Eugene M i g l i a r o , J r . 
REP. MIGLIARO: (8 0th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On behalf of the members 
of the P u b l i c S a f e t y Committee on both si d e s of the i s l e , 
f i r s t of a l l I ' d l i k e to compliment each and every member 
f o r a job w e l l done and also to compliment the input on 
t h i s p a r t i c u l a r b i l l on behalf of a l l the veter a n o r g a n i z a t i o n s 
i n the s t a t e , the VFW, the American Legion, the DAB, 
Vietnam e r a , Marine r e c r u i t e r s and I can go on and on 
and u n f o r t u n a t e l y we were not aware of i t a t the time t h a t 
we were formulating t h i s p a r t i c u l a r b i l l t h a t there was 
a women1s ta s k f o r c e f o r veterans i n the s t a t e and we 
apologize f o r t h a t and i t sure as h e l l would have been 
abided as w e l l , but on something t h a t has been long i n 
coming f o r the S t a t e of Connecticut. 

As you know, the State of Connecticut ranks 50th 
as f a r as b e n e f i t s on a per c a p i t a b a s i s f o r our veterans 
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i n t h i s s t a t e from f e d e r a l grants. And through an ex t e n s i v e 
study committee t h a t we had over the summer, an i n t e r i m 
study committee, we can s i t e i n c i d e n t s and document i t t h a t 
there are many v e t e r a n s , approximately 12,000 of them i n 
convalenscent homes i n t h i s s t a t e and looking down the 
road i n the next decade you can probably m u l t i p l y t h a t 
by ten times more. 

The S t a t e of Connecticut has w e l l over 420,000 
veterans i n t h i s s t a t e . I t ' s a l s o i n t e r e s t i n g to note 
t h a t we rank 21st i n the nation as f a r as c o n t r i b u t i n g 
manpower and women power i n the time of need when t h i s 
country has been a t war and I take very big pride i n t h a t 
and I t h i n k t h a t we, as c i t i z e n s , members of the State 
of Connecticut should a l s o take great pride i n t h a t . 

But over the years our veterans i n t h i s s t a t e have 
been neglected. They have been shortchanged, no thanks 
to the f e d e r a l government and our veterans have had no 
place t h a t they could go to or t h e i r spouses to seek 
a s s i s t a n c e . T h i s Veterans' A f f a i r s Committee w i l l a f f o r d 
t h a t to them. At the present time, the way the makeup 
of t h i s b i l l w i t h s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s one of which would 
be a d i r e c t o r , plus the a i d from over 100 volunteers from 
a l l the vete r a n o r g a n i z a t i o n s i n the State of Connecticut 
fo r s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s f r e e of charge, I think we can do a 
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very good job f o r our veterans. I'd l i k e to c i t e you 
a couple of i n c i d e n t s and I have had many over my 12 years 
up here, of a s s i s t a n c e f o r v e t e r a n s , but t h i s one r e a l l y 
touched my heart t h i s past Christmas. I t was veteran and 
a t h i r d p a r t y c a l l e d me up on t h i s p a r t i c u l a r problem. 
T h i s v e t e r a n was a double amputee, had rheumatoid a r t h r i t i s , 
the w i f e had to q u i t work i n order to take care of t h a t 
veteran. They seeked a s s i s t a n c e on the f e d e r a l l e v e l and 
got nothing. They went everywhere. They didn't know who 
to t u r n to. When t h i s was brought to my a t t e n t i o n , I took 
i t upon myself to c a l l t h i s i n d i v i d u a l and when the w i f e 
came to the phone, the f i r s t t hing she s a i d a f t e r I 
introduced myself was, w e l l , there's nothing you can do 
f o r me, we've t r i e d every avenue w i t h the f e d e r a l government 
Newington H o s p i t a l as w e l l as West Haven H o s p i t a l . There's 
nothing anybody can do f o r us. I guess w e ' l l j u s t have 
to l i v e the way i t i s . Well, I t o l d her to l e t me worry 
about t h a t . To make a long s t o r y short, t h a t veteran 
had no purpose i n l i f e . 

W ell, i n January r i g h t a f t e r the f i r s t of the year 
I got a b e a u t i f u l l e t t e r from them thanking me f o r my 
e f f o r t s and i t made my Christmas because t h i s i n d i v i d u a l 
today now has a $4,200 motorized wheelchair and t h a t 
i n d i v i d u a l i s now a p a r t of s o c i e t y and can move around 
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as an i n d i v i d u a l and i t i s i n c i d e n t s of t h i s type t h a t 
have happened repeatedly where I have helped and many of 
our l e g i s l a t o r s have helped veterans when they were i n 
need, but I t h i n k i t ' s about time t h a t we have a c e n t r a l 
f o c a l point f o r these veterans where they can pi c k up 
the phone and c a l l the s e r v i c e d i r e c t o r of a Veterans' 
A f f a i r s Committee and t e l l them t h e i r problem and l e t 
these d i r e c t o r s seek out any b e n e f i t s t h a t they're 
e n t i t l e d to. 

Another example, of the 12,000 veterans t h a t are 
i n convalescent homes, Sen. M i l l e r and myself and members 
of the Committee, we seeked out information. We found 
t h a t many of these veterans were g e t t i n g as l i t t l e as 
$5 a month i n f e d e r a l a s s i s t a n c e . That meant t h a t the 
State of Connecticut was p i c k i n g up the d i f f e r e n c e i n 
T i t l e 19 and w e l f a r e b e n e f i t s . A f t e r researching t h e i r 
q u a l i f i c a t i o n s , these i n d i v i d u a l s are now r e c e i v e over 
$500 a month from the f e d e r a l government. That's j u s t 
a c l a s s i c example of what can be happening out there 
t h a t they're being cheated out of and the State of 
Connecticut, thanks to the State of Connecticut, are 
p i c k i n g up to make these people s u r v i v e . 

I had a veteran's spouse c a l l me. She was g e t t i n g 
$1,000 property t a x exemption. She didn't know where t o . 
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I asked her her s i t u a t i o n . Come to f i n d out she was 
e n t i t l e d to $3,000 f o r property t a x exemption and under 
the s t a t u t e s we can go back s i x years to recover t h a t 
f o r her f o r s i x years and under the new program, thanks 
to t h i s General Assembly l a s t year, t h a t woman now gets 
$9,000 property t a x exemption. Had she not had a place 
to t u r n to she would s t i l l be g e t t i n g $1,000 a year on 
tax assessment. There are many, many cases out there and 
our veterans have been c r y i n g to t h i s s t a t e , j u s t g ive us 
a hand and t e l l us where to go when we need help. There 
was no place f o r .-them to go. With t h i s b i l l , there w i l l 
be a place f o r 'them to go and I think i t ' s a small t r i b u t e 
f o r the e f f o r t s t h a t these men and women have l a i d down 
and given up and s a c r i f i c e d and some of them have paid 
the supreme s a c r i f i c e and unf o r t u n a t e l y t h i s b i l l w i l l 
not help them, but i t can help t h e i r spouse and t h e i r 
c h i l d r e n . 

I urge t h i s body very s t r o n g l y to support t h i s 
l e g i s l a t i o n . I f e e l v e ry confident and very o p t i m i s t i c 
about t h i s b i l l . I know t h a t there's been a give and take 
approach on both si d e s and i t has been a very unanimous 
approach. I t ' s not a p o l i t i c a l b i l l . I t ' s a b i l l t h a t ' s 
something t h a t has been long i n coming. I t ' s something 
we owe the vete r a n s i n t h i s s t a t e and probably the f u t u r e 
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veterans of our s t a t e and I think t h a t we owe i t to them 
to show our a p p r e c i a t i o n f o r g i v i n g them a c e n t r a l f o c a l 
point where they can come i n t h e i r of need. 

At t h i s time, Mr. Speaker, I b e l i e v e the C l e r k 
has an amendment i n her possession, LCO No. 3414. W i l l 
the C l e r k please c a l l , and I b e l i e v e i t ' s so short, I ' l l 
l e t the C l e r k read i t , too. Thank you. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

W i l l the C l e r k please c a l l and read LCO No. 3414, 
designated House Amendment Schedule "A". 
CLERK: 

LCO 3414, designated House Amendment Schedule "A", 
o f f e r e d by Reps. J a e k l e , Belden, F a r r , K r a w i e c k i , M i g l i a r o 
and Kezer. I n l i n e 11, delete the word "the". Delete 
l i n e s 12 and 13 i n t h e i r e n t i r e t y and i n s e r t the f o l l o w i n g 
i n l i e u thereof: " s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s one of whom s h a l l 
be the department and c l e r i c a l personnel." I n l i n e 14 
de l e t e the word " s t a t e " and i n s e r t the word "other" before 
the word " s e r v i c e " . I n l i n e 16, delete the word "one" 
and i n s e r t the words " a t l e a s t one" i n l i e u thereof. I n 
l i n e 20, delete the words "the department head and each 
and i n s e r t the word "each" i n l i e u thereof. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

The amendment i s i n your possession, S i r . Your 
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pleasure. 
REP. MIGLIARO: (8 0th) 

Mr. Speaker, I b e l i e v e the amendment c l a r i f i e s 
layman language. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Would you please move adoption, S i r . 
REP. MIGLIARO: (8 0th) 

I move f o r adoption, Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

The question i s on adoption. W i l l you remark? 
REP. MIGLIARO: (80th) 

amendment. I t doesn't change the concept of the b i l l . 
I t h i n k i t j u s t c l a r i f i e s the language i n the areas about 
s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s one of which w i l l be the department 
head and I b e l i e v e a l s o delete the word " s t a t e " and i n s e r t 
the word "other" and " s e r v i c e " . I b e l i e v e i t j u s t c l a r i f i e s 
i t and I move adoption of the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

remark or we're going to have to have a show of hands or 
something because the l i g h t s have a l l gone out up here. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I th i n k i t ' s a simple 

The question i s on adoption. W i l l you remark? 
The Chair would i n q u i r e f o r anyone who wishes to 

Rep. T e r r i Bertinuson. 
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Apparently your l i g h t s can be turned on, Rep. 
Bertinuson. 
REP. STOLBERG: (93rd) 

Mr. Speaker, I was going to point out, w e l l , the 
l i g h t s might be o f f I don't think t h a t there's anything 
e l s e wrong w i t h the system. The mikes are a l l l i v e . 
REP. BERTINUSON: (57th) 

Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. Bertinuson, you have the f l o o r before you 
were so q u i c k l y i n t e r c e p t e d by your D i s t i n g u i s h e d M i n o r i t y 
Leader. 
REP. BERTINUSON: (57th) 

Through you, i f I may, a question to the proponent 
of the amendment. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Please proceed, Madam. 
REP. BERTINUSON: (57th) 

Through you, Mr. Speaker, Rep. M i g l i a r o , I was a 
l i t t l e s u r p r i s e d to see now t h a t one, i f I'm reading the 
amendment c o r r e c t l y , t h a t one of the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s 
w i l l a l s o be the department head, through you, Mr. Speaker 
i s t h a t the i n t e n t of the amendment? 
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REPli MIGLIARO: (8 0th) 
Through you, Mr. Speaker, the reason f o r t h a t i s 

on our budgetary item we f e l t t h a t be designating s i x 
s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s and to keep our budget w i t h i n the proper 
l i m i t s u n t i l we know how much work i s out there, one would 
be the S e r v i c e d i r e c t o f f i c e r , would a l s o be a s e r v i c e 
o f f i c e , but a l s o be appointed as a d i r e c t o r by the Governor 
of t h i s s t a t e . I don't b e l i e v e a t t h i s time we know how 
much work i s going to be out there we need a d i r e c t o r 
separate from the s i x o f f i c e r s . So I f e l t f o r being 
f i s c a l l y r e s p o n s i b l e on t h i s , I want to make sure we come 
i n w i t h something r e a l i s t i c t h a t we l e t the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r 
be one of those s i x people, the d i r e c t o r to be one of those 

BP 
s i x people. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. Bertinuson. 
• 

REP. BERTINUSON: (57th) 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and j u s t one more question 

or perhaps a comment, because l a t e r i n the b i l l i t does 
s p e c i f y t h a t the department head i s i n f a c t a cabinet 

• 

l e v e l o f f i c e r and I wasn't sure i f t h i s i s a customary thing 
to have a cabinet l e v e l commissioner a l s o being c a l l e d upon 
to cover a whole congressional d i s t r i c t as a s e r v i c e o f f i c e r , 
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REP. MIGLIARO: (8 0th) 
Through you, Mr. Speaker. 

SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 
Rep. M i g l i a r o , do you care to respond? 

REP. MIGLIARO: (8 0th) 
Through you, Mr. Speaker, I b e l i e v e whoever the 

vete r a n i s who i s going to be appointed d i r e c t o r , I don't 
b e l i e v e t h a t i t w i l l matter much to them whether they 
have t h e i r t i t l e cabinet o f f i c e r or not. I t h i n k t h a t 
person would be dedicated enough to want to a s s i s t the 
v e t e r a n s , but down the road we w i l l probably have to 
appoint more i f the caseload gets heavy. 
REP. BERTINUSON: (57th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

W i l l you remark f u r t h e r ? I f not, the question 
before you i s the Adoption of House Amendment Schedule "A 

Rep. O s i e r , we're using the hand waving system, 
remember. The l i g h t s are out. No one can i d e n t i f y who i 
seeking r e c o g n i t i o n . 
REP. OSLER: (150th) 

Okay. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I f we have i n t h i s 
amendment eight men and women, s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s and 
one of whom s h a l l be the department head, then t h a t means 
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there are two c l e r i c a l personnel, through you, Mr. Speaker, 
to the proponent of the amendment. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. M i g l i a r o . 
REP. MIGLIARO: (8 0th) 

Through you, Mr. Speaker, the answer i s i t w i l l 
s i x and two other people, one a s e c r e t a r y and one a c l e r k 
and the two people, the s i x w i l l have to be v e t e r a n s , the 
other two do not have to have veteran s t a t u s . 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. Osier. 
REP. OSLER: (150th) 

W e l l , I have a l i t t l e b i t of a problem w i t h t h a t . 
Women l e g i s l a t o r s have looked a t t h i s b i l l and f e l t v e r y 
f a v o r a b l y toward i t because i t does help women veterans 
as w e l l as men and t r a d i t i o n a l l y the women veterans have 
gotten p r e t t y short t r i p s because most of the men working 
a t the Veterans' A d m i n i s t r a t i o n have been more i n t e r e s t e d 
i n the problems of the men and indeed there are so many 
more men veterans than women. However, a l l of World War I I 
men and women veterans are now reaching an age where they 
begin to have more and more problems t h a t need a t t e n t i o n . 
I t h i n k the women l e g i s l a t o r s would f e e l to a woman t h a t 
i f you say we have a s t a f f of not l e s s than eight men and 
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women t h a t you can be mighty sure t h a t the s i x s e r v i c e 
o f f i c e r s are going to be men and the two c l e r i c a l and c l e r k 
persons w i l l be women and we would be very r e l u c t a n t to 
see t h a t happen. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

W i l l you remark f u r t h e r on the adoption of House 
Amendment Schedule "A"? W i l l you remark f u r t h e r ? I n not, 
a l l i n favor i n d i c a t e by saying aye. 
REPRESENTATIVES: 

Aye. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

A l l opposed i n d i c a t e by saying nay. 
The ayes have i t . House Amendment Schedule "A" i s 

adopted and r u l e d t e c h n i c a l . 
REP. POLINSKY: (38th) 

Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. J a n e t P o l i n s k y . 
REP. POLINSKY: (38th) 

I s a i d a few moments ago I'd stand up on another 
b i l l and t h i s i s i t . I happen to think i t ' s a marvelous 
b i l l . I t h i n k i t ' s long overdue and l i k e the other one, 
I w i l l most l i k e l y vote f o r i t because I b e l i e v e i n i t , 
but again, i t i s a b i l l , t h i s time f o r $250,0 00 t h a t implements 
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I'm not going to make a prolonged debate on t h i s . I thought 
t h a t i f the Chairman of Appropriations were i n the room 
I could ask him a question or two, through you, Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Please proceed, Madam, please frame your question. 
REP. POLINSKY: (38th) 

Through you, a question to the Chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee, may I assume from t h i s b i l l and 
the l a s t one t h a t we passed and a few others on the Calendar 
t h a t obviously these p a r t i c u l a r b i l l s are not on the k i l l 
l i s t of the P r e s i d e n t of the Senate, through you, Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Your answer, Rep. Neumann. 
REP. NEUMANN: (62nd) 

Through you, Mr. Speaker, I do not r e a l l y know what 
i s on any l i s t t h a t the President Pro Tern of the Senate 
has or had. I do know th a t we have been asked, the Co-Chairmen 
of Appropriations have been asked to work on a l i s t and we 
are working on a l i s t . We intend to f i n i s h tomorrow and 
the b i l l s before us are not on t h a t l i s t . 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. P o l i n s k y . 
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REP. POLINSKY: (38th) 
Again, through you, Mr. Speaker, would you care 

t o share any of the other things t h a t are not on the l i s t 
t h a t you are p u t t i n g together t h a t you w i l l f i n i s h tomorrow, 
through you, Mr. Speaker. 
REP. NEUMANN: (6 2 nd) 

No, Mr. Speaker, through you. 
REP. POLINSKY: (3 8th) 

I t was worth a t r y . 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. P o l i n s k y . 
REP. POLINSKY: (38th) 

One f i n a l t h i n g , the day we were J-F ' i n g b i l l s 
out a question was asked of the Chairman of Appropriations 
about the b i l l s coming out knowing p e r f e c t l y w e l l t h a t 
there was going to be some problem to say the l e a s t w i t h 
the budget and I t h i n k a t t h a t time the Chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee i n d i c a t e d to us t h a t he would 
ask t h a t a l l such b i l l s t h a t implement the budget, he 
would ask t h a t the l e a d e r s h i p P-R them, through you, 
Mr. Speaker, again one f i n a l question to the Chairman 
of Appropriations, I am presuming t h a t you asked your 
le a d e r s h i p to do i t . Can you i n d i c a t e a reason to us 
why they did not abide by your suggestion because Lord knows 
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i n the l a s t year and a h a l f you have proved you were a 
v e r y wise man. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. Neumann, do you care to respond. 
REP. NEUMANN: (62nd) 

Through you, Mr. Speaker, I choose not t o , but I 
must. Through you, Mr. Speaker, I would assure the Ranking 
Member t h a t I did d i s c u s s i t w i t h my M a j o r i t y leader and 
my M a j o r i t y Leader explained to me much what I s a i d a t 
the e a r l i e r time t h a t I went up. I f indeed we spend time 
holding back every b i l l , most of the n o n - c o n t r o v e r s i a l 
ones would get i n the way of the c o n t r o v e r s i a l ones and 
i t made more sense to send out the n o n - c o n t r o v e r s i a l ones 
t h a t had to go to the Senate anyway and keep some degree 
of the Calendar moving and I concurred i n t h a t d e c i s i o n 
a t t h a t time. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. P o l i n s k y . 
REP. POLINSKY: (38th) 

Thank you v e r y much, Mr. Speaker. Thank you, 
Mr. Chairman. One f i n a l word, we don't, we were a l i t t l e 
w i s e r t h i s year than l a s t year and we have a l o t fewer 
b i l l s t h a t are coming out of Appropriations. I t h i n k i t ' s 
a weak argument considering the f a c t of the kind of precedent 
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t h i s s e t s . Again, the b i l l i s a good one, I w i l l vote 
f o r i t , but I r e a l l y have very strong r e s e r v a t i o n s about 
the process t h a t i s being broken here. I t h i n k i t w i l l 
come back to haunt us and maybe i t w i l l haunt us t h i s year 
and not t h i s side of the i s l e , but the other. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Thank you, Rep. Po l i n s k y . 
Rep. P a u l i n e Kezer. 

REP. KEZER: (22nd) 
Mr. Speaker, I r i s e i n support of t h i s l e g i s l a t i o n . 

I'd l i k e to commend Rep. M i g l i a r o f o r h i s work on t h i s 
i s s u e and f o r recognizing t h a t we're recognized by the 
Permanent Commission on the Status of Women's^commission 
to study the women's veterans i s s u e s . 

I t h i n k the way the amendment i s worded i s good. 
I t c l a r i f i e s t h a t a t l e a s t one of the s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s 
s h a l l be a woman ve t e r a n who has concern f o r r a i s i n g the 
i s s u e s and helping those who have t r a d i t i o n a l l y not been 
served as w e l l as the m a j o r i t y who happen to be men. I 
commend the work of h i s committee. I commend the work 
of the Permanent Commission on the Status of Women who 
have put a l o t of time and e f f o r t i n t o t h i s and I urge 
passage of t h i s b i l l . 
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SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 
W i l l you remark f u r t h e r ? 

REP. KRAWIEC: (2 6th) 
Mr. Speaker. 

SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 
Rep. S t a n l e y Krawiec. 

REP. KRAWIEC: (2 6th) 
I r i s e i n support of t h i s b i l l . I think i t ' s 

a very good b i l l . I t ' s a b i l l t h a t w i l l b e n e f i t a l l the 
vetera n s i n the State of Connecticut. Not only w i l l i t 
b e n e f i t the veterans i n t h i s s t a t e , but i t w i l l a l s o 
b e n e f i t the s t a t e . I urge support of the b i l l . 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

W i l l you remark? 
REP. CUNNINGHAM: (148th) 

Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. Richard H. G. Cunningham. 
REP. CUNNINGHAM: (148th) 

Mr. Speaker, I r i s e i n opposition to t h i s b i l l . 
A few moments ago I was the only member here to vote 
a g a i n s t adding $5,000 t h i s year and probably every year 
t h e y ' l l keep p u t t i n g i t through to increase the amount 
going to these r e g i o n a l groups and so f o r t h f o r education. 
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The $250,000 t h i s year i s j u s t a beginning. I t 
i s another department f o r t h i s s t a t e , another commission. 
Mr. Speaker, we have long learned i n government t h a t these 
commission do not die f o r t h e i r e x i s t e n c e goes on and on 
and on. I t may seem altogether worthy t h a t we do something 
f o r our vet e r a n s and many things we have done. I n f a c t , 
t h i s Chamber l a s t year voted to in c r e a s e veteran's exemptions 
on property t a x e s . We did t h a t f o r veterans. 

N a t i o n a l l y there are many things to be done f o r 
ve t e r a n s . I n f a c t , i t would appear t h a t one of the purposes 
of t h i s commission i s to work things to encourage more 
th i n g s , more money f o r veterans coming out of Washington 
and y e t we have a growing n a t i o n a l d e f i c i t . I t i s growing 
i n l a r g e p a r t s because government o f f i c i a l s such as ourse l v e s 
cannot say, no. We always say, yes. We e s t a b l i s h one 
one commission a f t e r another. When w i l l we ever l e a r n ? 

Mr. Speaker, i f we want freedom f o r the people, 
as these veterans fought f o r freedom, we must consider 
the economic freedoms of our people and say t h a t the 
people are b e t t e r o f f keeping t h e i r money and not paying 
higher t a x e s , having the freedom to do w i t h t h e i r money 
as they choose, veterans and non-veterans a l i k e . I may 
ve r y w e l l be the only person to vote ag a i n s t i t . No one 
dares be considered a g a i n s t a group of veterans. I am not 
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a g a i n s t v e t e r a n s , but I am i n favor of l e s s government, 
l e s s taxes and f o r the people and I oppose i t . Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

W i l l you remark f u r t h e r ? 
REP. ANASTASIA: (138th) 

Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. Lawrence A n a s t a s i a . 
REP. ANASTASIA: (138th) 

Mr. Speaker, I r i s e to voice my support of t h i s 
proposal. I would a l s o l i k e to take the opportunity as 
the Ranking Member on P u b l i c S a f e t y to commend the Chairman 
and, more importantly, many members of the Committee t h a t 
put a great deal of time and e f f o r t , b i p a r t i s a n support, 
by the way, on both s i d e s of the i s l e f o r t h i s much needed 
piece of l e g i s l a t i o n . 

I know back a few years ago, the l a s t f i g u r e s I 
was made aware of was t h a t Connecticut was 43rd i n the 
amount of b e n e f i t s they r e c e i v e d from the f e d e r a l government. 
I t h i n k the reason i s quite simple and quite p l a i n , Mr. Speaker, 
the l a c k of a commission t h a t we are e s t a b l i s h i n g here today 
to make sure t h a t whatever b e n e f i t s are a v a i l a b l e f o r our 
veterans and there are many and the State of Connecticut 
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has not taken the advantage of t h i s . I'd r a t h e r not go 
i n t o some of the comments made by the previous speaker, 
but the f e d e r a l government i s c u t t i n g back on VA money. 
I t would be much more scar c e , but I do f e e l , Mr. Speaker, 
t h a t a t t h i s time w i t h i n the commission t h a t we have 
e s t a b l i s h e d here today we w i l l have t h a t opportunity to 
put i n our strong bid f o r monies t h a t are a v a i l a b l e to 
help our veterans t h a t are i n need. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. I r v i n g Stolberg. 
REP. STOLBERG: (93rd) 

Mr. Speaker, I would urge Rep. Cunningham to 
reconsider h i s p o s i t i o n . I heard what he s a i d and I know 
h i s s i n c e r i t y i n saying i t . L e t me say t h a t we are both 
here some day i n the d i s t a n t f u t u r e when a l l veterans' 
needs have been met, I would j o i n him i n doing away w i t h 
t h i s commission, but f o r today and tomorrow there are 
s i g n i f i c a n t needs t h a t veterans have and the job of s t a t e 
government i s to serve the needs of the people. 

c l e a r l y has b i p a r t i s a n support. I am proud t h a t the 
Governor showed i n h i s message h i s commitment to i t and 
the need i s there now and we're dealing w i t h now and the 
immediate f u t u r e . I commend the Committee f o r i t s work on 

I t h i n k the case has been made f o r t h i s b i l l . I t 
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t h i s b i l l . I t h i n k i t ' s done a f i n e job and put i n t o 
place the commission t h a t i s needed a t t h i s time. I would 
urge support f o r the b i l l . 
REP. GILLIGAN: (28th) 

Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. Robert G i l l i g a n . 
REP. GILLIGAN: (28th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The C l e r k has an amendment, 
LCO 3245. I would request t h a t he c a l l i t and please read 
i t . 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

W i l l the C l e r k please c a l l LCO No. 3245, designated 
House Amendment Schedule "B". 
CLERK: 

House Amendment Schedule "B", LCO 3245, o f f e r e d 
by Rep. G i l l i g a n , Carey and Stolberg. 

I n l i n e 8, s t r i k e out the word " s h a l l " and i n s e r t 
"may" i n l i e u thereof. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

The amendment i s i n your possession, S i r . 
REP. GILLIGAN: (28th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move adoption. 
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SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 
The question i s on adoption. W i l l you remark? 

REP. GILLIGAN: (28th) 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Ladies and gentlemen, t h i s 

i s a simple one word amendment and may I say by background 
t h a t we have discussed i t w i t h Rep. M i g l i a r o and a l s o , 
f o r the b e n e f i t of those of you who are j u s t r e c e i v i n g i t , 
the o r i g i n a l Goldenrod copy has stamped on i t t h a t there 
i s no f i s c a l impact and the r e f o r e no f i s c a l note i s needed. 
I t simply i s to accommodate the remote p o s s i b i l i t y t h a t 
the department may not be able to be housed on the side 
of the s t a t e Veterans' Home and Hosp i t a l grounds. 

t h a t i t would be located there as p r e v i o u s l y discussed 
by the p r i n c i p a l sponsors of t h i s b i l l , but our f e a r was 
t h a t i f f o r one reason or another i t couldn't be located 
t h e r e , s i n c e the b i l l says s h a l l be located on the grounds, 
the s u b s t i t u t i o n of the word "may" would not f r u s t r a t e 
the purposes of the b i l l . So I would urge adoption of the 
amendment. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

The question i s on adoption of House Amendment 
Schedule "B". W i l l you remark? 

The thought was, and i t ' s our every expectation 



k t c 
House of Representatives 

179 
Thursday, A p r i l 17, 1986 

REP. MIGLIARO: (80th) 
Mr. Speaker. 

SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 
Rep. Eugene M i g l i a r o . 

REP. MIGLIARO: (80th) 
Mr. Speaker, a f t e r a lengthy d i s c u s s i o n on t h i s 

I was v e r y concerned w i t h one f a c t o r , but we have a f i s c a l 
a n a l y s i s r e p o r t t h a t there are no f i s c a l notes necessary 
because there w i l l be no change. I t does not put the 
b i l l i n jeopardy. So I have no opposition to change the 
word from " s h a l l " to "may" because i t i s p o s s i b l e t h a t 
somewhere down the l i n e i n s t e a d of d e f i n i t e l y p u t t i n g a 
spot, we may have to f i n d somewhere e l s e , but whatever 
the case may be i n January 1 s t they've got to come up w i t h 
a spot. I t could v e r y w e l l end up i n Rocky H i l l anyway. 
So I have no opposition to the amendment. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

W i l l you remark f u r t h e r on the adoption of House 
Amendment Schedule "B"? W i l l you remark f u r t h e r . I f not, 
a l l i n favor i n d i c a t e by saying aye. 
REPRESENTATIVES: 

Aye. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

A l l opposed i n d i c a t e by saying nay. 



k t c 
House of Representatives 

The ayes have i t . House Amendment Schedule "B" 
i s adopted and r u l e d t e c h n i c a l . 
REP. ANTONETTI: (82nd) 

Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Rep. Richard B. A n t o n e t t i . 
REP. ANTONETTI: (82nd) 

Mr. Speaker, I'd l i k e to r i s e i n support of the 
b i l l before us and to be b r i e f I'd l i k e to a s s o c i a t e my 
comments w i t h Rep. M i g l i a r o and I'd l i k e to commend the 
Committee f o r an e x c e l l e n t piece of l e g i s l a t i o n t h a t i s 
long overdue and I th i n k as a speaker as f a r as i n behalf 
of the v e t e r a n s , Rep. M i g l i a r o over the s e v e r a l years has 
been out i n the f o r e f r o n t of veterans throughout the State 
of Connecticut and I th i n k as a group we can be w e l l proud 
of h i s a c t i o n . Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

W i l l you remark f u r t h e r on the b i l l ? Are you ready 
to vote. Rep. Bertinuson. 
REP. BERTINUSON: (57th) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. B r i e f l y I would l i k e to 
add my support to t h i s b i l l and a l s o express the ap p r e c i a t i o n 
of the Women Veterans' Task Force on which I serve to 
Chairman M i g l i a r o and the Committee f o r recognizing t h a t 
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there are s p e c i a l needs of women veterans and i n c l u d i n g 
them i n the purvue of t h i s long needed s e r v i c e f o r the 
Sta t e of Connecticut. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Thank you, Rep. Bertinuson. Rep. E l s i e Swensson. 
REP. SWENSSON: (13th) 

I a l s o r i s e i n support of t h i s b i l l . I didn't r e a l i z e 
s i x years ago when I became a l e g i s l a t o r t h a t I would be 
involved w i t h veterans' a f f a i r s . I had a l o t to l e a r n and 
unf o r t u n a t e l y sometimes we become too c l o s e l y involved 
w i t h a p a t i e n t or a telephone c a l l and i t ' s going to be 

^ 4 such a r e l i e f to me to know t h a t I have someplace to tu r n 
where I'm not going from the Newington H o s p i t a l to Rocky H i l l 
back to our Senators through f e d e r a l and s t a t e and I th i n k 
i t ' s the biggest break we ever had and I th i n k i t ' s the 
best thing we ever did i n here and $250,000 i s nothing 
compared to the help we can give these people. Thank you. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

W i l l you remark f u r t h e r on the b i l l ? 
REP. NYSTROM: (46th) 

Mr. Speaker. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Please understand there i s no way to recognize you 
by l i g h t s other than your standing and waving. Rep. Nystrom. 
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REP. NYSTROM: (4 6th) 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I , too, r i s e i n support 

of t h i s l e g i s l a t i o n . I think i t i s long overdue and a t 
t h i s time I would ask my colleagues to support and I would 
a l s o l i k e to i n v i t e each member of the House to the C i t y 
of Norwich on May 4th of t h i s year, the C i t y of Norwich 
w i l l be hosting the VFW L o y a l t y Day Parade. At t h a t time 
you may have the opportunity to j o i n your own veteran 
colleagues from your own hometowns and again I urge you 
to support the b i l l . Thank you. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

W i l l you remark f u r t h e r on the b i l l ? Are you ready 
to vote? Rep. Cunningham, are you ready to vote. The 
machine w i l l be opened. The C l e r k please announce the 
pendancy of a r o l l c a l l . 
CLERK: 

The House of Representatives i s now vot i n g by r o l l . 
W i l l a l l members please r e t u r n to the Chamber. The House 
of Representatives i s now vot i n g by r o l l c a l l . W i l l a l l 
members please r e t u r n to the Chamber immediately. 
SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 

Have a l l the members voted? Have a l l the members 
voted? I f so, the machine w i l l be locked. The C l e r k 
please take a t a l l y . 
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W i l l the C l e r k please announce the t a l l y . 
CLERK: 

House B i l l 5064, as amended by House Amendment 
Schedule "A" and House Amendment Schedule "B". 

T o t a l number vo t i n g 146 
Necessary f o r passage 74 
Those v o t i n g yea 14 5 
Those v o t i n g nay 1 
Those absent and not voting 5 

SPEAKER VAN NORSTRAND: 
The b i l l , as amended, i s passed. 

CLERK: 
Calendar 375, House B i l l 5126, F i l e No. 408, AN ACT 

CONCERNING SPEEDING. 
REP. JAEKLE: (122nd) 

Mr. Speaker. 
DEPUTY SPEAKER BELDEN: 

Rep. J a e k l e . 
REP. JAEKLE: (122nd) 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. May t h i s item be r e f e r r e d 
to the Committee on Finance, Revenue and Bonding. 
DEPUTY SPEAKER BELDEN: 

The motion i s to r e f e r Calendar 37 5, House B i l l 
5126 to the Committee on Finance, Revenue and Bonding. 
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SENATOR UPSON: 
Mr. President, a Point of Personal Privilege? 

THE CHAIR: 
Excuse me, Senator Upson, are you discussing the motion 

before us, Sir? 
SENATOR UPSON: 

No, I'm not. 
THE CHAIR: 

Well, we'll get to you in a moment, Sir. Will you remark 
further on the recommendation of Senator Smith? A l l right, a l l 
those in favor, please indicate by saying aye. Those opposed? 
Senator Smith, the motion has been adopted. Would you care to 
read in the Agendas, Sir? 
THE CLERK: 

Senate Agenda No. 2, dated Wednesday, March 5, 1986 and 
Senate Agenda No. 3, dated Wednesday, March 5, 1986. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Smith. 
SENATOR SMITH: 

Thank you, Mr. President. Mr. President, I would move that 
a l l items on the Senate Agendas Nos. 2 and 3, dated March 5, 1986 
be acted upon as indicated, and that the Agendas be incorporated by 
reference into the Senate Journal and the Senate Transcript. 





Regular Session 
Monday, April 28, 1986 

1 2161 
150 
dk 

SENATOR MILLER: 
Yes, Mr. President. This b i l l has been needed for a long time 

in the State of Connecticut. And deliberations of the Public Safety 
Committee, through the interim period in 1985, did a lot of study. 
And a lot of checking into i t . And we found a need for this. And 
we estimate that within the f i r s t year, we might have an additional 
eight million dollars to add to our surplus, i f this works the way 
i t ' s supposed to. 
THE CHAIR: 

Remark further? Senator Harper. 
SENATOR HARPER: 

Thank you, Mr. President. I'm not rising in opposition to the 
b i l l , but I did have a question, through you to Senator Miller. 
THE CHAIR: 

You may proceed. 
SENATOR HARPER: 

The F i l e copy, f i s c a l ncte and O.L.R. report indicates that the 
State would make money as a result of this? Could Senator Miller 
elaborate on how we would, as a government, be in receipt of more 
funds as a result of creating this Department than i s currently the 
case? 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Miller. 
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have a referendum, that the question must be very clear. And i f you 
mean 'yes', that's the way you vote on the machine, as 'yes'. We've 
a l l seen bumper stickers that say ' I f you mean no, vote yes', or ' I f 
you mean yes, vote no'. This clears that up. And you'll see bumper 
stickers that say ' I f you mean no, vote no' and ' I f you mean yes, 
vote yes 1. And i f there's no questions or comments, I would move 
this to the Consent Calendar. 
THE CHAIR: . 

Without objection, so ordered. 
THE CLERK: 

Cal. 403, Subst. for House B i l l 5064, Fi l e 402 and 540. An Act 
Establishing A Department of Veterans' Affairs. (As amended by House 
Amendment Schedules "A" and "B".) Favorable Report of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Miller. 
SENATOR MILLER: 

Thank you, Mr. President. I move acceptance of the Joint 
Committee's Favorable Report and passage of the b i l l , as amended by 
the House. 
THE CHAIR: 

You may proceed. You wish to remark further? 
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SENATOR MILLER: 
Yes. We are of that opinion. And the manner in which i t shall 

be received would be, we would have Veteran Advocacies that would go 
out and generate and prosecute claims for veterans that have them 
coming, and have them coming now and had them coming from years past 
that never did get them. Because we had no vehicle and no avenue to 
jus t i f y i t or follow i t through. And by this becoming a law, I 
believe the Governor w i l l sign i t , and we w i l l have what we need to 
prosecute and generate claims for our veterans. And that w i l l bring 
more Federal V.A. money into the State of Connecticut. And in some 
instances, taking veterans that are on T i t l e 19, in nursing homes, 
off T i t l e 19. Part of our studies, in a particular home and hospital, 
I think we generated fourteen V.A. pensions, that went from a hundred 
and twenty five to five hundred and twenty five dollars per month. 
We had one in particular that caught my eye. I t went to a thousand, 
fifteen dollars a month. That person had been in that home and hos­
p i t a l for a long period of time, and had been entitled to that pension 
for a long period of time. I t was never collected, because the case 
was never prosecuted. 
SENATOR HARPER: 

One more question, through you. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Harper. 
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SENATOR HARPER: 
Many communities have veterans' service centers. In my city , 

we c a l l i t a Department of Veterans' Affairs. I was curious as to 
whether or not this Department would be acting in tandem with existing 
local veterans' service offices the town and city governments have, 
or i s i t duplicating those services? I mean, what would provide, i f 
at a l l , for coordination between the two? 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Miller. 
SENATOR MILLER: 

Through you, Mr. President. In some instances, yes. There 
would be a duplication. However, I would also say, in most instances 
there would be no duplication of services in this matter, because 
very few towns have full-time... very few municipalities have f u l l -
time service offices. I know Danbury does. I think Bridgeport used 
to, and doesn't have i t any longer. And what happens now i s , veterans' 
groups, like the American Legion and the V.F.W., Jewish War Veterans, 
Catholic War Veterans... they a l l have their own volunteer service 
offices. And that's part of the breakdown. They w i l l a l l continue 
to be involved. However, the people that come on board in this pro­
gram, w i l l go out and generate claims. They w i l l check the nursing 
homes, as we have done on the one. That would be their job. 
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SENATOR HARPER: 
Thank you. 

THE CHAIR: 
Senator Harper. 

SENATOR HARPER: 
I'm through questioning. I just have a comment. Thank you, 

Senator Miller. 
THE CHAIR: 

You may proceed. 
SENATOR HARPER: 

I support the b i l l , but I just want to state for the record that 
as the questioning has brought out, there are local offices and 
veterans' organizations, and sponsored by town and ci t y governments 
that essentially do what this Department w i l l be doing. However, the 
Assembly recognizes that there are not enough of these centers to 
address the needs of a l l veterans. However, in terms of future re­
quests for new positions and increasing the funding of this Department, 
I just think we should be cognizant that there are currently, and 
w i l l continue to be, similar services available. And the State should 
attempt to refer and u t i l i z e those existing services wherever possible. 
And certainly, we don't want to see this become just another burgeoning 
State Department bureaucracy down the road. That once i t becomes... 
once i t comes into existence, and begins to feel an identity, that i t 
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just feels that there's not enough of i t . I think i t ' s a commendable 
effort, and I know i t w i l l address areas of the State that have no 
such services. But again, I do make that caution for the record. 
Thank you. 
THE CHAIR: 

Further remarks? Senator Miller. 
SENATOR MILLER: 

I have no further remarks at this time. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Larson. 
SENATOR IARSON: 

Thank you, Mr. President. Just a question, through you, to 
the proponent of the b i l l , Senator Miller. Senator Miller, excuse 
me because I was out of the room, but to what extent w i l l outreach 
occur throughout the State under the program? 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Miller. 
SENATOR MILLER: 

Through you, Mr. President. In each Congressional d i s t r i c t , 
there w i l l be a Veterans' Service worker. In each Congressional dis­
t r i c t . In talking with the Veterans' Councils in most areas that 
came to our meetings, we find that they w i l l s t i l l be involved. And 
we have taken much testimony to prove i t . We have, from the Stamford 
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area, from the Norwalk area, from Danbury... we've even got petitions 
asking for this State to set up this kind of program. Because i t 
really needs i t . 
SENATOR LARSON: 

Through you, Mr. President. Thank you Senator. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Larson. 
SENATOR LARSON: 

I t ' s my understanding that there are in excess of some two hun­
dred thousand veterans that do not belong to, or are a f f i l i a t e d with, 
any particular veterans organization throughout the State. Did you 
hear testimony to that effect, or i s — does that s t a t i s t i c bear out 
what your Committee has looked into? 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Miller. 
SENATOR MILLER: 

Through you, Mr. President. Yes, there are a lot of veterans 
that are not a f f i l i a t e d with any veterans' groups. And one of the 
things that we came across that needed addressing was that the Governor 
had appointed a Task Force on women veterans. And they, too, aren't 
a f f i l i a t e d . I t seems as there are sixteen thousand of them in the 
State of Connecticut. And they, too, are not being serviced properly 
by the Veterans Administration, and need help in prosecuting claims. 
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THE CHAIR: 
Further remarks? 

SENATOR LARSON: 
Thank you, Mr. President. No further remarks... no further 

questions on my part. I would like to remark, and commend the Senator 
and his Committee for the work that they've done along these lines. 
And certainly r i s e in support of this legislation, and associate my­
self with the remarks of Senator Harper previously, that the outreach 
that's needed to, again, effect the over two hundred thousand veterans 
who are not a f f i l i a t e d with particular associations. And also, 
particularly in the area of women veterans. We think that legislation 
of this nature i s v i t a l l y important, and w i l l support the b i l l , and 
urge members of the Circle to do also. 
THE CHAIR: 

I think Senator Schoolcraft was up before, followed by you, 
Senator Hampton. Senator Schoolcraft. Senator Schoolcraft, followed 
by... 
SENATOR SCHOOLCRAFT: 

Yes, S i r , Mr. President. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Schoolcraft. 
SENATOR SCHOOLCRAFT: 

Thank you, Senator Hampton. Yes, Sir, Mr. President, I rise to 
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support this. Especially in my d i s t r i c t and my area, there i s an 
extreme lot of veterans. I t ' s kind of the end of the State where 
they a l l migrate to. And we have a big attraction, the submarine 
base. But I think, to answer Senator Harper's question earlier, 
there's a lot of veterans out there that have been out... World War 
I I veterans for forty years, and a lot of them have forgotten what 
benefits are available to them. And there's a lot of area where the 
State currently i s paying veterans benefits and taking care of the 
veterans, that they don't realize that there i s available out there, 
money for these people. And I think this i s going to go a long way 
in bringing i t to the attention of a lot of people. And this i s where 
the State i s going to improve. And i t w i l l be a financial gain to 
the State of Connecticut. And I urge a l l the people in the Chamber 
to support this. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Hampton. 
SENATOR HAMPTON: 

Thank you, Mr. President. Those members of the Circle that were 
here two years ago know that I worked on getting funding to establish 
the Veterans Cemetary in Middletown, and worked with a l l of the 
veterans units throughout the State. And this was one of the things 
that I kept hearing over and over. That we need some organization 
that can help those individuals that haven't chosen to belong to the 
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American Legion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, or other veterans 
organizations. And I would just like to join Senator Larson, Senator 
Schoolcraft, and Senator Miller in urging the vote on this particular 
legislation. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Miller, you want to move this to the Consent Calendar? 
SENATOR MILLER: 

I f there's no objection, I would ask i t to be moved to the 
Consent Calendar, Mr. President. 
THE CHAIR: 

Without objection, so ordered. 
THE CLERK: 

Page 5, Cal. 409, Subst. for House B i l l 5826, F i l e 377 and 544. 
An Act Concerning the Establishment of Branch Offices By Banks. (As 
amended by House Amendment Schedule "A".) Favorable Report of the 
Committee on Banks. 
THE CHAIR: 

Senator Eaton. 
SENATOR EATON: 

Thank you, Mr. President. I move the Joint Committee's Favorable 
Report and passage of the b i l l , as amended by the House. 
THE CHAIR: 

You have an amendment. Mr. Clerk. 
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THE CHAIR: 
Thank you. Clerk, please make an announcement for a r o l l c a l l 

vote on the items that have been referred to the Consent Calendar. 
THE CLERK; 

There w i l l be an immediate r o l l c a l l in the Senate on the Consent 
Calendar, a l l Senators please return to the Chamber. There'll be an 
immediate r o l l c a l l on the Consent Calendar, w i l l a l l Senators please 
return to the Chamber. 
THE CHAIR: 

Please give your attention to the Clerk, who w i l l now c a l l the 
items that were referred to the Consent Calendar. 
THE CLERK: 

Page 3, Cal. 306, Subst. for Senate B i l l 451. 
Page 4, Cal. 362, Senate B i l l 476. Cal. 387, Subst. for House  

B i l l 5172. Cal. 403, Subst. for House B i l l 5064. 
Page 9, Cal. 439, Senate B i l l 257. 
Page 10, Cal. 445, Subst. for Senate B i l l 466. 

THE CHAIR: 
Are there any changes or omissions? The machine i s open, please 

record your vote. Senator Barrows, Senator Larson. Has everyone 
voted? The machine i s closed, Clerk please t a l l y the vote. 

Result of the vote: 34 yea, 0 nay. The Consent Calendar i s 
adopted. Senator Smith. 
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REP. MIGLIARO: Okay, the hearing w i l l come to order. I'd 
l i k e to introduce, f i r s t of a l l , the members of the 
committee t h a t are here. To my r i g h t i s Rep. Fusco; 
Sen. M i l l e r , co-chairman of the P u b l i c Safety Committee; 
and to my l e f t i s Stan Krawiec who I'm sure i s no stranger 
to the people of New B r i t a i n ; and I'm Rep. M i g l i a r o , 
co-chairman of the P u b l i c Safety Committee. 
What'd I'd l i k e to do i s , i f anybody wants to speak on 
any p a r t i c u l a r b i l l — there are two b i l l s t h a t we have 
i n our possession — we have a sign up sheet f o r the 
speakers. Some people have signed up and maybe some of 
you don't know t h a t you have to si g n , and then we c a l l 
you i n order. Now our purposes here tonight i s to l i s t e n 
to you people and get your input. When you do come before 
the mike to s i t down and speak to the members of the 
committee, we would l i k e you to s t a t e your name and any 
post you represent or what organ i z a t i o n you represent, 
we have that on record on the tape. 
As you know, we're approaching two b i l l s tonight. We're 
going to be addressing. One i s n a t u r a l l y Bob's b i l l 
and my b i l l which i s House B i l l 5064 which i s the Veterans 
A f f a i r s Commission. The other i s the Bingo B i l l which 
w i l l permit the b a s i c reason f o r t h i s b i l l i s to 
permit the t i c k e t s to become l e g a l i n the 
State of Connecticut, which many veteran o u t f i t s use, 
and nonprofit o r g a n i z a t i o n s . And we can address both 
b i l l s . 
As you know, the Corrections A f f a i r s Committee b i l l , the 
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REP. MIGLIARO: (continued) 
commission — the reason and the purpose f o r having t h i s 
b i l l i s one of much importance i n t h i s r espect. We have 
approximately 460,000 plus veterans i n the State of 
Connecticut. Connecticut ranks 21st i n the nation as 
f a r as c o n t r i b u t i n g man and woman power during the c a l l 
of arms and need when t h i s country has been engaged i n 
a war, i n a c o n f l i c t . 
Yet, we're the lowest on the totem pole as f a r as f e d e r a l 
grants are concerned and b e n e f i t s to our veter a n s . With 
the a s s i s t a n c e of the VFW, John Burns i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
American Legion, Disabled Veterans, a s s o c i a t i o n w i t h 
Donald Osey, Jim Sparrow w i t h the V i e t Nam, members of 
the V i e t Nam war, as w e l l as the Marine Corps r e c r u i t e r , 
and we didn't mean to neglect the women veterans i n t h i s 
s t a t e which we have approximately 16,000 of them. But 
at t h a t time, we had no knowledge t h a t the government 
had formed a task f o r c e f o r t h a t . So our apologies f o r 
t h a t f o r the women who are veterans. 
I t was not an i n t e n t i o n a l o v e r s i g h t on our p a r t , because 
we would have loved to have t h e i r input i n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r 
committee as w e l l . The committee was formed to make 
sure t h a t the veterans i n t h i s s t a t e get t h e i r b e n e f i t s 
t h a t they're e n t i t l e d to. And we are going to, according 
to the b i l l , we're s e t t i n g up s i x s e r v i c e s o f f i c e s are 
i n t h i s b i l l , one of which w i l l be appointed as a 
d i r e c t o r by the Governor of t h i s S t a t e . 
We a l s o w i l l have a WATS l i n e so t h a t the veterans w i l l 
have a c e n t r a l f o c a l point f o r information center on any 
problem they may have. They can c a l l t h a t number and 
ask f o r a s s i s t a n c e . Sen. M i l l e r , through a survey w i t h 
John Burns, found t h a t i n our convalescent homes we have 
approximately 12, 000 veterans, of the 460,000 p l u s , i n 
convalescent homes today. And i n the next decade, because 
of the age f a c t o r , we are a n t i c i p a t i n g p o s s i b l y another 
f i v e times t h a t amount i n convalescent homes. And 
through some cases t h a t they can document and have documented, 
they found t h a t there were many veterans i n there who were 
g e t t i n g as l i t t l e as $5 a month i n a s s i s t a n c e from the 
f e d e r a l government when i n r e a l i t y they were e n t i t l e d to 
much more. I n some cases over $50 0 or more. 
Thi s commission w i l l endeavor to seek these veterans out 
i n cases of t h a t type, and to proceed to look i n t o any 



3 
kbb PUBLIC SAFETY February 18, 1986 

REP. MIGLIARO: (continued) 
f e d e r a l b e n e f i t s t h a t they're e n t i t l e d t o , and to acquire 
them. Now one question many people ask, w e l l , how could 
your s i x s e r v i c e s o f f i c e handle the s t a t e ? Well, the 
VFW i n the State of Connecticut, as w e l l as the American 
Legion and the DAVs have guaranteed to t h i s committee 
t h a t when i t comes to s e r v i c e s o f f i c e s , many of the 
veterans i n these organizations w i l l a s s i s t t h i s commission 
on a v o l u n t a r y b a s i s so t h a t we can have probably another 
hundred or more s e r v i c e s o f f i c e s throughout the s t a t e . 
I t ' s a combined e f f o r t by a l l the veteran organizations 
i n the s t a t e , and t h e i r input was very much appreciated. 
I t ' s a b i l l t h a t has been long i n coming, and i t should 
have been here quite some time ago. I t w i l l save the 
S t a t e of Connecticut m i l l i o n s of d o l l a r s i n funds t h a t 
they're paying out to support these veterans i n the form 
of T i t l e IXX and w e l f a r e b e n e f i t s . 
Now we w i l l make the f e d e r a l government share t h e i r f a i r 
share, and pay t h e i r f a i r share to the veterans i n t h i s 
s t a t e . I t h i n k t h a t the commission i s one of the best 
b i l l s t h a t i s coming out of the House of Representatives 
and I don't see any — and I mean t h i s s i n c e r e l y -- any 
opposition on e i t h e r side of the a i s l e . 
As you know, the Governor of t h i s s t a t e , when we commemorated 
the Veterans Cemetary i n Middletown, he jumped the gun and 
s a i d t h a t he was p u t t i n g $100,000 i n h i s budget. Well, t h a t 
was long before the committee, which was i n an i n t e r i m 
study committee, had our f a c t s and f i g u r e s together. And 
I've t a l k e d to the Governor since then and t o l d him t h a t 
we cannot do the job w i t h $100,000. We need $250,000. 
And now i t ' s i n the Governor's lap . He's made h i s commitment 
and I'm sure — I don't think he has the nerve, as f a r 
as I'm concerned, not to come up w i t h the other $150,000. 
Because I t h i n k i t ' s going to come one way or the other. 
And i t ' s going to be a unanimous vote, I'm almost p o s i t i v e , 
on both f l o o r s of the House. 
The Veterans Commission b i l l w i l l be b e n e f i c i a l to the 
v e t e r a n s . I t w i l l give you a c e n t r a l information point. 
I f you have any problems, you can contact them, and always 
go through your own l e g i s l a t o r as w e l l . And we can 
proceed to get you the b e n e f i t s t h a t you're e n t i t l e d to. 
Not only f o r the v e t e r a n s , but the s u r v i v i n g spouses as 
w e l l . They're e n t i t l e d to i t as w e l l . 
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REP. MIGLIARO: (continued) 
So w i t h t h a t , I don't t h i n k w e ' l l say any more. I w i l l 
leave i t up to you and I ' l l c a l l the f i r s t name fo r 
anybody t h a t wants to speak. And from t h a t point on, be 
sure t h a t when your name i s c a l l e d , you give your name, 
your o r g a n i z a t i o n , and go i n t o whatever you want. I f you 
have any w r i t t e n testimony, we would appreciate you would 
leave t h a t w i t h the committee for our records. So the 
f i r s t person i s David Macey. 

DAVID MACEY: Good evening. My name i s David Macey. I'm 
from V i e t Nam Veterans of American, Chapter 120. I'm 
here to speak i n favor of the b i l l f o r a Veterans A f f a i r s 
Commission f o r the S t a t e of Connecticut. 
I've been involved w i t h veterans a f f a i r s s i nce I got out 
of the s e r v i c e i n 1971. And up u n t i l r e c e n t l y , I worked 
a t the Hartford V i e t Nam Vet Center f o r approximately 
6 years where I t r e a t e d some of the s t r e s s and Agent 
Orange d i f f i c u l t y of V i e t Nam veterans possess. 
I n reviewing the b i l l t h a t I've seen, I th i n k t h a t one 
t h i n g , i f a t a l l p o s s i b l e , can be changed. I thi n k t h a t 
the d i r e c t o r , as a f i e l d worker, i s probably more c o s t -
saving than anything e l s e . But a t a c e r t a i n point, t h a t 
might become very unmanageable. So I would, h o p e f u l l y , 
see t h a t i n the long run t h a t the, whoever would be i n 
charge would s i t i n Hartford or i n Rocky H i l l and the 
other i n d i v i d u a l s would be out i n the f i e l d . And he --
he or she -- could p o s s i b l y s e r v i c e those i n d i v i d u a l s f o r 
whatever they might need. 
I'm here to present to the commission some s t a t i s t i c s 
t h a t I've drummed up. There are 419,000 veterans i n 
Connecticut up ' t i l December 1984. The breakdown i s 
approximately 180,000 World War I I . There are 100,000 
V i e t Nam v e t e r a n s , and there are approximately 90,000 
Korean vet e r a n s . The World War I I veteran i s l e a v i n g 
us a t a very r a p i d r a t e and the s t a t i s t i c w i l l slowly 
s t a r t to decrease. We are one of the most h e a v i l y 
populated s t a t e s w i t h i n the country when i t comes to 
V i e t Nam v e t e r a n s . I t h i n k t h a t the commission hopefully 
w i l l take under i t s wing a l l of the other things t h a t 
are happening f o r v e t e r a n s , namely the Agent Orange 
Commission and the commission set up f o r the female 
veterans. 
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MR. MACEY: (continued) 
I strongly urge your support and I strongly have been 
urging a l l the members of the community to take p a r t and 
t r y and get t h e i r p a r t i c u l a r congress people to vote f o r 
i t . Thank you very much. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Dave, I'd l i k e to show you one t h i n g . The 
reason why we s e t up s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e s -- t h a t ' s one 
from each Congressional D i s t r i c t — your point i s very 
w e l l taken. I t i s not our i n t e n t i o n to leave the 
d i r e c t o r out i n the f i e l d . Only i n d i r e n e c e s s i t y . And 
your thought w i l l be taken i n t o c o n s i d e r a t i o n because 
I don't think t h a t ' s going to happen wi t h a volunteer. 
Sure, your o r g a n i z a t i o n has got some volunteer s e r v i c e 
o f f i c e t h a t they could draw on i f they needed them. 

MR. MACEY: Yes. 
REP. MIGLIARO: The other question on the d u t i e s of the 

commission. I t h i n k you w i l l f i n d t h a t they're going to 
be open i n almost every d i r e c t i o n . We're not — and i t ' s 
not our i n t e n t i o n t h a t t h i s commission overlap the d u t i e s 
of any other e x i s t i n g veterans o r g a n i z a t i o n . That's 
not the i n t e n t i o n and not going to happen. They're a 
separate e n t i t y . I j u s t wanted to c l a r i f y t h a t f o r you. 
I s there any questions from any other member of the 
committee? Thank you very much. 
We've j u s t been jo i n e d by James McCavanaugh, Representative 
who j u s t stopped i n and i s p a r t of the panel, s i t t i n g to 
my l e f t . The next person — and you're going to have to 
f o r g i v e me i f I don't pronounce the name c o r r e c t l y --
I know i t ' s Paul B — what i s i t Paul. 

PAUL KNESTRICT; K n e s t r i c t . 
REP. MIGLIARO: Yeah. Abraham L i n c o l n couldn't w r i t e too w e l l 

e i t h e r , and he became Pres i d e n t . 
MR. KNESTRICT: My name i s Paul K n e s t r i c t . I'm representing 

the American Legion Post 71 on the — w e l l both b i l l s . 
But, we're more or l e s s i n agreement wi t h the Veterans 
Commission d e a l . We have a s e r v i c e o f f i c e r who i s 
probably q u a l i f i e d to run the whole program f o r you. But, 
I won't l e t him go. 
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REP. MIGLIARO: Can I get f o r the record that you are i n favor 
of the b i l l — 

MR. PEREZ: I am i n favor of the b i l l i n the same p o s i t i o n — 
changes the d i r e c t o r ( i n a u d i b l e ) . 

REP. MIGLIARO: Dorothy Borzee. 
DOROTHY BORZEE: I wasn't planning to speak. I thought we 

were j u s t r e g i s t e r i n g here. I wasn't planning to t a l k . 
REP. MIGLIARO: Well, do you have an opinion on the b i l l s t h a t 

we have? 
MS. BORZEE: No, I'm j u s t ( i n a u d i b l e ) . 
REP. MIGLIARO: Would you j u s t come up to the mike, ma'am. 

We'd l i k e to hear i t f o r the record. I know you're 
repre s e n t i n g Post 71. And what i s your p o s i t i o n on 
the bingo? Do you support the new b i l l t h a t r e f e r e n c e s 
the bingo? 

MS. BORZEE: I'm i n favor of ( i n a u d i b l e ) . 
REP. MIGLIARO: Of the i n c r e a s i n g of the p r i z e s and a l l . 
MS. BORZEE: No, I th i n k they should stay the way they are. 
REP. MIGLIARO: And you're opposed to the 5% gross charge. 
MS. BORZEE: Yes — 
REP. MIGLIARO: And how about the Veterans A f f a i r s Commission 

b i l l ? Are you i n favor of th a t ? That's the b i l l t h a t 
we t a l k e d about e a r l i e r . 

MS. BORZEE: I don't know too much about i t , s i r . So I can't — 
REP. MIGLIARO: Thank you very much. Mr. Liebman, i s i t ? 

,flfi sow. 
DR. ALBERT LIEBMAN: Yes. Doctor. I'm Dr. Liebman, connected 

w i t h VFW Post 511 here i n New B r i t a i n . And ass o c i a t e d w i t h 
John Burns' committee on VFW. Some of t h i s f i n e committee 
have seen me a t the C a p i t o l . 
I want to speak i n favor of the b i l l , and I'm so happy 
t h a t f i n a l l y a f t e r I've been corrected I thought 10 years 
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LIEBMAN: (continued) 
but i t ' s 15 years t h a t VFW has had t h i s item come on the 
s t a t e convention. And then asked our l e g i s l a t i v e committee 
to pursue. And I'm most happy to have —- your body under­
stands t h i s v eterans s i t u a t i o n p r e t t y w e l l . I n January 7, 
through John Burns and h i s c o a l i t i o n committee, he had 
sent i n a repo r t of h i s v i s i t a t i o n together w i t h DAV and 
American Legion, and our good f r i e n d Bob M i l l e r , a t the 
Masonic Home. And t h i s i s a gem of a report. I c a l l i t 
a gem because I have a brother t h a t ' s a double amputee 
who's been i n Parkview Medical Center Home which i s , 
oh, maybe a mile from West Haven Vet's H o s p i t a l . And h a l f 
of the p a t i e n t s — h a l f — are veterans on T i t l e IXX. 
And i t ' s a big place. Got two big wings. I don't know 
how many p a t i e n t s they have. But I'm there every 
Tuesday. F r i d a y s i s my day a t the Newington Vets H o s p i t a l . 
But I'm a t t h i s home, j u s t l i s t e n i n g and pursuing, or 
doing errands a c t u a l l y f or these guys. A statement i n 
t h i s r e p o r t s t a t e s t h a t 7 6% of veterans on T i t l e IXX a t 
the Masonic Home. Y o u ' l l f i n d t h a t ' s high even. But 
once the VA gets the veteran out of West Haven H o s p i t a l 
and gets him somewhere, and the three months go up, 
t h a t ' s a l l the VA w i l l pay f o r . 
Now the p a t i e n t i s on h i s own. Whether he gets on T i t l e 
IXX or not, thank heavens, a t l e a s t Connecticut i s a r e a l 
s t a t e — or the fa m i l y b a t t l e s i t out. Who knows? But, 
th a t ' s how i t goes. Now the s o c i a l d i r e c t o r of that 
h o s p i t a l , be i t Newington or downstate, they're not 
i n t e r e s t e d a f t e r t h a t . I t ' s out of t h e i r hands. Because 
they say the p a t i e n t now i s -- look to Medicare. 
And when they want to get back of the h o s p i t a l , they're 
a f r a i d t h a t t h a t p a t i e n t comes over there — West Haven 
w i t h i t s bed allowance of 7 00-odd, they w i l l don't want 
to make p r o v i s i o n f o r t h a t p a t i e n t to get over there. 
T h e y ' l l t r e a t him as an out p a t i e n t . But t h a t ' s a l l . 
Now, i t i s s t a t e d i n here where we — I don't know about 
24th i n r e s p e c t to the amount of money t h a t the s t a t e 
could have as compared to equal s t a t e s around the country. 
E a s i l y the s t a t e would be rewarded through t h i s committee 
very e a s i l y because I have documented my brother's case. 
Here's a f e l l o w l o s t one l e g , got on a pension, and h i s 
pension i n , oh 1980, $258. S o c i a l S e c u r i t y , $287. He l i v e d 
w i t h me f o r a while w i t h one le g . But when he had a shock, 
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DR. LIEBMAN: (continued) 
there was nothing I could do. I got him back to the VA, 
and through the VA l o s t another l e g . And then went i n t o 
the home. 
What I'm t r y i n g to bring out i s , here's a p a t i e n t t h a t was 
-- h i s case o r i g i n a l l y — when he l o s t the f i r s t l e g 
through s e r v i c e l o s s , John Burns took h i s case and got him 
a pension of t h a t $258. He had nothing coming. But you 
see, when he was not unable to perform h i s duty, unable to 
work, a l l v e t e r a n s , i r r e s p e c t i v e of age, everyone t h i n k s 
t h a t they've got to be 60 years old or b e t t e r . No. I f 
they're unable to perform t h e i r r e g u l a r duty, there's a 
p r o v i s i o n . But t h a t money i s turned i n when he became 
on T i t l e IXX. And when he became on T i t l e IXX, the t o t a l 
monies turned back to the s t a t e i n '82 was $6540. But i n 
1984, 198 5 i n September, h i s pension — through -- he 
needed help, an a i d , a s s i s t a n c e l o s s , h i s case was reviewed 
and i t went to $45 0. 

That gave a t o t a l of $7500 f o r the year. That the s t a t e 
got back between S o c i a l S e c u r i t y and h i s pension. January 
1 of t h i s year, i t was r a i s e d when i t was reviewed. And 
so, the amount of t h a t pension i s $516. Now mind you, 
i t means nothing to the i n d i v i d u a l , my brother or myself 
or so. A l l t h a t money goes back to the s t a t e . But, i f 
i t ' s there f o r the s t a t e , why not get i t ? And t h i s 
committee can do t h a t . 
And so, a t present, i t ' s $9900 t h a t he gets between the 
two t h i n g s . I had a couple of the r e c e i p t s and I have a 
l i s t i n g . And I t h i n k the committee ought to hold t h a t 
one f i l e somewhere. 

REP. MIGLIARO: We can have t h i s f o r f i l e ? 
DR. LIEBMAN: Yeah. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Thank you. Can I ask you one question a t 

t h i s point, Doc? Who was the i n d i v i d u a l t h a t reviewed 
your brother ' s case? Was i t John Burns? 

DR. LIEBMAN: I t was John Burns, the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r . 
REP. MIGLIARO: I n other words, had not John Burns looked i n t o 

t h i s t h i n g , your brother wouldn't be r e c e i v i n g what he's 
g e t t i n g today. 
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•JR. LIEBMAN: He wouldn't get anything. 
REP. MIGLIARO: So t h i s i s e x a c t l y what the committee w i l l be 

doing. 
DR. LIEBMAN: Oh t h a t ' s what the committee would be doing. And 

the committee has thousands of these kind of cases throughout 
the s t a t e . As long as these county r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s t h a t 
t h i s b i l l speaks, does t h e i r job, you have i t . The only 
i s s u e I have — and I haven't read the b i l l i n f u l l -- i s 
th a t the commissioner, the o v e r a l l commissioner t h a t 
oversees, h i s hands should not be t i e d . Because there's 
so many darned forms i n t h i s VFW. You can go crazy. And 
to be a s e r v i c e o f f i c e r , e s p e c i a l l y , i t ' s a pr o f e s s i o n by 
i t s e l f . And i t ' s a hard d e a l . 
So the — where you say they should have some education 
i n respect to same, very necessary. How, where — w e ' l l 
f i n d out. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, the b i l l s t a t e s t h a t the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s 
w i l l be ve t e r a n s , number one. 

DR. LIEBMAN: Yes. 
REP. MIGLIARO: And they w i l l have to come under the q u a l i f i c a t i o n s 

according to the se c t i o n s t h a t e x i s t . I n f a c t , i f you look 
a t the b i l l under s e c t i o n 27-103, the r e g u l a t i o n s s p e l l i n g 
out the d u t i e s and q u a l i f i c a t i o n s to be a s e r v i c e o f f i c e r 
i s s p e l l e d out i n t h a t s e c t i o n of the s t a t u t e . So t h a t ' s 
e x i s t i n g language now. 
The one point I want to get c l e a r f o r the record -- and 
c o r r e c t me i f I'm wrong, Doctor, i s th a t i n 1982, your 
brother r e c e i v e d $258 from veteran pension. 

DR. LIEBMAN: Right. 
REP. MIGLIARO: 198 6, through the e f f o r t s of John Burns, who 

seeked out, he i s now r e c e i v i n g $516. 
DR. LIEBMAN: Right. 
REP. MIGLIARO: So there i s a d i f f e r e n c e — quite a d i f f e r e n c e 

there. 
DR. LIEBMAN: Quite a d i f f e r e n c e . 
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REP- MIGLIARO: And t h a t , I'm sure, p r e v a i l s i n many cases 
t h a t are out there. And we're w e l l aware of t h a t . But 
we thank you very much f o r your pre s e n t a t i o n . Do you 
want to leave t h i s w i t h the committee as w e l l , or i s 
th a t your copy? 

DR. LIEBMAN: You can have i t , Mr. M i l l e r . But a t l e a s t I 
th i n k you ought to review i t anyways, because I think 
t h a t ' s a gem of a pr e s e n t a t i o n of any committee. I t ' s 
concise, to the point, and 100% c o r r e c t . 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, I t h i n k we can thank Sen. M i l l e r and 
the — e f f o r t s of Sen. M i l l e r and John Burns as w e l l 
as the VFW f o r t h e i r e f f o r t s i n t h i s . 

DR. LIEBMAN: Thank you. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Thank you very much. Any questions from any 

other members? We have two more l e g i s l a t o r s who j u s t 
j oined us here. Oh, three. I'm s o r r y . We have Rep. 
Thorpe to my l e f t w i t h the good beard, Rep. Bassing, 
and Rep. O r s i n i . 

REP. BASSING: But f o r the grace of God I'd be i n B r i s t o l 
t onight. But, you know, tak i n g a wrong t u r n --

REP. MIGLIARO; Don't hold t h a t a g a i n s t every l e g i s l a t o r . We 
u s u a l l y know where we're going. That's j u s t a l i t t l e 
f o r e s i g h t . At any r a t e , you made i t . The next speaker 
would be John Burns of VFW. 

JOHN BURNS: Mr. Chairman, co-chairmen Sen. M i l l e r and Rep. 
M i g l i a r o , I have a prepared statement t h a t I would l i k e 
to present t h i s Thursday on the 18th. So i n order to 
save some time, I'd l i k e to pass t h i s around to the 
committee. I've given 25 copies to Dan, your c l e r k , but 
I don't know where he's got them. I n a b r i e f case 
somewhere. 

REP. MIGLIARO: You're not going to read the e n t i r e statement, 
John. 

MR. BURNS: No, s i r , Mr. Chairman. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Well, I was wondering whether I should go to 

sleep now or l a t e r . Go ahead. I think you can say i t 
3. X1 8 
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MR. BURNS: I've worked c l o s e l y w i t h a l o t of the veterans 
i n New B r i t a i n , and some of them t o l d me, go ahead and 
read i t , John. So — but I'm not. I'm going to s k i p , 
i f I might — 

REP. MIGLIARO: John, i f you want to read the e n t i r e t h i n g , 
I don't t h i n k any of the committee member would mind. 
I sure won't. Do what you l i k e . 

MR. BURNS: Well, I t h i n k I would l i k e to do t h a t on Thursday, 
i f I may. I n the meantime — 

REP. MIGLIARO: Why don't we do i t today, and f o r g e t i t 
Thursday? Thursday's going to be a long day. 

MR. BURNS: That's f i n e w i t h you, I ' l l be glad to do i t . 
REP. MIGLIARO: F i n e . Go ahead, John. 
MR. BURNS: Okay. My name i s John D. Burns. I'm the 

d i r e c t o r of the Meriden/Wallingford Veterans S e r v i c e 
Center. A f u l l - t i m e employee of the Town of W a l l i n g f o r d . 
A fund r e p r e s e n t a t i v e f o r the S o l d i e r s , S a i l o r s and 
Marines Fund from American Legion Post 4 5 i n Meriden, 
and L e g i s l a t i v e Chairman of the Department of Connecticut 
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United S t a t e s , speaking 
f o r the 33,000+ overseas veterans who are members i n 
Connecticut. And, one of four l e g i s l a t i v e co-chairmen 
of the Connecticut Veterans C o a l i t i o n Forum. 
I might e x p l a i n t h a t the other three co-chairmen are 
as f o l l o w s : Nick Motto who i s the commandant f o r the 
Veterans Home and H o s p i t a l ; B i l l Pomfret, the A d m i n i s t r a t o r s 
of the S o l d i e r s , S a i l o r s and Marines Fund; and Roy O r l o y s i o 
from the Disabled American Veterans; and myself. 

REP. MIGLIARO: How about Hugh Grant? 
MR. BURNS: No, he's not one of the co-chairmen. He does not 

speak f o r the Connecticut Veterans C o a l i t i o n Forum. The 
Connecticut Veterans C o a l i t i o n Forum i s made up of 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of any n a t i o n a l l y - c h a r t e r e d veterans 
o r g a n i z a t i o n and/or organized veterans or m i l i t a r y clubs 
or groups i n Connecticut r e g i s t e r e d w i t h the o f f i c e of 
the Secretary of the S t a t e , and whose members meet the 
e l i g i b i l i t y requirements f o r s t a t e or f e d e r a l b e n e f i t s . 
B a s i c a l l y , t h a t means wartime veterans. 
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MR. BURNS: (continued) 
According to the bylaws of the Connecticut Veterans 
C o a l i t i o n Forum, the C o a l i t i o n Forum may not adopt, enact 
as a body p o l i t i c on any matter before i t or express a 
view i n i t s own name which i s i n c o n s i s t e n t w i t h the view 
of the p o s i t i o n of any member organi z a t i o n or which i s 
not agreed to by each member organi z a t i o n i n accordance 
w i t h i t s r e s p e c t i v e r u l e s and r e g u l a t i o n s . I might add, 
i n a d d i t i o n to the names of the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s , we 
haven't updated our s t a t i o n e r y , there are s e r v e r a l 
other o r g a n i z a t i o n s which i s the American E x - P r i s o n e r s 
of Wars, and there's two other groups. The Submarine 
S a i l o r s and a P e a r l Harbor group. 
By vote of the Connecticut Veterans C o a l i t i o n Forum, the 
vote was unanimous on the concept and need f o r a Department 
of Veterans A f f a i r s . We urge you to s e r i o u s l y consider 
the views of our member or g a n i z a t i o n s . Our members represent 
a v a s t v a r i e t y of l o c a l e s , from every c i t y , town and hamlet 
i n our s t a t e . Our member organizations have humane o b j e c t i v e s 
and members who r e f l e c t r e p r e s e n t a t i v e c r o s s - s e c t i o n s of 
the populace. A l l members, both men and women, have one 
thing i n common: they served t h e i r country honorably i n 
the armed f o r c e s . 
T h e i r opinions, t h e r e f o r e , are not bigoted or p r o v i n c i a l , 
but r e f l e c t the thoughtful maturity of a w e l l - t r a v e l l e d 
and experienced p a t r i o t s . Our p o l i c i e s are e s t a b l i s h e d 
d e m o c r a t i c a l l y ; hence, r e f l e c t considered judgment. 
The Connecticut Veterans C o a l i t i o n Forum unanimously 
voted to support Committee B i l l 5064. They f u r t h e r voted 
t h a t a l l member organ i z a t i o n s be encouraged to give 
testimony i n regards to t h e i r d i f f e r e n t views on how 
the Department of Veterans A f f a i r s should f u n c t i o n . 
L i k e the armed s e r v i c e s t h e i r s e l v e s , Connecticut Veterans 
C o a l i t i o n Forum i s made up of men and women from a l l of 
these great United S t a t e s from every walk of l i f e , r a c e , 
creed and o r i g i n are represented. Yet, a l l members share 
something i n common. The Connecticut Veterans C o a l i t i o n 
Forum has no member who hasn't answered the c a l l i n defense 
of America and a l l i t stands f o r . 
A l l member organ i z a t i o n s are self-governed and are dedicated 
to the s e r v i c e of the United S t a t e s and to the needs of i t s 



PUBLIC SAFETY February 18, 1986 

BURNS: (continued) 
members and t h e i r f a m i l i e s . 
Therefore, we p r e v a i l upon you to s e r i o u s l y consider the 
views of the Connecticut Veterans C o a l i t i o n Forum. Our 
members are c i t i z e n s from every c i t y and town i n our great 
s t a t e . The Connecticut Veterans C o a l i t i o n Forum supports 
a s i n c e r e and necessary to r i g h t the economy by the 
e l i m i n a t i o n of f a t , fraud and waste throughout the s t a t e 
and f e d e r a l governments. To r e k i n d l e w i t h i n a l l c i t i z e n s 
a s p i r i t of pride and personal accomplishment, and the 
e l i m i n a t i o n of work d i s i n c e n t i v e s . 
However, we t r u s t t h a t i n the process the s t a t e and 
f e d e r a l governments w i l l always remember those who have 
contributed by f a r the most to our continued freedom and 
democratic way of l i f e , our nation's veterans. 
The i d e a l s o c i a l s t a t e i s not that i n which each gets an 
equal amount of wealth, but which each gets i n proportion 
to h i s c o n t r i b u t i o n . The challenge of meeting our 
nation's commitment to a r a p i d l y aging veterans population 
did not j u s t s u r f a c e . George Washington, our f i r s t 
p r e s ident and f i r s t commander-in-chief, stat e d i t b e n e f i t s 
w i t h p a r t of t h e i r h i r e , i t was the p r i c e of t h e i r blood, 
and of your independence. I t i s t h e r e f o r e a common debt; 
i t i s a debt of honor. 
A g r a t e f u l n a t i o n , through our Congress and our P r e s i d e n t , 
granted veterans b e n e f i t s under the p r o v i s i o n s of the 
United S t a t e s Code T i t l e 38. T h i r t y - s i x s t a t e s have 
departments of veterans a f f a i r s and those s t a t e r e c e i v e 
the greater percentage of the veterans b e n e f i t s . I n 
f i s c a l year '84, j u s t completed, the VA budget was 
$25.7 b i l l i o n , the second l a r g e s t budget i n the f e d e r a l 
government. The c h a r t covers f i s c a l year '83 and '84 
VA budgets i s market e x h i b i t A f u r t h e r on i n t h i s 
p r e s e n t a t i o n , compares Connecticut w i t h s i x s t a t e s 
nearest to Connecticut i n veterans population. Shows i n 
column K t h a t a l l s i x s t a t e s except Connecticut have a 
department of veterans a f f a i r s . 

Reference i s made to the appropriate s t a t e s t a t u t e s under 
which they f u n c t i o n . Column A i n d i c a t e s the t o t a l v eteran 
population i n each s t a t e , the t o t a l amount of money i n 
m i l l i o n s spent i n each s t a t e f o r a l l veterans programs. 
I t doesn't take a mathematician or an actuary to detect and 
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MR. BURNS: (continued) 
recognize t h a t there i s an obvious d i s p a r i t y i n the t o t a l 
amount of money being r e c e i v e d i n Connecticut and t h a t 
r e c e i v e d by the s i x other s t a t e s c l o s e s t to Connecticut 
i n veterans population t h a t have departments of veterans 
a f f a i r s . 
I might c o r r e c t my good f r i e n d , Doc Liebman. He s a i d 
Connecticut i s 24th; Connecticut i s 50th i n the country 
i n the r e c e i p t of per c a p i t a veterans b e n e f i t s . 
Down f u r t h e r i s a c h a r t I'm r e f e r r i n g to which shows 
the d o l l a r amounts. There i s a considerable amount of 
time spent i n preparing t h i s . I t came from the VA annual 
budget -- and w h i l e I'm t a l k i n g , i f anyone wants to look 
through t h i s , i t shows where the $27.5 b i l l i o n was spent 
s t a t e by s t a t e , d o l l a r by d o l l a r , whether i t ' s i n 
nursing homes, compensation, education, e t c . 
Those f i g u r e s , gentlemen, came from t h a t annual r e p o r t 
from the VA. I n f i s c a l year '84, VA budget, the money 
spent each s t a t e represents the f o l l o w i n g amount per 
veteran. Now I've l i s t e d a l l the s t a t e s from Alabama down 
to Oregon which are i n these s i x s t a t e s . And as y o u ' l l 
see, Connecticut i s a t the bottom with $627 per veteran 
i s the amount t h a t ' s spent. We have a budget i n 
Connecticut, they spent $254 m i l l i o n . There i s nothing 
to stop us from g e t t i n g up to where Alabama i s . 
Now l e t me e x p l a i n what Alabama does. I have here the 
whole outlay of the department of Alabama, veterans 
a f f a i r s . T h e i r budget f o r t h e i r department of veterans 
a f f a i r s i s $ 5 . — I forget the e x a c t — m i l l i o n d o l l a r s . 
They spend $5 m i l l i o n on a department of veterans a f f a i r s 
i n Alabama. But, gentlemen, they recover twice of what 
we recover w i t h a s m a l l , few veterans d i f f e r e n c e . So, f o r 
a $5 m i l l i o n investment, they're bringing back $250 
m i l l i o n . That's what t h i s amounts to as you go from s t a t e 
to s t a t e . 
I'm not going to read each s t a t e ; you can see i t . And 
I b e l i e v e t h a t the need f o r , and the j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r , 
a department of veterans a f f a i r s i s w e l l documented. And 
I want to thank the committee chairmen, Sen. Bob M i l l e r 
and Rep. Gene M i g l i a r o , co-chairmen of the committee, f o r 
g i v i n g me the p r i v i l e g e to serve as a member of the 
advi s o r y committee. And t h a t recommended t h i s Raised B i l l 
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MR. BURNS: (continued) 
5064, An Act Creating a Department of Veterans A f f a i r s . 
Now, f o r the department of veterans a f f a i r s to be 
s u c c e s s f u l , you, our l e g i s l a t o r s , must e s t a b l i s h more 
s p e c i f i c goals. J u s t as a foundation i s poured before 
a house i s b u i l t , goals must be i n place before the 
department of veterans a f f a i r s can begin to achieve any 
degree of success. 
May I suggest the f o l l o w i n g — those of you who have the 
b i l l i n f r o n t of you. Delete l i n e s 28, 29, 30, and 31. Now 
the department head and each s e r v i c e o f f i c e r — t h i s i s 
what's i n there now — s h a l l s u c c e s s f u l l y complete a course 
i n veterans b e n e f i t s o f f e r e d by the Veterans A d m i n i s t r a t i o n 
w i t h i n one year of commencement of employment, and s h a l l 
be assigned to each Congressional d i s t r i c t . The reason 
to d e l e t e the above i s because the Veterans Administration 
does not o f f e r a course i n veterans b e n e f i t s to anyone. 
They do not o f f e r i t to veterans o r g a n i z a t i o n s ; they do not 
o f f e r i t to any s t a t e s . So, t h e r e f o r e , may I recommend 
the f o l l o w i n g l i n e s i n l i e u of 20, 29, 30, 31. The 
s e r v i c e s o f f i c e r s s h a l l s u c c e s s f u l l y complete a course i n 
veterans b e n e f i t s conducted by the Commissioner w i t h i n 
one year of commencement of employment and the s e r v i c e s 
o f f i c e r s s t i l l then be assigned to a l l Congressional 
d i s t r i c t s . 
The Commissioner s h a l l have ex t e n s i v e experience i n the 
development, pr e s e n t a t i o n and prosecution of claims before 
the Veterans A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , and have a c c r e d i t a t i o n by the 
Veterans A d m i n i s t r a t i o n . 
Page 5, amend s e c t i o n 1C, l i n e s 51, 52, 53 and define 
c l e a r e r goals and o b j e c t i v e s . 

REP. MIGLIARO: John, before you go any f u r t h e r — 
MR. BURNS: Yes. 
REP. MIGLIARO: I'm a l i t t l e b i t disturbed a t t h i s point. Why 

weren't these points brought out during the i n t e r i m 
study committee? 

MR. BURNS: Well, l e t me say t h i s . I went to a l l of the 
meetings t h a t the i n t e r i m study -- of the committee. 
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HEP. MIGLIARO: E x a c t l y r i g h t . 
MR. BURNS: I t a l k e d to your people i n your o f f i c e . I've 

t a l k e d to Sen. M i l l e r four or f i v e times. And during 
the summer months, I've t a l k e d to you four or f i v e times. 
I was not given any p r i v i l e g e or p r i v y to t h i s b i l l . I 
saw t h i s b i l l f o r the f i r s t time when i t came on the 
s t r e e t . So, when you're asking us f o r input, we gave you 
the input from the veterans o r g a n i z a t i o n s . 

REP. MIGLIARO: Right. 
MR. BURNS: But none of your committee saw f i t to d i s c u s s the 

f i n a l b i l l w i t h any of the veterans groups. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Wait a minute, John. You're o f f base. 
MR. BURNS: Well — 
REP. MIGLIARO: You're way o f f base. This committee i s g i v i n g 

you t h a t prerogative a t hearings. 
MR. BURNS: We gave i t . We gave i t . 
REP. MIGLIARO: But what I'm saying i s during the i n t e r i m study 

committees, which you attended — 
MR. BURNS: Right. 
REP. MIGLIARO: — p a r t i c u l a r l y i n reference to l i n e s 28, 29, 

3 0 and 31, i t was your recommendation — and I ' l l get 
the t r a n s c r i p t -- and members of your organizations t h a t 
i n s i s t e d t h a t the department head and these s e r v i c e 
o f f i c e r s s u c c e s s f u l l y complete a course i n veterans 
b e n e f i t s . Now you're saying there are no courses. Well, 
you should have known t h a t when you made your recommendation. 

MR. BURNS: There are courses t h a t are given by veterans 
o r g a n i z a t i o n s , n a t i o n a l l y chartered. The American Legion 
has a s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s school, I b e l i e v e i t ' s i n I n d i a n a p o l i s 
once a year. The VFW holds one i n Kansas C i t y . The DAV 
holds one. But the veterans -- you have i n here the 
Veterans A d m i n i s t r a t i o n . They don't give one. 

REP. MIGLIARO: You people are the ones t h a t made t h i s 
recommendation. We did not on t h i s committee. And I 
take exception to t h a t . This committee took your input 
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REP. MIGLIARO: (continued) 
and t r i e d to put i t together. I'm not t r y i n g to argumentative 
about t h i s t h i n g . But I th i n k the people l i s t e n i n g to you — 
you're i n d i c a t i n g t h a t the portions i n t h i s b i l l t h a t were 
put i n there were put i n by t h i s committee. That i s not 
so. That was put i n by the recommendation of the VFW 
members t h a t were ther e , American Legion, DAV, V i e t Nam 
veterans. I t was your recommendation t h a t we took and put 
into t h i s b i l l . Not these committee members. 

MR. BURNS: Mr. Chairman, l e t me e x p l a i n something. I would 
be remiss i n my d u t i e s i f I don't bring t h i s to your 
a t t e n t i o n . 

REP. MIGLIARO: I appreciate t h a t you're bringing i t to our 
a t t e n t i o n , John, but --

MR. BURNS: I would have brought i t to your a t t e n t i o n p r i o r 
to the — I've worked on l e g i s l a t i o n f o r 35-40 years a t 
the C a p i t o l . A l o t of committees. 

REP. MIGLIARO: I've been there a while myself. 
MR. BURNS: And I have had some input to some veterans 

l e g i s l a t i o n . And I've seen t h e i r d r a f t s , e t c . I did 
not see t h i s u n t i l i t was p r i n t e d . B e l i e v e me. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, I'm not going to belabor the point, but 
I think you're missing my point. I t was your recommendations 
from your vet e r a n organizations t h a t we drew t h i s concept 
up. So don't blame us i f there's something i n there t h a t 
i s n ' t i n e x i s t e n c e . 

MR. BURNS: I saw to a young f e l l o w i n your s t a f f -- I fo r g e t --
he's an O r i e n t a l -- I b e l i e v e Chin. Did he draw t h i s 
b i l l up? Did he have a l o t to do w i t h t h i s b i l l ? I 
c a l l e d your s t a f f on s e v e r a l occasions during the summer 
months asking to have more input. Because once we went 
to hearings, once we went -- we never heard anything more. 
And you've come out w i t h the b i l l . Now, again, i f I don't 
bring these f l a w s to your a t t e n t i o n — 

REP. MIGLIARO: These are not f l a w s . These are your flaws t h a t 
you contributed to and not t h i s committee. 

MR. BURNS: Well, then, they are my flaws that I -
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REP. MIGLIARO: Thank you. I j u s t wanted to c l e a r the record. 
Go ahead. 

MR. BURNS: Regardless of whose flaws they a r e , Mr. Chairman, 
they must be corrected. 

REP. MIGLIARO: We understand t h a t now. 
MR. BURNS: Thank you. Next, number three i s a commitment 

to e x c e l l e n c e f o r a feedback system where the s t a t e can 
determine the degree of e x c e l l e n t and amount of money 
recovered by veterans and t h e i r dependents from the 
Veterans A d m i n i s t r a t i o n . 
Line 30 and 31 of Raised Committee B i l l 5064 i s not 
c l e a r as to whether or not the Commissioner s h a l l a l s o 
serve as one of the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s i n an assigned 

2 Congressional d i s t r i c t . I n the event t h a t i t i s 
contemplated, may I s t a t e f o r the record t h a t the top 
executive job, the Commissioner of the Department of 
Veterans A f f a i r s , has the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y f o r the success 
of t h i s new department. The Commissioner must be an 
i n d i v i d u a l who can i n t e g r a t e t h i s e n t i r e o r g a n i z a t i o n 
to f u n c t i o n w i t h a l l other e x i s t i n g s t a t e agencies. 
That i n d i d i v i d u a l ' s s k i l l s , i n c l u d i n g a thorough knowledge 
of veterans a f f a i r s and the a b i l i t y to communicate and 
teach the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s regarding a l l s t a t e and f e d e r a l 
laws concerning b e n e f i t s . The commissioner must have the 
a b i l i t y to i n t e g r a t e the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s i n t o a s i t u a t i o n 
t h a t motivates them to work together p r o d u c t i v e l y , 
c o o p e r a t i v e l y , w i t h economical, p s y c h o l o g i c a l , and s o c i a l 
s a t i s f a c t i o n . Also, to develop teamwork which e f f e c t i v e l y 
f u l f i l l s the needs and achieves o r g a n i z a t i o n a l o b j e c t i v e s . 
Therefore, I recommend th a t the commissioner's d u t i e s 
not include being one of the s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s . However, 
to meet p a r t of the requirement of a feedback system, a l l 
claims would be f i l e d through the commissioner's o f f i c e 
for h i s review and approval p r i o r to submitting the 
claims to the Veterans Administration. 
I'd l i k e to elaborate on t h a t , Mr. Chairman, because we're 
going into promoting an agency t h a t i s an advocate f o r 
i n d i v i d u a l s r e c e i v i n g veterans b e n e f i t s . I t i s quite 
p o s s i b l e — and s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s throughout the country 
have been sued. I t ' s p o s s i b l e and p e r m i s s i b l e by f e d e r a l 
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MR. BURNS: (continued) 
law to sue an i n d i v i d u a l who represents you i n a c l a i m 
i f they inadequately or f r a u d u l e n t l y , or n e g l e c t f u l l y 
represent you. So i t ' s of the utmost importance t h a t the 
i n d i v i d u a l s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s be completely t r a i n e d i n t h a t 
someone capable i s able to oversee a l l of the s e r v i c e 
o f f i c e r s ' work. That these s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s or f i v e — 
however you have i t around the s t a t e — i f they take a 
cl a i m i n Bridgeport today, they shouldn't mail the 
c l a i m a t the end of the day d i r e c t l y to the Veterans 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n because i t might not be adequate. 
Should send i t i n t o the s t a t e headquarters whether i t be 
i n Hartford or a t Rocky H i l l , or wherever i t i s . And have 
the a d m i n i s t r a t o r , the d i r e c t o r , the commissioner approve, 
index a c l a i m so t h a t when awards are made, we can determine 
how much we — how b e n e f i c i a l we have been i n helping 
cl a i m a n t s . 
Without t h a t type of check and recheck, there i s no way 
of having the f i v e or s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s t r a v e l l i n g 
around the s t a t e to know how e f f i c i e n t they a r e . To know 
t h e i r workload. I t has to be sent i n t o a headquarters. 
And there are over, over 10,000 VA forms i n the Veterans 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n . The r e g i o n a l o f f i c e uses between 400-500 
types of forms. So i t ' s r i d i c u l o u s , the red tape. But 
someone who 1s out i n the f i e l d must be able to c a l l back 
to somewhere, not a c l e r k or a g i r l i n the o f f i c e who 
won't know the answers and say I'm i n t h i s s i t u a t i o n i n 
a nursing home or I'm i n a prison or i n a h o s p i t a l . I'm 
v i s i t i n g t h i s veteran and here's the s i t u a t i o n . What do 
I do? 

Someone has to advise them. A three or four months, or 
a s i x month t r a i n i n g course i s n ' t going to give someone 
a l l the answers. 
On page 6, i t would be impossible f o r the commissioner to 
perform h i s a d m i n i s t r a t i v e d u t i e s , h i s primary o b j e c t i v e s 
and purposes w i t h i n the Department of Veterans A f f a i r s 
i f he i s assigned as a s e r v i c e o f f i c e r . He w i l l not have 
time to formulate broad p o l i c i e s , make f i n a n c i a l 
recommendations, b a s i c o r g a n i z a t i o n a l s t r u c t u r e i n 
s i m i l a r fundamental c o n s i d e r a t i o n s . Therefore, I urge you 
to c l a r i f y l i n e 3 0 and 31 regarding the d u t i e s and 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the commissioner. 
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MR. BURNS: (continued) 
I n c o nclusion, may I recommend t h a t you include new 
language i n the r a i s e d committee b i l l t h a t w i l l address 
the i s s u e of r e p r e s e n t a t i o n . Under the p r o v i s i o n s of 
Section 3402 — I have to get my b r i e f c a s e and give you 
a copy of t h a t — I've got one here for everybody. That i s 
what i s known as the appointment of an o r g a n i z a t i o n to 
represent a claimant. Without t h i s document, your 
s t a t e s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s w i l l not be able to represent and 
get any feedback from the VA. T h i s i s an appointment of 
a s e r v i c e o r g a n i z a t i o n . 

SEN. MILLER: T h i s i s a power of attorney, John? 
MR. BURNS: That i s a power of attorney, Mr. Chairman. Yes. 

Under p r o v i s i o n s of T i t l e 38, Section 304 which i s quoted 
a t the bottom down here, r e c o g n i t i o n of c e r t a i n o r g a n i z a t i o n s 
i n the p r e p a r a t i o n , presentation and prosecution of claims 
under laws administered by the Veterans A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , 
such r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s upon appointment of the claimant, 
may a c t f o r him or her and become e n t i t l e d to information 
under the p r o v i s i o n s of U.S. Code T i t l e 38-3301b. 
P r e s e n t l y , another s t a t e agency has been recognized by 
the Veterans A d m i n i s t r a t i o n and only one s t a t e agency 
can be recognized by the VA. The i s s u e of which s t a t e 
agency w i l l handle veterans claims must be resolved and 
decided by you, our l e g i s l a t o r s . Now i f y o u ' l l notice 
on the back of the form, i t l i s t s a l l of the o r g a n i z a t i o n s 
t h a t have the r i g h t to present claims before the Veterans 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n . The American Legion, the American National 
Red Cross, a l l the way down to the Veterans of World War I 
of the U.S.A. 
Now the VA s u p p l i e s to veterans organizations f r e e r e n t , 
f r e e o f f i c e equipment, f r e e telephones. I t does not o f f e r 
s t a t e agencies any space, any o f f i c e equipment, or any 
use of the telephones. So f o r a s t a t e agency to be located 
i n a VA o f f i c e , most of them operate through veterans 
o r g a n i z a t i o n s i n order to get the f r e e r e n t , the f r e e 
phones. I n other words, you have your man a c c r e d i t e d — 
your s t a t e employees w i l l say — I'm j u s t t aking f o r 
instance — I know they are i n F l o r i d a , VFW represent the 
St a t e of F l o r i d a . And a l l the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s work f o r 
the VFW. They're s t a t e employees. I n Michigan, i t might 
be the American Legion. I n some other s t a t e , i t might be 
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MR. BURNS: (continued) 
a l l o r g a n i z a t i o n s . But, i n some s t a t e s , you have j u s t 
the s t a t e agency representing — l i k e w e ' l l say a t Rocky 
H i l l or the s t a t e c a p i t o l . 
Now the problem w i t h t h a t i s , you don't get any o f f i c e 
space, you don't get any use of FTS or f e d e r a l telephones, 
and you do not have -- you have to h i r e another r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
to represent the men before the boards. I n other words, 
i f a man f i l e s a c l a i m , he i s denied. He appeals; he wants 
to go before a r a t i n g board, before the doctor, the lawyer 
and the r a t i n g s p e c i a l i s t to appeal h i s claim. T h a t ' l l 
take a h a l f a day. I t ' s l i k e a judge, a lawyer going before 
a judge to disagree w i t h the percentage of h i s d i s a b i l i t y . 
Half a day i s shot; they allow a h a l f a day. 
So i f you get t h i s agency going around the s t a t e and you 
have your r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s t a t e employees without going 
through a veterans o r g a n i z a t i o n -- i t doesn't matter --
American Legion, DAV, VFW, AmVets do i t i n Connecticut. 
Then they can represent these c l a i m a i n t s before appeals, 
i f t h e y ' l l take the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . Otherwise y o u ' l l have 
to have s t a t e employee, whoever the d i r e c t o r i s , or 
ad m i n i s t r a t o r , or s e r v i c e o f f i c e r , l e a r n the advocacy 
system, l e a r n a l l the r u l e s and know how to appeal. You 
can't represent a man h a l f way. You can't get a man to 
the point where you f i l e the c l a i m f o r him, he's denied, 
and as much as 26% of a l l claims on appeal become f i n a l . 
You can't say, w e l l , we've represented you t h i s f a r . Now 
you've got to go on your own. 
So when I s a i d t h i s needs f i n e tuning, i t needs f i n e 
tuning and those are my thoughts. And I'm a v a i l a b l e to 
d i s c u s s w i t h you. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Any questions from members of the committee? 
Thank you, John. 

MR. BURNS; You're welcome. 
REP. MIGLIARO: I'm s o r r y , Lou. Go ahead. 
REP. ORSINI: Did you want to d i s c u s s t h i s a l i t t l e b i t to the 

point where when we f i r s t had our meeting, here i n the 
Sta t e of Connecticut we did not have the Veterans A f f a i r s 
Commission. And we were making the attempt to s t a r t one. 
And we weren't sure t h a t i t would go through. So, wi t h 
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REP. ORSINI: (continued) 
t h a t thought i n mind, we decided to form t h i s veterans 
o r g a n i z a t i o n — t h i s Veterans A f f a i r s Committee — on a 
small s c a l e . We f i r s t s t a r t e d out where we were asking 
to appropriate, as I r e c a l l , approximately $15 0,000, hoping 
t h a t i t would go through. Even a t t h a t point, we weren't 
sure. 
And I might point out a t t h i s time, a t the present time 
the Governor has i n h i s budget $100,000 f o r t h i s Veterans 
A f f a i r s o r g a n i z a t i o n . And, a f t e r we've met as many times 
as we have, we've kicked t h i s around, we've had input 
from people l i k e you, and t h i s — a t that point we came 
up w i t h the s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s w i t h one o f f i c e r to be 
appointed by the Governor who would a c t as the commissioner. 
And when we took everything i n t o account, we came up w i t h 
a f i g u r e of approximately $250,000 to c a r r y t h i s out. 
As Gene as pointed out, and many of us have pointed out, 
t h a t t h i s i s j u s t a s t a r t . And we crawl before we walk. 
There could be f l a w s i n here, but we're doing the best 
we can. And i t —• I was under the impression t h a t you 
people understood t h i s and you'd be working w i t h us, not 
against us. 

MR. BURNS; We c e r t a i n l y are working w i t h you. I have given 
testimony f o r 3 0 years or so or more a t the C a p i t o l . I 
have hardly ever seen a committee b i l l come out the same 
as i t went i n . I've seen b i l l s t h a t went i n as f i v e 
pages, come out as 3 0 pages. Or i t went i n as s i x pages 
and come out as one page. So you have the r i g h t to change 
t h i s . I don't see why there i s a resentment f o r a 
p r o f e s s i o n a l i n the f i e l d to t e l l you how t h i s o r g a n i z a t i o n 
might work. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, John, as a p r o f e s s i o n a l i n the l e g i s l a t u r e 
f o r 12 y e a r s , I take exception to your remarks — some 
of your remarks because you r e f e r t h a t we did something 
t h a t wasn't r i g h t when you were there w i t h the input and 
you were very w e l l aware of every piece t h a t went i n t o 
t h i s piece of l e g i s l a t i o n . And i f you had any questions 
a t t h a t time, t h a t was the time to r a i s e i t . And I t h i n k 
Rep. O r s i n i put i t very w e l l . We a l l knew the $250,000 
was about the most r e a l i s t i c f i g u r e we could come i n . 

But f o r you to i n d i c a t e t h a t t h i s committee did something 
without your knowledge, you're dead wrong. Because you 
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REP. MIGLIARO: (continued) 
had as much knowledge i n t h i s b i l l and as much input as 
the Senator and I and members of t h a t committee had. I n 
f a c t , moreso. And f o r you to come here and say t h a t 
these things now should be corrected, which we're great 
to see t h i s , you could have s a i d the same thing a t the 
committee meeting w i t h the other members of the veteran 
o r g a n i z a t i o n s who would have been a p p r e c i a t i v e to hear 
the same t h i n g you're saying here before t h i s committee 
t h a t you didn't say before your f e l l o w comrades. 
And I take exception to t h a t . Any f u r t h e r questions? 

REP. ORSINI: What I don't understand here i t says the s e r v i c e 
o f f i c e r s s h a l l s u c c e s s f u l l y complete the course i n veterans 
b e n e f i t s conducted by the commissioner. Now t h i s 
commissioner i s going to be appointed by the Governor. 
He i s the one who i s to determine who the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s 
are to be and give the course. Now who's to say th a t the 
commissioner i s going to be b e t t e r q u a l i f i e d who's appointed 
by the Governor than these other commissioners who are to 
take the t e s t ? 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, the f o l l o w up on t h a t , Rep. O r s i n i , I 
th i n k , i t ' s going to be very i n t e r e s t i n g to see who puts 
i n f o r the job f o r the commissioner of t h i s p a r t i c u l a r 
veterans commission. Any other questions? Thank you 
very much. A l l r i g h t , I'm s o r r y . Go ahead, Angelo. 

REP. FUSCO: I j u s t want to say t h a t , you know I wasn't p a r t 
of the subcommittee. I served on another subcommittee. 
I t h i n k t h a t there might be a l i t t l e b i t of a breakdown 
i n communication a t some point. But I , too, favor 
f i n e tuning the piece. And there's time to, you know — 
I always f e e l t h a t i f something's not broke, don't f i x 
i t . But i f there's some f i n e tuning t h a t needs to be 
done, I'd be w i l l i n g to work wi t h anyone to do i t . 

REP. MIGLIARO: The f i n e tuning. Rep. Fusco, i s w e l l taken. 
And we understand t h a t . That's why the purpose of the 
hearings. But I think the i n d i c a t i o n and inference i f you 
read t h a t t r a n s c r i p t and have i t played back to you, i s the 
pa r t t h a t I took exception to i s the very man who made some 
remarks, not on f i n e tuning but to d i r e c t remarks i n 
degrading t h i s committee. And I think one quote was, " I ' d 
never seen the b i l l come out. I had no input i n t h i s b i l l 
whatsoever." That was the f u r t h e s t thing from the t r u t h , 
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REP. MIGLIARO: (continued) 
John. You had a l o t of input i n t h i s b i l l . So did other 
members. And t h a t ' s the p a r t that got my — a l i t t l e b i t 
upset. As f a r as f i n e tuning, t h a t i s the purpose of 
hearings. We know there are pieces i n t h i s l e g i s l a t i o n 
t h a t may not be what the l i k i n g s i s , not only to y o u r s e l f , 
but other members and veterans i n t h i s s t a t e . And I'm 
not j u s t t a k i n g your word for what's got to be tuned. I'm 
taki n g the word of everybody. And we w i l l come back w i t h 
s u b s t i t u t e language i n t h i s b i l l . There's no question 
about i t . 
But the only t h i n g t h a t I took exception to was the f a c t 
t h a t you s a i d you had no knowledge of t h i s b i l l . That's 
not t r u e , John. Not a t a l l . Any other questions? Thank 
you. 
The next speaker, Boyer. I hope I've got the r i g h t name. 

RUTH BOYER: I'm Ruth Boyer and I'm a v e t . I'm not representing 
any group and t h a t ' s one of the i s s u e s t h a t I'd l i k e to 
r a i s e w i t h you tonight, along w i t h some others. F i r s t of 
a l l , I was very pleased to hear your statement a t the 
beginning t h a t women were not l e f t out on purpose. That 
i t was an ov e r s i g h t or what have you. And I am very, 
very i n t e r e s t e d i n having women represented on a l l of 
your committee work and on the commission i f i t develops 
out of t h i s l e g i s l a t i o n . 
The Permanent Commission on the Status of Women has formed 
a women's veterans task f o r c e . And i t was formed i n 
September of '85 because they f e l t the needs of women 
veterans needed to be looked a t and studied. And maybe 
some of the s p e c i a l needs presented. Now some people have 
problems wi t h women's needs as being d i f f e r e n t than men's 
needs and I must t e l l you th a t f o r about 35 years I've been 
working i n the women's movement. At the present time, I 
am the d i r e c t o r of the Women's Center a t C e n t r a l Connecticut 
State U n i v e r s i t y , and th a t same i s s u e comes up a t the 
u n i v e r s i t y l e v e l . Why do you need a Women's Center on a 
u n i v e r s i t y ? What's d i f f e r e n t about i t ? 
Those of us who are working i n women's i s s u e s know th a t 
there i s a d i f f e r e n c e i n the needs f o r women. One of the 
things t h a t you w i l l -- a l l of us w i l l have to face as we 
grow older and as the veterans get older -- and you've heard 
some comments about t h a t tonight — i s the f a c t t h a t women 
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MS. BOYER: (continued) 
do l i v e longer than men. That i s a given, and t h a t i s 
a truism. And th e r e f o r e --

REP. MIGLIARO: Not i f we make you shovel more snow. 
MS. BOYER: Right, r i g h t . I am enough of a f e m i n i s t to l e t 

my husband shovel the snow. But there i s -- women's 
i s s u e s are d i f f e r e n t than men's i s s u e . And may I t e l l 
you a personal s t o r y . When I f i r s t got out of the s e r v i c e , 
I was j u s t as proud of my record as some of the men are 
t h a t you hear tonight. I was ve r y , very proud of the f a c t 
t h a t I l i v e d the kind of l i f e where I was f r e e to j o i n 
the s e r v i c e and serve my country. And I remember an 
American Legion — and I am not damning the American 
Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, anything e l s e -- but 
i t might give you some i n s i g h t as to the s p e c i a l needs 
of women. 
A member of the American Legion i n a d i f f e r e n t s t a t e than 
Connecticut came to our house to t a l k to my husband about 
j o i n i n g . My husband wasn't home, but I s a t down and t a l k e d 
to him. And you can imagine my f e e l i n g a f t e r a proud 
s e r v i c e when I was t o l d I could not j o i n . That I could 
j o i n the a u x i l a r y . But I could not j o i n . Now t h a t may 
have changed, but i t colored my l i f e as f a r as seeking 
veterans o r g a n i z a t i o n s to j o i n . So I turned around and 
I have been a m i l i t a n t f e m i n i s t working f o r women's i s s u e s 
a l l my l i f e , but not through any kind of veterans 
o r g a n i z a t i o n . 
And, as I s a i d , t h a t may have changed around. But I have 
not sought i t out. We would l i k e to have you consider 
adding the women's force to your l e g i s l a t i o n . I cannot 
w r i t e a b i l l as w e l l as the Permanent Commission on the 
Sta t u s of Women, so i f you w i l l allow me, I would j u s t 
l i k e to read something t h a t I a l s o support. 
The Women Veterans Task Force of the Permanent Commission 
supports the i n t e n t of the proposed b i l l which i s to 
e s t a b l i s h a Department of Veterans A f f a i r s i n Connecticut. 
The p r e l i m i n a r y work of t h i s committee has y i e l d e d some 
important information i n d i c a t i n g t h a t women veterans have 
unique needs which have not been adequately addressed i n 
the past or a t the present time. Based on these f i n d i n g s , 
i t i s the recommendation of the task force t h a t the 
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MS. BOYER: (continued) 
present language of the b i l l be expanded to s p e c i f i c a l l y 
i d e n t i f y a person responsible f o r the i s s u e s e f f e c t i n g 
women veter a n s . 
For example, t h i s person might be c a l l e d or could be c a l l e d 
the coordinator of women's i s s u e s or women's veterans 
coordinator. Now I p e r s o n a l l y have not tapped the veterans 
commission f o r anything except when we bought our second 
house. Our second house was bought on my veterans 
p r i v i l e g e . Our f i r s t house was bought on my husband's. 
My husband used a l l of the veterans s e r v i c e s to f i n i s h 
h i s education, of which we are very proud and very, very 
ha.PPY about. But I am r a t h e r t y p i c a l of women veter a n s . 
We do not tap the Veterans Administration f o r very much. 

And p a r t of i t i s t h a t we are not a f f i l i a t e d w i t h veterans 
group and t h e i r power. And so when we go f o r any tapping 
of any veterans b e n e f i t s we probably go a l l by our s e l v e s . 
Without any o r g a n i z a t i o n behind us. So i t would be very 
important i f you would s e r i o u s l y consider adding some s o r t 
of a women's r e p r e s e n t a t i v e , a women veteran — she 
doesn't have to be a veteran — an adm i n i s t r a t o r or 
something to represent women. Because there are a great 
d e a l of needs f o r women and t h e i r needs are d i f f e r e n t . 
Those of you who go i n t o the veterans h o s p i t a l have 
probably found out as w e l l as the Permanent Commission and 
I have t h a t the women's needs i n veterans h o s p i t a l s may not 
be addressed as w e l l as — yes. 

REP. FUSCO: Would you favor having one of the s i x being a 
woman or have a woman coordinator a t large ? 

MS. BOYER: I would l i k e to t h i n k about t h a t . I am not sure. 
I'm s o r r y I didn't t h i n k about t h i s . I r e a l l y thought of 
a s t a t e a t the beginning I thought of a statewide 
woman. And now you've r a i s e d an i s s u e t h a t — but i f 
you're going to do out of every s i x Congressional d i s t r i c t s 
t h a t wouldn't work. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, what I think t h a t Rep. Fusco — the l i n e 
of questioning t h a t I was going to ask you. I th i n k the 
f a c t t h a t we have s i x d i r e c t o r s according to the b i l l — 

MS. BOYER: Yes. 
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REP- MIGLIARO: Now to expand on the d u t i e s of t h i s p a r t i c u l a r 
b i l l a t t h i s point — I think i f we s t a r t w i t c h hunting 
i n the b i l l we can destroy i t . I th i n k Rep. Fusco s a i d , 
i f we put one woman of those s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s -- i f 
one were a woman, would t h a t be acceptable to you and 
your group? 

MS. BOYER: Well, I'm — as I s a i d , I'm not representing the 
Permanent o n the Status of Women — 

REP. MIGLIARO: Let me ask you as an i n d i v i d u a l . 
MS. BOYER: P e r s o n a l l y . For me p e r s o n a l l y , maybe I agree w i t h 

you, i t ' s a step i n the door i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n . And 
i f i t would al l o w t h i s b i l l to go through, because the 
b i l l i s a good one, and as you've heard tonight, i t ' s a 
needed b i l l f o r f i s c a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and fo r help and 
for e verything. So i f t h a t i s the way i t could be done 
without doing the changes t h a t you suggest, yes. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, because what I think t h a t w i t h s i x s e r v i c e 
o f f i c e r s i n v o l v e d , i f one were a woman — and t h i s i s only 
my personal opinion, due to the f a c t t h a t the Senator and 
I and the members of the committee a t t h a t time were not 
aware of a Governor's task force f o r women. We were never 
informed of t h a t and you people would have d e f i n i t e l y 
been i n v i t e d to have input on th a t committee. I can assure 
you t h a t . 

MS. BOYER: Sure. 
REP. MIGLIARO: I know you have 16,000 and I know how important 

you a r e . But I th i n k maybe the s o l u t i o n here i s to give 
you the equal r e p r e s e n t a t i o n or a portion of re p r e s e n t a t i o n 
on t h a t committee, would be to s p e l l out i n the b i l l t h a t 
one of the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s s h a l l be a woman veteran. And 
i f t h a t seems agreeable to you, the committee I'm sure w i l l 
k i c k t h i s around. 

MS. BOYER: I b e l i e v e the Permanent Commission on the Stat u s 
• n-F wom^n i s going to t a l k to you a t one of the other 
meetings. And I w i l l get i n touch w i t h them and ask them 
to r a i s e i t , because they've done more research on t h a t . 
I r e a l l y am here to say women need some re p r e s e n t a t i o n . 

REP. MIGLIARO: Now, today women can j o i n the veterans --
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MS. BOYER: Well, I t h i n k so. As I s a i d , I was not damning 
the o r g a n i z a t i o n . I'm j u s t t e l l i n g you a personal — 

REP. MIGLIARO: That was kind of shocking, I'm sure. 
MS. BOYER: — t h a t I faced when I came out. And t h a t r e a l l y 

h u r t because I f e l t I was j u s t --
REP. MIGLIARO: I can understand. Rep. Krawiec. 
REP. KRAWIEC: To s e t your mind a t ease before you leave tonight, 

I'd l i k e to t e l l you t h a t here i n New B r i t a i n , we have 
the Jewish War Veterans and the commander of the Jewish 
War Veterans i s a lady. 

MS. BOYER: Here, here. Wonderful. 
REP. KRAWIEC: — husband ( i n a u d i b l e ) . 
MS. BOYER: Very, v e r y good. But you see, I t o l d you t h a t 

s t o r y , and i t may not be true any more, i n order to give 
you the sense t h a t women face when these things happen 
to them. And I'm here to t a l k about vete r a n s , but I 
could t e l l you the same thing i n many other f i e l d s of 
endeavor. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Rep. Fusco. 
REP. FUSCO: J u s t to fo l l o w up, I th i n k t h a t , you know, there 

i s a question as to whether we can accomplish having a 
woman-at-large. But I think i n r e a l i t y , i f you have one 
of the s i x people that would be a woman, you probably would 
have a l o t of the women veterans i n the s t a t e contacting 
her anyway. 

MS. BOYER: Anyhow. Uh huh. 
REP. FUSCO: You know, i t ' s one of those s i t u a t i o n s where I 

thi n k a woman would probably f e e l much more comfortable 
t a l k i n g to a woman. She may have a b i t heavier of a 
workload than the r e s t of them w i t h respect to geographies -

REP. MIGLIARO: One a t a time. Are you f i n i s h e d , Ang? 
REP. FUSCO: Yeah. 
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REP. MIGLIARO: Rep. Bassing. 
REP. BASSING: Well i t might be — I agree there ought to be 

re p r e s e n t a t i o n . But i t might be hard to spot her i n one 
of the d i s t r i c t s . I would presume t h a t we would appoint, 
or consider a woman to represent the whole s t a t e . L e t ' s 
say she's i n the 3rd or the 6th d i s t r i c t . I t might be 
hard. And I th i n k there ought to be (in a u d i b l e ) r e p r e s e n t a t i o n . 
Not n e c e s s a r i l y one of the s i x . 

REP. MIGLIARO: I don't t h i n k i t ' s the i n t e n t of t h i s committee, 
Rep. Bassing -- and I t h i n k we're g e t t i n g f a r ahead of 
ou r s e l v e s , i n my book, t e l l the s o - c a l l e d d i r e c t o r , whoever 
i t may be, how to run t h e i r shop. But i t ' s my i n d i c a t i o n 
and the i n t e n t of the law i s t h a t the s i x people w i l l have 
s i x congressional r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s . But t h a t doesn't mean 
they w i l l only be s e r v i c i n g whatever -- one d i s t r i c t . They 
could run i n t o 2nd D i s t r i c t , 6th D i s t r i c t , wherever the 
load may be. So t h a t doesn't mean i f the s e r v i c e i s going 
to be designated f o r one s p e c i f i c d i s t r i c t and one only. 

MS. BOYER: That eases my mind. That's why I didn't want to 
say j u s t to go, because I was a f r a i d t h a t each one — 

REP. MIGLIARO: No, t h a t i s not the i n t e n t . 
MS. BOYER: A l l r i g h t . I f t h a t ' s not the i n t e n t , then I could 

p e r s o n a l l y say yes. L e t ' s go th a t way and get our foot 
i n the door and see what the load i s , and do some res e a r c h . 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, I th i n k my personal opinion. I'm only 
speaking f o r myself. I'm not speaking f o r any of the 
members of the committee. I'm going to make a recommendation 
t h a t one of the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s i n the s i x d i s t r i c t s , 
whatever d i s t r i c t s they a r e , w i l l be a veteran and a woman. 
And I th i n k t h a t due to the f a c t t h a t you people were 
neglected and having input, I th i n k t h i s i s the best way 
to g i v e you your day i n court, and become a p a r t of the 
veteran population i n t h i s s t a t e . And I pe r s o n a l l y can 
see a woman as one of the s i x would be the proper gesture 
i n t h i s case. And t h a t w i l l be my recommendation to the 
committee a t the time. 

REP. KRAWIEC: Gene's there's one more point on t h i s . There's 
a good p o s s i b i l i t y you may have f i v e women on t h i s . 
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MS. BOYER: That i s a great p o s s i b i l i t y , s i r , i n my experience. 
REP. KRAWIEC: ( i n a u d i b l e ) 
MS. BOYER: No, no. I'm being funny. But that r e a l l y i s — 
REP. KRAWIEC: There's a good p o s s i b i l i t y you could have two 

or three women on i t . 
MS. BOYER: A p r o b a b i l i t y , a p o s s i b i l i t y — 
REP. MIGLIARO: You know, no matter what kind of pants you 

wear, a vete r a n i s a veteran i n my book . And --
MS. BOYER: I l i k e the idea of t h a t , r e s p e c t i n g those of us 

who did serve. I r e a l l y --
REP . MIGLIARO: I have a deep respect f o r you. I think some 

women have quite a record. Any other questions? 
SEN. MILLER: No, I was going to, but I thought b e t t e r of i t . 

He picked up on i t ; he picked up on i t . I had discussed 
a t an e a r l i e r time a p o s s i b l e -- one of the d i r e c t o r s being 
a women. We had discussed t h a t w i t h another lady one 
night about t h a t . But, a l s o I would say t h a t the f i r s t 
year of t h i s program, when we get i t going, there would 
have to be a woman t r a v e l l i n g w i t h a man. I f t h i s c o u n c i l 
gets o f f the ground and does i t s job, i n order to go 
i n t o nursing homes, i t would be very d i f f i c u l t s i t u a t i o n 
f o r a man to go i n t o a female portion of the h o s p i t a l 
to survey a population. You know, so i t would be almost — 
I agree. 

MS. BOYER: Thank you. 
SEN. MILLER: I c e r t a i n l y do agree. 
MS. BOYER: I thank you ve r y much f o r g i v i n g me your time. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Thank you very much. I think you've got some 

a l l i e s on the women's s i d e . 
MS. BOYER: Thank you. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Rep. O r s i n i would l i k e to be excused. He has 

another meeting to go to. J u s t don't take the cord w i t h 
you. John Puzzo. By the way, i f anybody e l s e would l i k e 
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REP- MIGLIARO: (continued) 
to speak, we have a signup sheet here that any person t h a t 
wants to say anything can — very much welcome to do so. 
Give your name, John, and — 

JOHN PUZZO: Good evening. My name i s John Puzzo. I'm from 
West Har t f o r d , Connecticut. And I'm here to address the 
committee on something which I f e e l i s very important, 
very p e r t i n e n t to veterans of my generation. L e t ' s see. 
I don't know which one of these you want f i r s t , or should 
I j u s t — not keep you and -- I'm a h i s t o r i a n by t r a i n i n g , 
and as a h i s t o r i a n I g e n e r a l l y b e l i e v e t h a t i t ' s s a f e r 
to r e l y on hard evidence, f a c t s , before you draw any 
s e r i o u s conclusions. Having s a i d t h a t , I'd l i k e to t e l l 
you a s t o r y about an anonymous person. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Yes. Talk i n t o the mike, John. Good. 
MR. PUZZO: He i s a man, 38 years old — 

: A l i t t l e louder, please. 
MR. PUZZO: I'm s o r r y you can't hear me. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Don't be nervous, John. You know, j u s t stay 

loose. 
MR. PUZZO: Okay, w e l l I'm t r y i n g my best to do t h a t . 
REP. MIGLIARO: Don't worry. We'll a l l l i k e i t . Take i t easy. 
MR. PUZZO: Thi s i s r e a l l y a very poignant s t o r y . I compiled 

the biographies of a number of V i e t Nam e r a , V i e t Nam 
veterans r e c e n t l y . And while I was involved i n ^ t h i s study, 
I came across a database t h a t gave me access to a l o t of 
V i e t Nam war technology. A portion of t h i s included 
information on the h e a l t h aspects of s e r v i c e i n V i e t Nam. 
I am an advocate of veterans; I'm a veteran of the V i e t 
Nam war. I'm a l s o an advocate of the t r u t h . 
T h i s man died r e c e n t l y i n a one-car c r a s h . And I'm a f r a i d 
to say t h a t he died d i s p a i r i n g of h i s country. Apparently 
he had been involved i n a r e l a t i o n s h i p w i t h a woman. Being 
38 years old i t was one of h i s f i n a l chances f o r a f a m i l y , 
I guess. And she read an a r t i c l e somewhere s t a t i n g t h a t 
i t was p o s s i b l e f o r V i e t Nam veterans to f a t h e r deformed 
c h i l d r e n as a r e s u l t of exposure to Agent Orange i n V i e t Nam. 
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•MR. PUZZO: (continued) 
Well, I t h i n k the man died hating h i s country a l i t t l e 
prematurely. And I would, i n view of t r y i n g to present 
hard evidence to support t h a t , I'm not a s c i e n t i s t , but 
I would l i k e to r e f e r a l l the members of the committee to 
the most recent a r t i c l e i n S c i e n t i f i c American published 
i n February of 1986. I t ' s on the newsstand today. And 
I b e l i e v e i t should be required reading f o r a l l the members 
and a l l the commissioners of the V i e t Nam Information 
Herbicide Commission which I b e l i e v e was e s t a b l i s h e d under 
the P u b l i c S a f e t y Committee. 

REP. MIGLIARO: No, I put t h a t b i l l i n through Appropriations. 
Four years ago. 

MR. PUZZO: Well, i n support of the c u r r e n t b i l l t h a t we're a l l 
here to t a l k about tonight, and having heard some statements 
e a r l i e r tonight about c o n f l i c t s between veterans groups 
or veterans groups and veterans operating a t c r o s s purposes 
to each other, or not sharing a l l the information t h a t i s 
a v a i l a b l e , perhaps i t could£e one of the missions of t h i s 
new o r g a n i z a t i o n , the committee, to be sure t h a t any time 
they make d e f i n i t e statements appointing accusing f i n g e r s 
a t somebody before the evidence i s i n t h a t i t shouldn't 
be allowed to be done without someone to r e f u t e the 
evidence. 

REP. MIGLIARO: I'm not g e t t i n g your point, s i r . 
MR. PUZZO: Well, the Agent Orange i s s u e , they've r e a l l y had 

most of the country as a c a p t i v e audience. But they are 
t a k i n g data and e x t r a p o l a t i n g from s t u d i e s t h a t since 
1957 have not r e a l l y proven c o n c l u s i v e . Now the establishment 
of the information — the V i e t Nam Herbicide Information 
Commission — s t a t e s nowhere t h a t i t i s attempting to 
e s t a b l i s h a cause and e f f e c t r e l a t i o n s h i p between Agent 
Orange or the d i o x i n t h a t was i n i t and c e r t a i n s e r i o u s 
chronic long-term h e a l t h term problems i n V i e t Nam v e t e r a n s . 
They begin with the premise t h a t these chemicals and t h e i r 
use j u s t caused the problems t h a t they're a l l u d i n g to and 
they have not b u i l t up the database of information to support 
t h a t . 

REP. MIGLIARO: You're t a l k i n g f e d e r a l data. I s that what 
you're t a l k i n g about? 
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MR. PUZZO: There i s a wealth of s c i e n t i f i c data t h a t i s a v a i l a b l e 
on the su b j e c t . And, again, j u s t i n view that I'm not here 
to bring you any -- I'm j u s t here to r a i s e the i s s u e . 
S c i e n t i f i c a l l y --

REP. MIGLIARO: I want to see i f i t ' s i n our purview i s what 
I'm — 

MR. PUZZO: Well, I'm s o r r y i f i t i s n ' t . 
REP. MIGLIARO: What I'm t r y i n g to say i s , i f you're t a l k i n g 

about Agent Orange and as f a r as the e f f e c t s of Agent 
Orange and the s c i e n t i f i c data on t h a t , t h a t ' s a l l f e d e r a l . 
That has nothing to do w i t h s t a t e . Your Agent Orange --

MR. PUZZO: We have a V i e t Nam Herbicide Information Commission — 
REP. MIGLIARO: You're r i g h t . That's made up of V i e t Nam 

veterans and t h a t i s to seek out those w i t h c l a i m s . 
MR. PUZZO: And V i e t Nam era veterans. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Right. But as f a r as the s c i e n t i f i c data on 

what the cause i s — t h a t i s f e d e r a l . We don't do th a t 
on s t a t e l e v e l . The Herbicide Committee i s not doing t h a t 
here. They're g e t t i n g t h e i r information from f e d e r a l . 
They're not g e t t i n g i t on s t a t e l e v e l . 

MR. PUZZO: I would suggest to you t h a t they are not ge t t i n g 
a l l t h e i r information from f e d e r a l sources. 

REP. MIGLIARO: P o s s i b l e , p o s s i b l e . 
MR. PUZZO: As a matter of f a c t , I t r i e d to make some information 

a v a i l a b l e from the years -— from 1981 u n t i l t h i s present 
year. The study that I did th a t involved research on 
V i e t Nam war technology r e a l l y had a l o t of information --

REP. MIGLIARO: Did you forward your information to s t a t e ? 
MR. PUZZO: Yes, I d i d . And I gave i t to Jimmy Spiro, Frank 

McCarthy, Peter Fuscass I t a l k e d to a b o u t . i t . I t a l k e d to 
a r a t h e r infamous f i g u r e by the name of Dennis Peazley. 
I had a l l t h i s information t h a t -- what i t showed, and 
I t r i e d to bring to the a t t e n t i o n of t h i s group as i t was 
forming years ago i t showed t h a t there are a l o t of 
n a t u r a l l y o c c u r r i n g substances t h a t can cause the he a l t h 
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MR. PUZZO: (continued) 
problems t h a t they are a l l u d i n g to. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well ~ 
MR. PUZZO: I t ' s more than j u s t an i l l u s i o n . As to whether or 

not I'm i n the r i g h t place tonight I don't know. 
REP. MIGLIARO: I ' l l be very honest w i t h you. The sub j e c t 

you're speaking on i s not r e l a t i v e to what we're hearing 
tonight. But I'm i n t e r e s t e d i n what you're saying. 

MR. PUZZO: Well, you are speaking on veterans a f f a i r s — 
REP. MIGLIARO: A f f a i r s committee. You want the Veterans 

A f f a i r s Committee to be t i e d i n w i t h t h i s ? 
MR. PUZZO; I would hope t h a t there would be a place i n i t , or 

a t l e a s t an a t t i t u d e , p r e v a i l i n g a t t i t u d e among the 
i n t e r e s t e d p a r t i e s , t h a t you don't j u s t seek information 
on t h i s i s s u e on a biased — from a biased point of view. 
But you seek a l l the information there i s a v a i l a b l e 
whether i t supports your view or not. And I w i l l suggest 
t h a t , you know, perhaps t h i s i s a r e a l l y good reason 
to point out the need f o r a s t a t e committee. You know, 
t h i s i s s u e , the V i e t Nam thing about Agent Orange and 
he r b i c i d e s has a whole hearing category. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, I think t h a t would — 
MR. PUZZO: The f i r s t r e s e a r c h was done on h e r b i c i d e was begun 

a t the U n i v e r s i t y of Connecticut a t the end of World War 
I I . And Agent Orance Vict i m s I n t e r n a t i o n a l began i n 
Stamford, Connecticut w i t h Paul Bergan and — 

REP. MIGLIARO: Jim Sparrow. 
MR. PUZZO: — Jim Sparrow, yeah. 
REP. MIGLIARO: A l l r i g h t . I know — 
MR. PUZZO: I t r i e d to show t h i s information to Jimmy Sparrow 

and Mr. Sparrow a c t u a l l y turned me away and s a i d to me, 
John -- I showed him two repo r t s t h a t I happened to p i c k 
up from an obscure French medical r e s e a r c h l i b r a r y t h a t 
were published i n 1978 and were i n the database. And i t 
pointed out th a t l i v e r cancers t h a t began wi t h l i v e r tumors 
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MR. PUZZO: (continued) 
had a great percentage of causes t h a t came --

REP. MIGLIARO: John, I'm not t r y i n g to — I hope you don't 
th i n k t h a t I'm t r y i n g to be i n d i f f e r e n t to you. I know 
where you're coming from. I know where you're coming 
from. But t h a t i s not the purpose of t h i s hearing tonight. 
I mean, what you're saying, t h a t ' s information. I ' d be 
happy to take any information you want to give us and 
probably forward t h i s information to Agent Orange 
Commission, and you know, Any Carey's on th a t and people 
th a t you've mentioned. And I ' l l t a l k w i t h Jim Sparrow. 
The Senator and I are i n contact w i t h him and I'd be 
happy to t a l k w i t h him. 

MR. PUZZO: Ask Jim Sparrow i f he knows me. 
REP. MIGLIARO: And I a l s o would be i n favor of, when the 

Veterans A f f a i r s Committee i s formed, t h a t maybe something 
l i k e t h i s t h a t would be p a r t of t h e i r job i f they're 
seeking out b e n e f i t s f o r a veteran from Nam who i s 
i n j u r e d and are looking f o r f e d e r a l — maybe your 
information would be h e l p f u l to them. But a l l I'm saying 
the r i g h t time to present t h i s thing would be through the 
commission when i t s t a r t s . Or, i f you want to give us 
some of your information, w e ' l l t r y to get i t to the 
proper a u t h o r i t i e s . But there's nothing t h a t t h i s 
committee could do on t h a t , s p e c i f i c a l l y tonight. 

MR. PUZZO: Well I t h i n k then t h a t the whole purpose of my 
coming here and t r y i n g to --

REP. MIGLIARO: I t h i n k you've made your point very w e l l . 
MR. PUZZO: -:- make a point. 
REP. MIGLIARO: I th i n k you did. 
MR. PUZZO: And I t h i n k i t j u s t speaks f o r i t s e l f and th a t there 

i s a very d e f i n i t e need. 
REP. MIGLIARO: I don't dispute t h a t a t a l l . Have you got 

anything to leave w i t h us i n t h i s committee. Any r e p o r t s 
or something you want to leave w i t h us so we can digest 
i t ? 
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MR. PUZZO: Nothing but a card w i t h my name on i t — 
REP. MIGLIARO: A l l r i g h t , can I ask you t h i s ? Can you give 

us some information and we'd be happy to r e c e i v e i t i n the 
P u b l i c S a f e t y Committee. 

MR. PUZZO: What I w i l l do, s i r , i s provide your committee or 
whatever — the P u b l i c Safety Committee -- w i t h 125 copies 
of the r e p r i n t s from S c i e n t i f i c American, February 198 6. 

REP. MIGLIARO: I s t h a t going to cost you money? 
MR. PUZZO: I t ' s going to cost me money — 
REP. MIGLIARO: I don't want to see you do t h a t . Can you give 

us one copy and w e ' l l make our own? 
MR. PUZZO: — one copy. 
REP. MIGLIARO: We'll make our own. I don't want you to go 

through the expense. When can we get th a t copy? 
MR. PUZZO: Tomorrow morning. 
REP. MIGLIARO: A l l r i g h t , then. Can you send i t to the 

P u b l i c Safety Committee? 
MR. PUZZO: I ' l l d e l i v e r i t i n person. 
REP. MIGLIARO: F i n e . Room E-19. And Danny, our C l e r k , w i l l 

be there. And leave i t . And we'd be happy to look i t 
over. And i f there's anything we can do fo r you on i t 
i n the f u t u r e 

MR. PUZZO: -- support, but I intend to be speaking tomorrow 
and — w e l l , support the t r u t h . That's what I'm here f o r . 

REP. MIGLIARO: That's a l l . Speak from the guts. Nice having 
you. 

MR. PUZZO: Thank you very much. 
SEN. MILLER: Who are you going to speak to tomorrow, John? 
MR. PUZZO: Well, there's another meeting tomorrow, but I do 

b e l i e v e from what I've best been able to e s t a b l i s h i s t h a t 
tomorrow i n Hartford a t the v e t s center on Market S t r e e t 
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MR. PUZZO: (continued) 
there i s going to be p a r t of the p u b l i c hearing of the 
q u a r t e r l y hearing process on the Herbicide Information 
Commission w i l l be meeting tomorrow on Market S t r e e t . I 
w i l l be there tomorrow. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Give them a copy of t h a t , too, 
MR. PUZZO: Yes, I w i l l . 
REP. MIGLIARO: Thank you very much, John. We appreciate 

your input. 
REP. BASSING: Mr. Chairman, may I ask something? 
REP. MIGLIARO: Yes. 
REP. BASSING: I read i n our b u l l e t i n t h a t we're p r i v y t o , 

as Representatives, where Rep. Stolberg and company are 
e n t e r t a i n i n g the P r e s i d e n t of the National V i e t Nam —• 
and I question why -- I asked number one, has t h i s committee 
been o f f e r e d some i n v i t a t i o n s to t h i s ? Or i s i t a p a r t i s a n 
type meeting or what? And I'm s e r i o u s about t h i s because 
I know the Governor has o f f e r e d h i s own department of 
a f f a i r s i n h i s budget, veterans a f f a i r s . And we're conducting 
hearings from the summer. And I don't see where any 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e from t h i s committee has been even i n v i t e d 
to t h e i r r e c e p t i o n f o r the P r e s i d e n t of V i e t Nam a f f a i r s 
c h a i r e d by Rep. Stolberg. I would y i e l d to the c h a i r as 
to why. I t h i n k i t ' s simply a l a c k of courtesy. B e l i e v e 
me, I'm not being p a r t i s a n . 

J I L L MISCKEL: Mr. Chairman — 
REP. MIGLIARO: I'm s o r r y . Would you l i k e to speak, ma'am? 
MS. MISCKEL: I'm probably out of order. 
REP. MISCKEL: No, you're not out of order. Would you l i k e 

to s i t down and speak? We'll get to your question a f t e r , 
Mr. Bassing. 

REP. BASSING: I'd l i k e to get to i t now. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Excuse me. 
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MS. MISCKEL: I'd l i k e to address t h a t a l s o . 
REP. MIGLIARO: A l l r i g h t . The question. I can't address i t . 
MS. MISCKEL: Your question was t h a t V i e t Nam Veterans of 

America, w i t h I r v i n g Stolberg, put on a reception f o r 
Bobby Muller, i s t h a t what i s — two weeks ago. That was 
the day a f t e r the press conference t h a t you had -- t h a t 
Bobby Muller had w i t h the P u b l i c Safety Committee. And 
as f a r as DVA was concerned, i t was only open to 
Democrats. You're r i g h t . I t was open to Democrat members 
of the House. And t h a t ' s my impression of what i t was. 
I i n v i t e d myself, but I ended up not going. But I'm a 
member of DVA. 

REP. BASSING: The could you, through the Chair, answer me as 
to why only Democrats were i n v i t e d ? 

MS. MISCKEL: No. The reception was put on by e i t h e r I r v i n g 
S t olberg, so ( i n a u d i b l e ) . 

REP. MIGLIARO: That's the very man who t r i e d to k i l l the 
veterans bonus b i l l t h a t I had i n four years ago. 

MS. MISCKEL: I had nothing to do w i t h t h a t , but I would l i k e 
to address the comments of John Puzzo. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Okay. 
MS. MISCKEL: I am the v i c e - c h a i r — 
REP. MIGLIARO: Would you mind s i t t i n g down, g i v i n g your 

name and your p o s i t i o n ? 
MS. MISCKEL: I don't r e a l l y want to t e s t i f y today because I 

have testimony prepared f o r Thursday. I j u s t wanted to 
i s s u e an i n v i t a t i o n to a l l the members of the P u b l i c 
S a f e t y Committee to come to the Herbicide Commission 
meeting tomorrow — 

REP. MIGLIARO: Are you — w i l l you give your p o s i t i o n and 
name? 

MS. MISCKEL: V i c e - c h a i r of the Herbicide Information Committee. 
My name i s J i l l M i s c k e l . I've been v i c e - c h a i r f or the 
l a s t three y e a r s . 
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REP. MIGLIARO: Okay, have they been responsive to Mr. Puzzo's 
-- don't get nervous. 

MS. MISCKEL: I'm very upset, r e a l l y . We have been responsive 
to any responsible people who have spoken to us. We --

REP. MIGLIARO: — Wait a minute. I don't think we'd b e t t e r 
c a r r y t h i s any f u r t h e r . I don't l i k e any -- no --

MS. MISCKEL: — What we came up here to do was to i n v i t e 
3 you to our meeting tomorrow. I t ' s nothing more than a 

r o u t i n e , bi-monthly or every other month --
REP. MIGLIARO: — L e t me j u s t say t h i s . We would appreciate 

i t , as members of the P u b l i c Safety Committee and as 
a person who was the proponent of t h a t b i l l , I have 
never r e c e i v e d one report on what you people are doing, 
i f you want to be f a c t u a l , on what t h a t commission has 
done si n c e t h e i r i n c e p t i o n . I know nothing about i t 
and we are P u b l i c S a f e t y . We should get some reports 
on i t . 

MS. MISCKEL: You have to see the report because we have 
published a report i n an orange f o l d e r — 

REP. MIGLIARO: — The only person who's been i n contact with 
our committee i s r e l a t i v e to the V i e t Nam v e t e r a n s , Jim 
Sparrow, who has been very a c t i v e , very i n f o r m a t i v e to 
us, and we ( i n a u d i b l e ) . I would appreciate i t i f your 
committee could send us a report and I don't want to 
c a r r y t h i s t h i n g any f u r t h e r . I don't want to get i n t o 
an argument w i t h Mr. Puzzo or anybody e l s e . I don't 
t h i n k t h a t ' s our reason here. 
Let me ask you, are you i n support of 5064? 

MS. MISCKEL: L i k e I s a i d , I did not come here to — 
REP. MIGLIARO: -- Okay, then there's no sense i n t a k i n g any 

testimony. Now, Rep. Bassing, I t h i n k has your question 
answered but I know -- I ' d l i k e to j u s t c l e a r the a i r 
fo r some of you people here, why t h a t question was prob­
ably asked. 
Back four years ago, when I put i n the b i l l f o r the 
veterans myself, and Andy Carey, when we put t h a t b i l l i n , 
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REP. MIGLIARO: (continued) 
to i n c r ease property t a x exemptions f o r veterans i n the 
State of Connecticut, the man who stopped t h a t b i l l was 
Rep. Stolberg and I th i n k where Rep. Bassing i s coming 
from ( i n a u d i b l e ) a veteran's b i l l to him at a party and 
members of t h i s committee were i n v i t e d so I j u s t wanted 
to c l a r i f y t h a t . 
I f there are no other speakers, I'm ready to conclude. 

SEN. MILLER: I would j u s t l i k e to ask one t h i n g . Rep. Krawiec 
i s here and he i s a Democrat. Stan, were you i n v i t e d ? 

REP. KRAWIEC: Not t h a t I know of. 
REP. MIGLIARO: You're not Mr. Stolberg's most wanted l i s t 

I guess. 
REP. KRAWIEC: Which l i s t ? 
REP. MIGLIARO: Most wanted l i s t ( laughter) but sometimes we 

wine and dine the wrong guy, but t h a t ' s n e i t h e r here nor 
here. That's not going to a l t e r t h i s committee's i n t e n t i o n 
of coming forward w i t h t h a t veteran's a f f a i r s commission 
b i l l . That b i l l w i l l come forward. We w i l l do ev e r y t h i n g 
i n our power to make sure. We w i l l make some changes 
because some of the things t h a t John has pointed out, 
we w i l l make them. We w i l l a l s o t r y to make some changes 
and I'm sure we're going to make a recommendation to put 
one woman as one of the the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s on t h a t 
committee so then i t w i l l have women's repre s e n t a t i o n f o r 
the women veterans i n the s t a t e . 

I f there are no other questions from any other people i n 
the audience or members of the committee, I w i l l c a l l 
t h i s meeting adjourned and we thank you very much for 
your attendance. 
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S EN. MILLER: (continued) 
otner programs in s t e a d of spending i t and d u p l i c a t i n g 
courses o f f e r e d by other u n i v e r s i t i e s i n d i f f e r e n t areas. 

MS. SUNDOHL: You may be aware, Sen. M i l l e r that what you c a l l 
infringement proolems are being worked out by the 
cons t i t u e n t u n i t s i n conjunction with eacn otner r i g n t now. 

SEN. MILLER: Are they? That's another issue i n i t s e l f . 
REP. MIGLIARO: Any questions r e l a t i v e to the b i l l . Tnank 

you very mucn. The next speaker w i l l be B i l l Pomfert who 
i s a S o l i d e r , S a i l o r and Marine and i f Col. Motto would 
l i k e -- you're ootn on tne same view. Would you l i k e to 
come up a t the same time, I don't think the committee 
would have any problems with i t . I'm t r y i n g to pusn 
along. I want to make sure everybody gets t n e i r day i n 
court. 

COL. NICK MOTTO: Sen. M i l l e r , Rep. M i g l i a r o . I'm Col. Motto. 
I'm Commandante of tne Veterans Home and Ho s p i t a l i n Rocky 
H i l l . Today I wear tnree nats for the committee. One, I 
w i l l be representing the Governor today. The other i s I'm 
representing tne Veterans Home and Hosp i t a l and the otner 
i s t h a t I am representing the Veteran's C o a l i t i o n on the 
l e g i s l a t i v e committee whicn represents a l l the veterans 
tnat belong to the c o a l i t i o n . . 
F i r s t as tne Governor's r e p r e s e n t a t i v e today, I'm here to 
t e l l you the committee, the P u b l i c Safety Committee, tnat 
he espouses the concept or tne theory of e s t a b l i s h i n g a 
veterans a f f a i r s group. He f e e l s that any information 
tnat any of our veterans can get oy t h i s group t h a t w i l l 
d i s s i m i n a t e information on b e n e f i t s or any.other thing 
t h a t are a v a i l a b l e i n tne s t a t e of Connecticut or i n the 
f e d e r a l government area of tne Veterans Administration, ne 
whole neartedly supports. Tbere are two b i l l s t n a t you 
w i l l be seeing. One i s the committee b i l l , HB 5064, and 
as I understand tnere i s a Senate B i l l t h a t w i l l oe 
fortncoming. Both of them espouse the same t h i n g , and I 
must as tne Commandant of the Veterans Home a l s o endorse 
t h i s f or the simple reason that i t i s something that we 
should have done probably 35 or 40 years ago to e s t a b l i s h 
t n i s and to give our veterans a l l of t h e i r information. 

In a d d i t i o n , there are two other b i l l s , three other b i l l s 
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REP. MIGLIARO: (continued) 
questions from any of the committee? Thank you. B i l l 
pomfret. 

tsILL POMF RET: My name i s B i l l Pomf r e t , Mr. Chairman, and 
members of the committee. I'm the Administrator of the 
S o l d i e r s , S a i l o r s , and Marine Fund. I'm a l s o a member of 
the American Legion L e g i s l a t i v e Committee, and as the 
Colonel, I serve on the Veterans C o a l i t i o n and L e g i s l a t i v e 
Committee. A f e a r of the gong that the Chairman has here, 
my statement i s going to be very b r i e f . And I j u s t want 
to express my favor of the concept of the HB 5064, the 
EstaDlishment of an O f f i c e of Veterans A f f a i r s to a s s i s t 
veterans and t h e i r dependents to acquire f u l l b e n e f i t s 
from tne Veterans Ad m i n i s t r a t i o n . 
I attended your subcommittee meeting, Mr. Chairman, and 
off e r e d my input a t that time. I am sure, Mr. Chairman, 
you and the members of your committee know my f e e l i n g s and 
my concern f o r the p a r t i c u l a r proposed b i l l . However, I 
do support i t whole heartedly. To get int o the other b i l l 
about the Korean War dates, I c e r t a i n l y favor HB 5074. 
And even tnougn the S o l d i e r s , S a i l o r s and Marine Fund i s 
s t i l l b e t t e r than t h a t p a r t i c u l a r b i l l , the Veterans 
Administration -- tne law of the Veterans Administration, 
t n i s p a r t i c u l a r b i l l would not even come up to our dates. 

REP. MIGLIARO: I appreciate t h a t . I th i n k , Mr. Pomfret, tnat 
b i l l , I would l i k e to e x p l a i n why. Over the y e a r s , I nave 
been putting i n b i l l s t r y i n g to get the Korean War dates 
-- but tnere are so many s t a t u t e s that address i t and t h i s 
one area that I was t o l d by l e g i s l a t i v e commissioners 
o f f i c e , we've been going on the peicemeal approach rather 
than come i n and n i t that s e c t i o n , that would cover them 
a l l once and for a l l . 
And I think i t i s about time that we do i t . But --

MR. POMFRET: I think i t i s a good b i l l , Mr. Chairman, 
i f I may i n t e r r u p t --

REP. MIGLIARO: Yeah. 
MR. POMFRET: I think i t i s -- what we would do as you say 

i t has been brougnt up every year, and I think we appear 
every year and l a s t year we tnought we had i t . 
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R E P . MIGLIARO: And the year before and the year before, 
and the year before t h a t . But I'd l i k e to j u s t say t h i s 
Defore you jump -- before any of the members of the 
committee, I want to thank you and Col. Motto as w e l l as 
Veterans Organizations for t h e i r input i n our subcommittee 
during the time of formulating the D i l l 5064 of the 
Veterans A f f a i r s Committee, and a l o t of your e f f o r t s and 
recommendations went in t o t h i s b i l l , and I think Col. 
Motto's recommendation that we house i t on Rocky H i l l was 
r e a l l y g r e a t , and y o u r s e l f and your input from S o l d i e r s , 
S a i l o r s , and Marines, but I want to thank a l l 
orga n i z a t i o n s , p a r t i c u l a r l y you people f or oeing involved 
and g i v i n g us your time. 
Any questions from members of the committee? Thank you, 
gentlemen. Ruth Congdon. Am I pronouncing i t r i g h t , 
Ruth? I know i t i s Ruth. I know who Ruth i s , but I can't 
get the l a s t name. * , 

RUTH CONGDON; I'm Ruth Congdon, and I'm on the Governor's 
s t a f f f o r Women's Veterans Task Force members, and what we 
are asking i s tn a t c r e a t i n g a p o s i t i o n f o r a woman 
coordinator w i t n i n the establishment of a Veterans A f f a i r s 
O f f i c e , and I'm commander of the Women's Post here i n 
Hartford, and I think we r e a l l y need a woman that the 
women can go and t a l k to. The men are gre a t , but women 
f e e l as though they can't t a l k with Veterans S e r v i c e s . 

REP. MIGLIARO: Ruth, I know (inaudible) here and I think 
I'm p e r s o n a l l y going to make a recommendation, as Senator 
i s , and I know many members that were tnere, Krawiec and 
McCavanaugn, we are looking i n the (inaudible) now and i n 
the D i l l p utting some s u D s t i t i t e items which are going to 
De some changes i n the D i l l i n reference to designating 
one of the s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s to De a woman to represent the 
16,000 women veterans i n t h i s s t a t e for your information. 
Tn i s i s Deing considered. 
Any questions from members of the committee? Thank you 
very much. That's great. I hope we can move along l i k e 
t h i s . L t . Dunstone. One, two, three , four, you've got to 
make i t f a s t , Ed. We are running against the c l o c k . 
We've got approximately 10 minutes. I want to get 
everyone i n i f possiDle. 

LT. ED DUNSTONE: I'm L t . Dunstone, the Executive O f f i c e for 
t 
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you 

MR. BACON: I f I could respond to t h a t . We recognize 
what i s happening wi t n the group noraes, e s p e c i a l l y the 
f e d e r a l court order to move people out of our i n s t i t u t i o n s 
i nto the group home. Tnese people are c e r t a i n l y deservant 
of that type of p r o t e c t i o n wnicn we are i n the process of 
looking for emergency r e q u l a t i o n to adopt a n a t i o n a l l y 
recognized standard for board and care Homes wnich w i l l 
pick up tne group homes, wnich w i l l mandate a r e t r o a c t i v e 
a p p l i c a t i o n f o r r e s i d e n t i a l s p r i n k l e r s . 

REP. ADAMO: Tnank you very much. 
REP. MIGLIARO: There are no f u r t h e r questions. Tnank 

Doth very mucn. 
MR. BACON: Tnank you. 
REP. MIGLIARO: I'd l i k e to recognize a t t h i s point State Rep. 

Terry Bertinuson please. Sorry, I didn't know you were on 
tne l i s t . I know you have otner committee meetings to go 
to so I am going to make you next anyway so. 

REP. BERTINUSON: Tnank you. Sen. M i l l e r , Rep. M i g l i a r o , 
I'm Terry Bertinuson, State Representative from the 57th 
D i s t r i c t , a memoer of the Women's Veterans Task Force and 
a veteran. I'm here to speak i n strong support of ,5064 of 
the c r e a t i o n of the Department of Veterans A f f a i r s or an 
O f f i c e of Veterans A f f a i r s . (inaudible) tne way i t i s 
going to be put togetner, I'm not r e a l l y going to address 
t h a t . 
My p a r t i c u l a r concern i s t n a t you do make p r o v i s i o n s for 
addressing tne very p a r t i c u l a r concerns of women 
veterans. We nave found i n tne Task Force that they are 
d i f f e r e n t , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n needing a great deal more 
outreacn, and that a p p l i e s p a r t i c u l a r l y to older women 
veterans from World War I I pernaps or Korea wno r e a l l y 
were not advised a t tne time tney l e f t s e r v i c e of some of 
tne r i g h t s . So t h a t there are a l o t of women veterans out 
tnere e n t i t l e d to s e r v i c e s tnat you are not aware of, and 
I tnink tnat kind of outreach makes t h e i r case d i f f e r e n t 
from tne men v e t e r a n s , and pleased to near t h a t you are a t 
l e a s t considering putting one woman as a s e r v i c e advocate. 
My concern now would be that each s e r v i c e o f f i c e r 
presumably w i l l nave a f u l l p l a t e as f a r as dealing witn 
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R E p . BERTINUSON: (continued) 
t n e i r p a r t i c u l a r geographic areas, t h a t ' s by --
MIGLIARO: The way tne i n t e n t i s we designate 6 

congressional d i s t r i c t s , one i n each d i s t r i c t , but that 
doesn't mean t h a t they w i l l j u s t be s e r v i c i n g that one 
d i s t r i c t . ( i n a u d i b l e ) otner d i s t r i c t s as w e l l , so i t 
doesn't make any d i f f e r e n c e . We j u s t did that to get the 
number 6. 

REP. BERTINUSON: That sounds good. I was concerned that 
i f you had a person and i t was a women who was responsible 
for one wnole congressional d i s t r i c t , for a l l veterans, 
and a l s o to respond to a l l women across the s t a t e , you 
might run i n t o problems, but I don't tnink i t w i l l . 

REP. MIGLIARO: Tnere i s one thing that I would l i k e to make 
c l e a r to you, T e r r y , i s m a t at the time we had the 
int r a s t u d y committees, t n i s committee was not aware, nor 
was ever informed t h a t there was a Women's Veterans TasK 
Force i n tne S t a t e . 

REP. BERTINUSON: I understand t h a t . 
REP. MIGLIARO: We were not informed. I t was not a s l i g h t --

an i n t e n t i o n a l s l i g h t . We would have welcomed and would 
have i n v i t e d them to become a part of that study 
committee, and I j u s t want you to know t h a t . We were 
never aware of tne Task Force. 

REP. BERTINUSON: We understand t h a t , and we have had some 
p u b l i c i t y , but apparently not enough. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, i t was very l i t t l e because with myself 
and I am speaking f or the members --

REP. BERTINUSON: Tne problem ( i n a u d i b l e ) . 
REP. MIGLIARO: One thing we don't want to do i s get the 

women mad a t us. Any questions? 
REP. ANASTASIA: Mr. Chairman. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Rep. Ana s t a s i a . 
REP. ANASTASIA: J u s t a comment, as I agree with Rep. 
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REP. ANASTASIA: (continued) 
M i g l i a r o , i f tne subcommittee, and we did a great deal of 
research on t n i s matter, T e r r y , had been aware of your 
Task Force, — any m a t e r i a l you might have that might be 
n e l p f u l to us, why don't you forward i t to us. 

R E P . BERTINUSON: I am sure that we w i l l pass i t on. 
REP. ANASTASIA: We would appreciate i t . 
REP. BERTINUSON: And I congratulate you for bringing i t 

( i n a u d i b l e ) . 
REP. MIGLIARO: We tnank you for coming. Any questions? 

Thank you, T e r r y . We appreciate i t . We've got 
approximately 5 minutes to go, and one, two, t h r e e , four 
more speakers. So I may s t r e t c h i t , but I want to give 
everyoody a chance. J . A. Damata, i s that Damata. J . A. 
Domonwitz, am I pronouncing i t r i g h t ? Well, okay, then 
Capt. Moore, t n a t ' s g r e a t . Well i t looks l i k e you are 
going to get i n . Ken Seymour, DAV. I'm s o r r y , give your 
name, s i r . 

KEN SEYMOUR: Ken Seymour. I represent tne Chapter 12 of 
the Disabled American Veterans. I am c u r r e n t l y the 
Commander. Sen. M i l l e r , Rep. M i g l i a r o , I nope you can 
near me here and your committee. I'm here to address 
House B i l l 5064 and 5074. Chapter 12 i s i n support of 
ootn of tnose House B i l l s . As an i n d i v i d u a l , you know, 
I've t a l k e d to you p e r s o n a l l y on the phone s e v e r a l times 
in the l a s t 2 years on 5074 and I am quite happy to see 
t h i s nas happened as one of those veterans who f a l l s i n 
the gray a r e a . 

Enough s a i d on 5074. But on 5064, I t a l k e d to Mr. A l o i s i o 
yesterday from the National DAV o f f i c e i n Hartford. I 
assume he i s going to be here to t e s t i f y --

REP. MIGLIARO: You can almost bet money that h e ' l l be here. 
MR. SEYMOUR: Right, e i t h e r way, on representing Chapter 12 

I would l i k e to come out i n support of 5064 as i t stands. 
Of course, I understand there i s the opportunity for some 
changes and would c e r t a i n l y encourage those changes that 
are necessary to support the women veteran. The two 
things t h a t we f e e l t h a t the b i l l i s long overdue. I t 
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MR. SEYMOUR: (continued) 
w i l l serve two major functions to support the veteran i n 
tne manner to which he or sne i s e n t i t l e d , and number two, 
to ensure t h a t t n i s s t a t e , r a t i n g as f a r as t n e i r record 
i n support of veterans being number 50 i n the country i s 
soon on tne mend. That's a l l tne statements that I have 
at t n i s time. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Tnank you. No questions? I tnank you very 
mucn. The l a s t speaker on the l e g i s l a t i v e agency head, 
j u s t coming -- Dobson — middle. 

SHIRLEY DOBSON GIERAY: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I 
e s p e c i a l l y l i k e your way of speaking and your rapport with 
tne people. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Tnank you. I can't get a date i f I t r i e d . 
MS. GIERAY: I'm a Navy veteran. I'm going to read t n i s . 

I'm a Navy veteran and a member of the Task Force of Women 
Veterans, and I would j u s t l i k e to point out something to"" 
the Safety Committee that an American A v i a t i o n Pioneer, 
Amelia E i r h a r t was i n tne f o r e f r o n t of the establishment 
of tne f e d e r a l earmarkings program i n t h i s country, which 
i s an e x c e l l e n t n a v i g a t i o n a l a i d for p i l o t s . During World 
War I , Miss E i r n a r t was a volunteer with the Red Cross 
Detacnment a t M i l i t a r y H ospital i n Toronto, 
and sne was tne f i r s t woman to be awarded the 
di s t i n g u i s n e d F l y i n g Cross presented to her by the Vice 
President of tne United State Cnarles C u r t i s . 
I am proud to t e l l you that I r e c e n t l y had a b e a u t i f u l 
volume of t r i b u t e s to tne American Pioneer e n t i t l e d : 
"Amelia - P i l o t and P e a r l s " and issued by Lyncn Press of 
P l a i n s , V i r g i n i a . As a member of the Governor's Task 
Force and Womens Veterans, I commend Governor O'Neill and 
h i s a d v i s o r s as w e l l as tne committee i n e s t a b l i s h i n g an 
o f f i c e of veterans a f f a i r s . Within that O f f i c e , I urge 
that tne p o s i t i o n of coordinator of women's veterns be 
included. An i n d i v i d u a l p a r t i c u l a r s e n s i t i v e to the needs 
of women veterans and t h e i r b e n e f i t s i n a l l areas. And I 
thank you very mucn. 

REP. MIGLIARO: We tnank you very mucn, and we can assure 
that the committee i s very, very concerned about the women 
veterans i n t h i s s t a t e , and we are not going to s l i g h t 
them. I can assure you of t h a t . 
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j^P. MIGLIARO: (continued) 
d u t i e s , but t h i s b i l l would d e f i n i t e l y bring i t out, and I 
don't see any proDlem, but I was j u s t t r y i n g to c l a r i f y , 
you are saying one, but the other b i l l you are t a l k i n g 
about i s i n J u d i c i a r y . That i s separate from us. So, but 
that w i l l t i e i n with t h i s b i l l as w e l l . Any questions 
from the members. 
Thank you very much. 

MS. KERR: Thank you. 
REP. MIGLIARO: B i l l Rocks. 
BILL ROCKS: Mr. Cnairman, members of the committee, my name i s 

B i l l Rocks, and I'm a Vietnam veteran. I l i v e i n E a s t 
Granby, and I'm here to speak i n support of B i l l 5064. I 
read i n The Hartford Courant r e c e n t l y that we ought not to 
oe repeating what everyone e l s e has s a i d , but l e t me j u s t 
say that I agree with what has been s a i d , and I endorse 
and support your b i l l as w r i t t e n . I would l i k e to add one 
quick point though, that while we have heard there i s a 
s i g n i f i c a n t i n c r e a s e to be expected i n the amount of 
d i r e c t veterans o e n e f i t s , d o l l a r s to veterans i n the s t a t e 
of Connecticut, I think that view represents the t i p of 
the iceberg. 

During the time when I ran The National A l l i a n c e of 
Business i n H a r t f o r d , we opened up a Vietnam Veterans 
Outreach Center, i n the old W. T. Grant b u i l d i n g i n 
Hartford, and while we provided the kinds of s e r v i c e s that 
are c a l l e d for i n t n i s b i l l , the Center a l s o provided an 
opportunity for the p r i v a t e s e c t o r , for u n i v e r s i t i e s , f or 
c o r r e c t i o n s , f o r organizations which have a mandated 
response to veterans to plug i n . I'm not used to s i t t i n g 
down here t a l k i n g to people s i t t i n g up there. So I am 
nervous. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, we understand t h a t , but I've got to 
look up to you so what i s the d i f f e r e n c e ? 

MR. ROCKS: I think while the $250,000 w i l l r e s u l t i n an 
increase i n d i r e c t veterans b e n e f i t s , I think you can 
leverage m i l l i o n s of d o l l a r s i n other s o r t s of a c t i v i t i e s 
i n the s t a t e of Connecticut. 
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R E P. MIGLIARO: I tnink t h a t was an i n t e n t on the same b i l l 
out we f e l t t h a t , as you know we did a l o t of research on 
i t , to help a l o t of the veterans a s s o c i a t i o n s including 
members of your -- and we have found out of the 12,000 
veterans that are i n convalescent homes, a l o t are oeing 
short changed, out I think t h i s i s going to be addressing 
a l l veterans of a l l wars, and I think i t i s a long time 
coming and we do appreciate your support. Any questions 
from members of the committee? 
Tnank you, s i r . Ganley, did I pronounce i t r i g h t ? Here 
comes the Chief. H i , Chief. 

THOMAS GANLEY: I t i s Ganley with an "N". Thomas Ganley. I'm 
the P o l i c e Chief with the town of Newington. I'm here 
representing the Connecticut P o l i c e C h i e f s ' A s s o c i a t i o n 
concerning two b i l l s t h a t are before you. One i s the 
committee b i l l No. 25 which i s An Act Appropriating Funds 
for the State P o l i c e Forensic Science Laboratory. I 
(inaudible) towards t h i s b i l l i n that l a s t spring i n my 
town as d a s t e r d l y crime was committed, and I can t e l l you 
i f i t wasn't for the e f f o r t s of the Forensic Laboratory, 
down i n Meriden, t h a t there was quite a b i t of doubt that 
t h i s crime would be solved. 
The outgrowth of the a s s i s t given to us by the Forensic 
Laboratory was such t h a t j u s t about a month ago, about a 
one and a h a l f ago, the person we a r r e s t e d i n connection 
with t h a t , pleaded to Murder I which i s a rar e instance i n 
the s t a t e of Connecticut where someone would plead to the 
more se r i o u s f e l o n y . The reason being the case against 
the person was v i r t u a l l y hopeless, a c t u a l l y hopeless. The 
degree of f o r e n s i c evidence that had been perceived a t the 
scene, analyzed by e x p e r t s , was made a v a i l a b l e to the 
court system, allowing us to present such a (inaudible) 
case that ne had no choice, going to t r i a l would have been 
l o s i n g . 

So anything t h a t you can do to a i d and abed and help f or 
Forensic Laboratory, would c e r t a i n l y be i n the best 
i n t e r e s t of the l o c a l c h i e f s , and as I look around I 
suspect tnat many of you representers are from departments 
at l e a s t the same s i z e as mine, small j u r i s d i c t i o n s , and 
oc c a s i o n a l l y you get impacted by very s e r i o u s crime. I 
want you to know th a t the State P o l i c e Forensic Laboratory 
i s a very valuable t o o l , and can become a very valuable 
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REP. MIGLIARO: C a r l Candels. 
CARL CANDELS: C a r l Candels from tne Connecticut Hotel and 

Motel A s s o c i a t i o n . I am tne Executive Vice President, 
j u s t to c l a r i f y what Gene Bryant nas s a i d . On l i n e 42, 
r i g n t a f t e r 42, i t s a y s , " s p r i n k l e r systems i n tne new 
construction i n r e s i d e n t i a l b u i l d i n g s " . We j u s t want to 
be up there to oe concerned tnat tne n o t e l industry wants 
to support i t oecause of f i r e s concern. I was the 
spokesman for tne Treadway/Cromwell Hotel and we know what 
the f i r e s p r i n k l e r system did to save the new s e c t i o n . I t 
was tne old s e c t i o n that burned. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Do you want to c l a r i f y that t h i s i s a p p l i c a b l e 
to new s t r u c t u r e ? 

MR. CANDELS: And t h i s i s new s t r u c t u r e . 
REP. MIGLIARO: Okay. 
MR. CANDELS: Right. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Okay, because you want grandfather out 

what i s tnere. New s t r u c t u r e then. 
MR. CANDELS: Yes. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Okay. 
MR. CANDELS: Thank you very much. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Any questions? Thank you very much, s i r . 

Jim, i t s a long time i n coming. You are next. 
JAMES SPARROW: Tnank you, Mr. Chairman, committee members. 

My name i s James Sparrow. I l i v e i n Stamford, 
Connecticut, and I am the National Executive Director of 
Vietnam Veterans Agent Orange V i c t i m s , I n c . C u r r e n t l y , 
dealing witn 5,000 Vietnam Veterans and t n e i r f a m i l i e s who 
r e s i d e i n t n s t a t e of Connecticut. I'm nere to t e s t i f y i n 
support of Raised Committee B i l l 5064, An Act E s t a b l i s n i n g 
a Department of Veterans A f f a i r s . I'm a l s o an a c t i v e 
s e r v i c e o f f i c e r i n the VFW and the American Legion. 

I'm quite sure t h a t t h i s committee has heard over and over 
again from people g i v i n g testimony of the need of 
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R < SPARROW: (CONTINUED) 
ESTABLISHING A DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS A F F A I R S . TNE 
OVERWHELMING FACTS BEAR TH I S OUT, THE FACT THAT 
CONNECTICUT RANKS LAST i n THE NATION I N AVERAGE FEDERAL 
VETERAN EXPENDITURES AND WE CAN GO ON AND ON. I F E E L THAT 
ANYONE CONCERNED I N BETTERING THE QUALITY OF L I F E OF THE 
VETERANS I N TNE STATE OF CONNECTICUT WOULD SUPPORT TNIS 
B I L L 100%. I DON'T S E E A PROBLEM I N GETTING TH I S B I L L 
PASSED. I S E E I T AS A B I P A R T I S I A N DEAL. I DON'T S E E ANY 
PROOLEM GETTING I T PASSED AT ALL. THAT'S WHY I WOULD L I K E 
TO FOCUS MY TESTIMONY ON THE FUNDING OF THIS DEPARTMENT. 

I T NAS BEEN MY PERSONAL EXPERIENCE I N TNE PAST 4 YEARS 
DEALING WITH STATE FUNDING I N THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
TNAT THE STATE NAS A TENDENCY TO SET UP A VERY WORTHWHILE 
PROGRAM AND TNEN L E T I T FALL BY THE WAYSIDE BECAUSE OF 
INADEQUATE FUNDING. I N MY OWN CASE, THE WORKLOAD AND THE 
NEED CAN T R I P L E BUT THE FUNDING REMAINS THE SAME. T H I S 
CAUSES UNDUE HARDSHIP ON STAFF, AND TNOSE VETERANS TNAT 
STAFF I S SUPPOSED TO S E R V I C E . T H I S I S NOT QUESS WORK ON 
MY PART. T N I S I S COLD NEARTED S P I R I T S OF 4 YEARS, OF MORE 
NEED, OF MORE WORK, BUT NO MORE MONEY. I T I S A VERY 
FRUSTRATING DILEMMA. ONE THAT I WOULD NOT L I K E TO S E E 
HAPPEN TO TNIS DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS A F F A I R S . 

A B I L L WHICH BECOMES LAW WAS ONLY AS GOOD AS I T I S ABLE TO 
BE ENFORCED. ON PAPER, I T LOOKS WONDERFUL, BUT I F I T 
CANNOT BE ENFORCED, I T BECOMES A FAI L U R E . I N THE CASE OF 
TNIS DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF F A I R S , THE ENFORCEMENT 
ELEMENT I S TNE FUNDING. I WOULD ASK THAT THE F I R S T FULL 
OPERATING YEAR OF THI S DEPARTMENT BE FUNDED WITN THE 
$250,000 AS I S WRITTEN I N THE D i l i . ANYTHING L E S S WOULD 
OE TNE BEGINNING OR F A I L U R E . WE WOULD ALSO ASK THAT I T BE 
WRITTEN INTO THE B I L L TNAT AS THE NEED AND THE WORK 
INCREASES, SO DOES TNE FUNDING. 

LET'S NOT JUST NAVE A PAPER DEPARTMENT FOR VETERANS 
AFFAIRS. L E T ' S NAVE A STRONG FUNCTIONING DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS A f f a i r s . TNAT CAN ONLY BE DONE WITN PROPER 
FUNDING. THANK YOU. 

•EP. MIGLIARO: J I M , I THANK YOU, BUT I ALSO THINK THAT 
FOR TNOSE THAT ARE COMMITTEE MEMBERS, THEY R E A L I Z E THAT WE 
APPRECIATE YOUR EFFORT AND YOUR IINPUT ON TNE INFRASTUDY 
COMMITTEE WNICN YOU ATTENDED EVERY MEETING, AND WE WANT TO 
TNANK YOU ( I N A U D I B L E ) . 
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MR. SPARROW: I Know the women were overlooked through 
no f a u l t of anybody, out --

REP. MIGLIARO: We'll c o r r e c t t h a t . 
MR. SPARROW: -- The Vietnam Veteran the r e , t h a t ' s for sure. 
REP. MIGLIARO: We'll c o r r e c t t h a t . Thanks a l o t , Jim. Alan 

Parker. 
ALAN PARKER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. My name i s Alan Parker. 

I am President of the Westbrook Ambulance A s s o c i a t i o n . 
I'm here today to speak i n favor of Raised Committee B i l l 
No. 5072, An Act Requiring Payment to Volunteer Ambulance 
Ser v i c e s f o r C a l l s on Limited Access Highways. The 
Westbrook Ambulance A s s o c i a t i o n , as are many of our 
a s s o c i a t i o n s i n that area, f i t s the d e s c r i p t i o n 
(inaudible) i n t h i s b i l l . Our primary concern i s to 
provide emergency medical care to the town's people of 
Westbrook, and our surrounding towns. 

We do extend our s e r v i c e to the l i m i t e d access highways 
p r i m a r i l y I n t e r s t a t e 95 i n that town. I would l i k e to 
quote some s t a t i s t i c s t n a t show th a t many of the c a l l s to 
which we respond on I n t e r s t a t e 95, we are not reimbursed 
f o r . During tne calendar year, January 1985 to December 
1985, Westbrook Ambulance As s o c i a t i o n responded to 16 
c a l l s on I n t e r s t a t e 95. None of which we were reimbursed 
f o r . I n a d d i t i o n to those 16 c a l l s , we responded to 13 
c a l l s on I n t e r s t a t e 95 that were e i t h e r r e f u s a l s or f i r e 
standby for the l o c a l f i r e department. 

We were not reimbursed for those c a l l s . Our r a t e 
s t r u c t u r e w i t h i n the town of Westbrook i s a very nominal 
one, and a very f a i r one to the r e s i d e n t s . However, i t i s 
being s t r e t c h e d , and i t i s being extended when we do make 
these types of responses and are unable to c o l l e c t from 
our p a t i e n t s . Thank you. 

REP. MIGLIARO: I have a couple of questions. When you respond 
l i k e you s a i d on 1-95 was i t ? 

MR. PARKER: Yes. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Who c a l l e d ? 
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MS. NEALE: NO, BUT LT I S A L I T T L E UNDER A DOLLAR A SQUARE 
FOOT, BUT TNAT I S A GENERAL NUMBER. 

REP. ORSINI: BECAUSE TH I S B I L L DOESN'T HAVE ANYTHING TO DO 
WITN ONE FAMILY DWELLINGS. I T I S 3 FAMILY. 

MS. NEALE: BUT I T I S PROBABLY ABOUT THE SAME AMOUNT. 

REP. O R S I N I : PER FOOT. 

MS. NEALE: PER SQUARE FOOT. 

REP. O R S I N I : PER SQUARE FOOT. 

MS. NEALE: URN NUN. 

REP. O R S I N I : OKAY, THANK YOU. 

REP. MIGLIARO: ANY OTHER QUESTIONS? THANK YOU VERY MUCH. 
GEORGE DUCANIC. 

GEORGE DUCANIC: DUCANIC. SEN. MIGLIARO, SEN. MILLER, MY NAME 
I S GEORGE DUCANIC, AND I'M REPRESENTING THE MEMBERS OF 
THE POST OF THE AMERICAN LEGION I N 
STAMFORD, AND MEMBERS OF OUR POST SUPPORT HB 5064. TO 
ESTABLISH THE DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS I N 
CONNECTICUT. WE ALSO HAVE A SMALL PENSION DRIVE AND I 
HAVE A P E T I T I O N HERE THAT I WOULD TURN OVER TO THE CHAIR 
WITN 600 RESIDENTS OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT AND ALSO 
F A I R F I E L D COUNTY. 

REP. MIGLIARO: I N SUPPORT OF THE B I L L ? 

MR. DUCANIC: I N SUPPORT OF THE B I L L . UNLESS YOU WANT THEM 
TO COME AND T E S T I F Y , AND I SAID I WOULD TAKE CARE OF I T . 

REP. MIGLIARO: I'M GLAD YOU TOLD THEM NO. GEES. 

MR. DUCANIC: THANK YOU VERY MUCH. 

REP. MIGLIARO: I T WOULD BE HELL TO S I T THEM ALL DOWN AT THE 
TABLE AT ONE TIME, BECAUSE THAT I S WHAT -- I THANK YOU 
VERY MUCH. ANY QUESTIONS? THANK YOU. GEE. THANK YOU 
FOR SMALL FAVORS. I THINK WE OUGHT TO CALL A S P E C I A L 
MEETING AND HAVE THEM ALL COME UP HERE JUST TO FIND OUT I F 
YOU ARE TE L L I N G THE TRUTH. BOB FAUCHER. DID I PRONOUNCE 
I T RIGHT? 
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BOB FAUCHER: No. 
REP. MIGLIARO: I f i g u r e d . 
MR. FAUCHER: Bob Faucher, Rep. M i g l i a r o . Good Frenchman. 

Good afternoon, my name i s Bob Faucher, and I'm from 
Mancnester. I would l i k e to a d d r e s s . b i l l 5064. I n J u l y , 
19 71, I came home to Connecticut from Vietnam. 1 I came 
oack nome to a confused and uncaring nation whose main way 
to handling Vietnam was to ignore i t s veterans. Well, 
tney didn't e x a c t l y ignore us. They t r e a t e d us as i f we 
had done something wrong. I t should be remembered that i f 
the war was r i g h t , or wrong, we served our country because 
i t asked us or t o l d us to. 
F i n a l l y , America has paid a t t e n t i o n to us, the Vietnam 
veterans and i t i s not j u s t because i t i s r i g h t and 
t r a d i t i o n a l to help war veterans, but because we have 
fought for i t . T h i s time there i s no question that we 
nave fought f o r our r i g h t s . We served America when 
America needed us, and we ask 

REP. MIGLIARO: We don't mean to i n t e r r u p t you, s i r , i t i s 
somebody. Go ahead, w e ' l l get them l i g h t s or no l i g h t s . 
Keep going. 

MR. FAUCHER: We served America when America needed us. 
Now we ask, now we i n s i s t that America serves us, when we 
need them. What has Connecticut done for Vietnam vets ? 
Unfortunately not much. Connecticut has a law t h a t 
Vietnan v e t s cannot be d i s c r i m i n a t e d against when seeking 
employment. Unfortunately t h i s b i l l i s nothing but a law 
on paper. I know of no time that t h i s law was ever 
enforced. And I know pe r s o n a l l y that I did not get 
(ina d i b l e ) j o b s , a job which I was w e l l q u a l i f i e d f o r , 
simply because I happen to be a Vietnam veteran. 
The proposed s t a t e Department of Veterans A f f a i r s would 
not j u s t be f o r Vietnam Veterans nor should i t be. 
Unfortunately, I doubt there would be any question a t a l l 
of e s t a b l i s h i n g i t i f the Vietnam legacy did not e x i s t and 
a great d e a l , i f not the m a j o r i t y of the b e n e f i t s go to 
Vietnam veterans. I n regards to Connecticut, i t i s a 
disgrace for t h i s great s t a t e , i t makes us laugh, an 
average f e d e r a l veteran expenditures. I t i s a d i s g r a c e . 
I t i s our e l e c t e d s t a t e government's r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to 
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FAUCHER: (CONTINUED) 
RESOLVE TNI S DISGRACE. CONNECTICUT NEEDS AND HAS AN 
OOLIGATION TO E S T A B L I S H A STATE DEPARTMENT of VETERANS 
AFFAIRS. AS I SAID, THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS WOULD NOT JUST BE FOR VIETNAM VETERANS NOR I S I T 
JUST NEEDED FOR VIETNAM VETERANS. WORLD WAR I I VETERANS, 
RFE NAVE THEM I N TNE LATTER YEARS of L I F E . THEY HAVE THEN 
T.NE NEED TNE ASSISTANCE FOR THE STATE TO ADVISE TO MAKE 
SURE TNAT THEY ARE KEPT. 

MANY WORLD WAR I I VETERANS HELP THEIR CONNECTICUT TO ONE 
OF THE F I N E S T STATES I N TH I S GREAT NATION. LET US NOT 
RORGET I F I T wasn'T FOR THEM, CONNECTICUT, OR A FREE 
AMERICA, WOULDN'T E X I S T . WE OWE THEM AT LEAST HELP 
Knowing WNAT TNEIR ENTITLEMENTS ARE AND WHERE AND NOW TO 
RECEIVE THEM. KOREAN VETERANS ALSO CAME HOME TO A COUNTRY 
AND A STATE TNAT PERFERRED JUST TO IGNORE THEM. KOREAN 
VETERANS CHOSE NOT TO IGNORE AMERICA. MANY CONNECTICUT 
VETERANS ALSO HELP TO BUILD TNIS NUTMEG STATE INTO ONE OF 
THE GREATEST STATES I N TNE NATION. 

I T I S PAST TIME FOR CONNECTICUT TO STOP IGNORING I T S 
OBLIGATIONS TO I T S VETERANS. WE NEED A STATE DEPARTMENT 
OF VETERANS A F F A I R S . WE NEED A STRONG STATE GOVERNMENT 
BODY TO BE OUR ADVOCATE. WE ARE ONE OF THE MOST 
FINANCIALLY SECURE STATES I N THE UNION AND SHOULD NOT BE 
THE LAST I N TNE VETERANS RECEIVING TNEIR ENTITLEMENTS 
UNDER THE VETERANS LAW. I T I S YOUR R E S P O N S I B I L I T Y AS 
ELECTED REPRESENTATIVES I N CONNECTICUT TO MAKE SURE THE 
CIRCUMSTANCES DO NOT CONTINUE TO E X I S T . A STATE VETERANS 
AGENCY CAN STRONGLY HELP TO MAKE SURE THIS DISGRACEFUL 
SITUATION I S REVERSED. AS AN AMERICAN VETERAN AND NOT 
JUST AS A VIETNAM VETERAN, I ASK, NO, I PLEAD, PLEASE GO 
BACK TO THE FULL LEGISLATURE WITH A FIRM RECOMMENDATION 
AND A STRONG PUSH TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS A F F A I R S . 

VETERANS of ALL WARS WERE THERE WHEN YOU NEEDED US. WELL, 
NOW, MANY of US NEED YOU. MAKE 1986 THE YEAR THAT 
CONNECTICUT DOES MORE TNAN JUST P O L I T E L Y RECOGNIZE I T S 
VETERANS S E R V I C E AND HELPS US. CONNECTICUT SHOULD 
ESTABLISH A STATE DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS AND I T 
JUST MAKES SENSE TNAT TNE VETERANS HAVE A STATE DEPARTMENT 
FULLY AND STRONGLY ACTING AS I T S ADVOCATE. TNANK YOU VERY 
MUCN. 
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REP. MIGLIARO: Thank you, Bob, i t was w e l l s a i d . And as 
I think as you look up here you are looking at many 
veterans who served i n d i f f e r e n t areas, and I am glad that 
you mentioned Korean veterans because as I think you know, 
Korean veterans went table and v o c a l , and I ' l l t e l l 
you, many of them were s l i g h t e d when they came back from 
Korea too, and I am glad to see i n your testimony that you 
included a l l members of tne armed f o r c e s , regardless of 
wftat war they served i n i n defensive of t h e i r country. 
And I agree. I l i k e the words. I wish you would leave 
your statement. There, there i s a copy for our 
committee. Could you leave t h a t . Any questions from the 
committee? Thank you very much, Bob. 

MR. FAUCHER: Thank you. 
REP. MIGLIARO: I ' l l bet you I get t h i s one r i g h t . John 

Roberto. 
JOHN ROBERTO: Mr. Chairman, members of the P u o l i c Safety 

Committee. My name i s Jonn Roberto, and I'm Chairman of 
tne L e g i s l a t i v e Committee of tne American Legion, 
Department of Connecticut. My message w i l l only take one 
minutes, by tne way. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Take your time. That was only for l e g i s l a t o r s . 
We don't care about the p u b l i c . I t was j u s t the 
l e g i s l a t o r s t h a t had --

MR. ROBERTO: The American Legion c e r t a i n l y approves the 
concept of House B i l l 5Q64? The concept of e s t a b l i s h i n g 
an O f f i c e of Veterans A f f a i r s , they w i l l a d v ise, a s s i s t 
and i f necessary a v a i l a b l e to represent veterans, and 
t h e i r dependents i n obtaining f e d e r a l b e n e f i t s from the 
Veterans A d m i n i s t r a t i o n . The American Legion does 
strongly f e e l t h a t such an o f f i c e should have - - i n f r i n g e 
or attempt to replace the work of s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s of the 
Veterans o r g a n i z a t i o n s as s t a t e d i n Section 3 of the 
proposed House B i l l 5064, cooperate with s e r v i c e 
organizations and agencies throughout the s t a t e i n 
disseminating and f u r n i s h i n g counsel and a s s i s t a n c e i n 
obtaining f e d e r a l and s t a t e b e n e f i t s . 
The American Legion would l i k e to suggest that voluntary 
committee made up of members of various veterans 
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MR. ROBERTO: (continued) 
organizations be e s t a b l i s h e d for the purpose of guiding 
and a s s i s t i n g the o f f i c e of veterans a f f a i r s . Once again, 
the American Legion c e r t a i n l y supports the concept of B i l l 
5064^ Thank you. 

R E P. MIGLIARO: John, I know that concept was coming out, and 
I don't think and I think the committee w i l l agree, once 
the Veterans A f f a i r s Commission i s on board, I would think 
that the D i r e c t o r would look i n that v e i n . We'd l i k e to 
-- delete t h a t as a matter of record, and think i n those 
l i n e s of g e t t i n g a s s i s t a n c e from — we do recommend i t , I 
think a t our hearings t h a t we had. You were there. And 
t h i s suggested maybe a 100 or more i n d i v i d u a l s out there 
as s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s around the s t a t e who can a s s i s t t h i s 
group to give the Veterans a d i r e c t one on one s e r v i c e . 

MR. ROBERTO: (ina u d i b l e ) for 35 y e a r s . 
REP. MIGLIARO: I know, John, and I know (inaudible) too. 

Any members have any questions? J u s t a minute, John. 
Rep. A n a s t a s i a . 

REP. ANASTASIA: J u s t a comment i f I may, Mr. Chairman. 
I would j u s t l i k e to commend John Roberto and many others 
who have given a great deal of time and e f f o r t to a s s i s t 
t h i s committee i n a p r o j e c t that I f e e l i s so necessary. 
I would j u s t l i k e to extend our thanks and a p p r e c i a t i o n , 
John. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Don't go away. I want those papers, 
( i n a u d i b l e ) . I'm going to make w r i t e r s out of you 
f e l l o w s . I'm probably going to w r i t e a book. 

MR. ROBERT: (i n a u d i b l e ) knew that l a s t night. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Oh, r e a l l y ? Some l e g i s l a t o r s take a month 

to do t h a t . That's only a pun. We've got good 
l e g i s l a t o r s here. Edward Bogus. Did I say i t r i g h t ? 
Stephen P r i t z , d id he leave too? PRITZ, I b e l i e v e . Those 
are the kinds of testimony that I l i k e , you know, r e a l 
f a s t . Joyce Wojtas. ,\n ^ / / 

JOYCE WOJTAS: Good afternoon, Mr. Chairpeople and members of 
the committee. My name i s Joyce Wojtas and I am Director 
of L e g i s l a t i v e R e l a t i o n s for the Connecticut Construction 
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M R . CROOK: (continued) 
$15 i n 1980. I n 1982 the FBI began charging $12 for 
f i n g e r p r i n t processing. So the t o t a l cost today for the 
procedure of ac q u i r i n g a s t a t e permit and most people have 
a s t a t e permit i n i t i a l l y i s $42. Chiefs of p o l i c e are 
required to i n v e s t i g a t e the a p p l i c a n t , but most of the 
work i s done by the a p p l i c a n t . In addition to a t e s t i n g 
no drug, no a l c o h o l , p s y c h i a t r i c or other problems, he 
submits three l e t t e r s of recommendation --

REP. MIGLIARO: Bob, I don't want to i n t e r r u p t you. I'm 
going to make a l i t t l e statement. I ' l l t e l l you why. 
I've been informed t h a t h a l f the l i g h t s went o f f . 
( I n a u d i b l e ) . 

M R . CROOK: A l l we r e a l l y want, we want a low fee s t r u c t u r e 
so that we can get people who require permits, permits so 
that there w i l l be compliance with the law. 

R E P . MIGLIARO: ( I n a u d i b l e ) . 
M R . CROOK: To r a i s e the fees i s not going to be compliant. 

You're going to have more problems with gun c o n t r o l than 
you do r i g h t now. 

R E P . MIGLIARO: I thank you. Questions? ( I n a u d i b l e ) . June. 
M S . JUNE WILLINZ: For the record, Mr. Chairman, i t ' s a great 

p r i v i l e g e to be here. I'm here i n s e v e r a l c a p a c i t i e s . 
I'm the E x e c u t i v e Dire c t o r of the American Veterans 
Committee, and I'm a l s o the autnor of Women Veterans, 
America's Forgotten Heroines. That's the reason for the 
book and t h a t ' s the reason I'm here p r i m a r i l y , i s to not 
only endorse Number 5064 to preserve a Department of 
Veterans A f f a i r s , but to endorse one, that i s adequately 
funded, t h a t i s number one. Number two, I would l i k e to 
emphasize something very, very important. 
I was very heartened to hear you t a l k about the womens' 
component and to get your wholehearted support. I t has 
been to be done i n a c e r t a i n way. Women veterans have 
been a forgotten population i n our country. 

REP. MIGLIARO: I grant you. 
MS. WILLINZ: They are l e s s than 2% of the population. They 
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WILLINZ: ( c o n t i n u e d ) 
are now or t n e v e t e r a n s p o p u l a t i o n . They a r e now 
a p p r o x i m a t e l y 4% or tne p o p u l a t i o n . 

REP. MIGLIARO: N a t i o n w i d e ? 

I»13. WILLINZ; N a t i o n w i d e . I'm t a l k i n g n a t i o n w i d e , and I assume 
what's n a t i o n w i d e i s p r o b a o l y as t r u e f o r C o n n e c t i c u t a s 
any o t h e r s t a t e . F u r t h e r m o r e , s u r p r i s i n g l y enough, women 
v e t e r a n s a r e t h e f a s t e s t growing segment of the v e t e r a n s 
p o p u l a t i o n . 

Now one of the r e a s o n s why women v e t e r a n s have f a l l e n 
through t n e c r a c k s i s b e c a u s e they have been t h i s v e r y 
s m a l l p e r c e n t a g e of the v e t e r a n s p o p u l a t i o n , so t h a t when 
s e r v i c e s and whenever b e n e f i t s programs a r e d e s i g n e d , 
e t c . , t h e y have f a l l e n to the bottom because of t h e i r 
s m a l l numbers. 

A s u r v e y t h a t was done f o r tne V e t e r a n s A d m i n i s t r a t i o n 
l a s t y e a r , t h e L o u i s H a r r i s s u r v e y , i t was the f i r s t 
s e r i o u s d a t a c o l l e c t i o n on women v e t e r a n s , found t h a t 
women v e t e r a n s were way be h i n d --

REP. MIGLIARO: E x c u s e me a minute. ( I n a u d i b l e ) c l o s e t h a t 
door or t e l l tnem t o keep q u i e t out t h e r e , p l e a s e , to show 
some r e s p e c t i n h e r e . I'm s o r r y , ma'am. There a r e a l o t 
or loudmouths out t h e r e t h a t a r e t e s t i f y i n g out t n e r e when 
they s n o u l d nave oeen doing i t i n h e r e . 

MS. WILLINZ: Women v e t e r a n s a r e way b e h i n d men v e t e r a n s 
wnen i t comes to tne use of the v e t e r a n s b e n e f i t 
programs. Not o n l y do they f a l l b e h i n d s t a t i s t i c a l l y , 
t h e i r l e v e l of aw a r e n e s s of t h o s e programs has now been 
snown to be way b e h i n d . So many women v e t e r a n s , not the 
ones h e r e , and I have been v e r y h e a r t e n e d by t h e i r 
t e s t i m o n y , don't even i d e n t i f y a s v e t e r a n s . 

I t i s v e r y i m p o r t a n t , i f you a r e t r y i n g to r e a c h women 
v e t e r a n s , you s e t up t h i s department of v e t e r a n s a f f a i r s , 
t n a t t h e r e may be a womens' component, not j u s t a womens' 
s e r v i c e o f f i c e r , b u t someone, p r e f e r a b l y , I t h i n k a woman 
v e t e r a n , who would be r e s p o n s i b l e f o r and committed t o t h e 
s e r v i c i n g of t h e women v e t e r a n s i n your s t a t e . 

By the way I want t o commend the S t a t e of C o n n e c t i c u t 
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MS. WILLINZ: ( c o n t i n u e d ) 
oecause I t h i n k i t i s one of the few s t a t e s i n the union 
t n a t nas a women v e t e r a n ' s t a s k f o r c e . I ' v e been around 
tne c o u n t r y . I ' v e oeen i n v e t e r a n ' s i s s u e s f o r over 20 
y e a r s , and t n i s i s one of tne v e r y few s t a t e s t n a t nas a 
women v e t e r a n s t a s k f o r c e , so I'm v e r y p l e a s e d . I'm happy 
to say I'm going to meet w i t h them l a t e r . 

But I want to emphasize t n a t f i r s t of a l l , I nope t h a t 
t n i s b i l l w i l l be p a s s e d . 

KEP. MIGLIARO: I t w i l l be. 

MS. WILLINZ: Good. S e c o n d l y , I hope t h a t a s you d e s i g n i t , 
t n a t you w i l l keep i n t n i s i n mind -- i n o t h e r words, i t 
j u s t c a n ' t be e q u a l i n the s e n s e t h a t the women v e t e r a n s 
now need s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n b e c a u s e they have f a l l e n way 
behind i n t h e i r use of v e t e r a n ' s s e r v i c e s . And we've a l s o 
round from a r e c e n t s t u d y t h a t my o r g a n i z a t i o n h a s done, 
for example, t h a t the women v e t e r a n s have f a l l e n b e h i n d , 
even tne g e n e r a l women's p o p u l a t i o n , we found t h a t i n 
employment, i t i s v e r y u r g e n t t n a t women v e t e r a n s be 
brought i n t o t h e ma i n s t r e a m o f the v e t e r a n ' s p o p u l a t i o n 
and to have t h e e q u a l a c c e s s to s e r v i c e t h a t t h e i r war 
time s e r v i c e e n t i t l e d them t o . 

So t h a t i s my p l e a . I have a w r i t t e n s t a t e m e n t --

REP. MIGLIARO: We would l i k e i t i f you'd l e a v e i t w i t h t h e 
c l e r k . But one t n i n g I want to be s u r e o f . I t h i n k John 
made a s t a t e m e n t e a r l i e r , he j u s t went o u t , on t h e r e he i s 
oack t h e r e , and I t h i n k t h a t when tne commission i s 
fo r m u l a t e d , I t h i n k t h e i n t e n t i o n i s to g e t p e o p l e 
i n v o l v e d of t h e v e t e r a n o r g a n i z a t i o n s i n a d v i s o r y c a p a c i t y 
to t h i s v e t e r a n ' s a f f a i r s committee, and I n o t o n l y know, 
out I want to emphasize t h a t , we've oeen informed t h a t 
t h e r e i s a women's v e t e r a n s t a s k f o r c e , I'm s u r e they w i l l 
oe i n c l u d e d i n any f u t u r e e n d e a v o r s on b e h a l f of v e t e r a n s 
i n e n i s s t a t e . 

WILLINZ: May I add j u s t one p o s t s c r i p t t o t n i s . The 
V e t e r a n s A d m i n i s t r a t i o n two y e a r s ago s e t up an a d v i s o r y 
committee on women v e t e r a n s n a t i o n a l l y . I happen to be a 
member of t h a t committee. I n t r y i n g to g e t tne VA 
H o s p i t a l s y s t e m t o oe r e s p o n s i v e to the m e d i c a l needs of 
women v e t e r a n s , --
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REP. MIGLIARO: That's f e d e r a l . 
MS. WILLINZ: I know i t ' s f e d e r a l . But I j u s t want to 

indicate t h at they s e t up a s p e c i a l women's coordinator i n 
each h o s p i t a l , so I am j u s t suggesting that that might be 
some kind of B i b l e , not wanting to suggest that 
(inaudible) but t h a t there d e f i n i t e l y be someone 
designated to focus, not j u s t to s e r v i c e , but to focus on 
women veterans. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Well, I think we've got to creep before we 
walk. I know the i n t e n t i o n and what the i n t e n t i s for the 
veterans' a f f a i r s committee and we can go f a r a f i e l d on 
many other things they can do, ( i n a u d i b l e ) , seek out those 
b e n e f i t s f o r our veterans and to ( i n a u d i b l e ) , man or 
woman. A veteran i s a veteran i n our book. And t h i s 
committee w i l l be a v a i l a b l e f o r botn of them. 
I know, Joe. Would you l i k e to say something? What are 
you getting red f o r ? Are you embarassed? You think that 
women veter a n s , you can't to them l i k e an equal? I think 
we can t a l k as equals as veterans. I mean, I did with the 
veterans I was involved w i t h . We used to t a l k a l o t . Any 
guestions? Thank you very much. Please leave your 
statement. Mr. Mordente. 

MR. JACK MORDENTE: Good afternoon, gentlemen, I'm Jack 
Mordente. I'm Direct o r of Veterans' A f f a i r s a t Southern 
Connecticut State U n i v e r s i t y . I served i n the Army from 
1970 to 1974, and I hope, Rep. M i g l i a r o , you won't hold 
that against me. Some of my best f r i e n d s are Marines. 
I'm a l s o Chairman of the Connecticut Vietnam Herbicide 
Information Commission, a member of the Connecticut Women 
Veteran's Task Force, a member of the DAV and Vietnam 
Veterans of America. 
The i s s u e I r a i s e i s not should Connecticut e s t a b l i s h a 
state o f f i c e , but rather how much money i s needed to 
achieve the purpose as i s ou t l i n e d i n ̂ 064. I t ' s proposed 
that $250,000 be given. Governor O'Neill has a l l o c a t e d 
$100,000. I suggest that $100,000 i s not enough and that 
$250,000 may be enough f o r the f i r s t year, but however I 
suspect t h a t what we're going to f i n d out i s t h a t more 
money i s needed, and as an example, by the year 2000, 63% 
of a l l males over the age of 65 w i l l be veterans. 
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MORDENTE: (continued) 
What that means i s that two out of three e l d e r l y males 
w i l l be e l i g i b l e f o r VA h o s p i t a l care a t tnat time. 
. MIGLIARO: And females? 
MORDENTE: And females. As you are aware a large portion 
of any budget or any department budget i s made up of s t a f f 
s a l a r i e s . 5064 c a l l s for a s t a f f of not l e s s than 8 
people. Tne i n i t i a l study that tne Public Safety 
Committee did c a l l e d f or 8 people and commissioner who 
would be one of the s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s , f i v e otners from 
eacn Congressional d i s t r i c t , witn a c l e r k and a 
se c r e t a r y . 
I propose t n a t tnere be 10 employees. They are, 
commissioner, deputy commissioner, s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s , 
representing eacn Congressional d i s t r i c t , a s e c r e t a r y and 
a c l e r k . The commissioner would not act as one of the 
se r v i c e o f f i c e r s . You can ask DAV, VFW, American Legion 
s e r v i c e o f f i c e about tne amount of time and e f f o r t t n a t 
goes in t o being a s e r v i c e o f f i c e r and having a case load 
witn veterans. I t ' s overwhelming. 
The Commissioner must have the a b i l i t y to manage 
e f f e c t i v e l y t n i s operation, okay. He must be able to 
function as a manager, develop and maintain c l o s e working 
r e l a t i o n s witn not only the VA, but witn a l l veterans 
s e r v i c e o r g a n i z a t i o n s througnout the s t a t e Connecticut and 
ne must keep abreast of l o c a l , s t a t e and n a t i o n a l i s s u e s 
so that he can make us aware of tnat here i n Connecticut. 
Tne Deputy Commission would a s s i s t the commissioner and 
have one very important s p e c i a l duty winning veterans. 
You a l l know aoout Gobernor O'Neill's winning Veterans 
Task Force. Our report was published on February 5, and 
i t snows t n a t Connecticut's approximately 16,000 veterans 
nave been s o r e l y neglected. Tnere are three other s t a t e s , 
New York, New J e r s e y and Massachusetts who nave Stat e 
Department's of Veteran's A f f a i r s who have c u r r e n t l y added 
s t a f f to deal with t n i s i s s u e . 
Connecticut nas the opportunity to l e a r n from these other 
s t a t e s and so I nope we do t h a t . Tne s i x s e r v i c e o f f i c e r s 
would be responsible for the du t i e s as out l i n e d i n the 
b i l l . I recommend that they l i v e i n and work out of each 
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M R # MORDENTE: (continued) 
congressional d i s t r i c t . I'm sure arrangements can be made 
with i n eacn d i s t r i c t to house these people. The VA houses 
people up here i n 450 Main S t r e e t . And then, of course, a 
s e c r e t a r y and a c l e r k . Governor 0 1 N e i l l and the General 
Assembly nave the opportunity to pass l e g i s l a t i o n w i t h i n 
the program t n a t w i l l f i r s t and foremost enhances the 
l i v e s of a l l veterans i n the State of Connecticut. 
Tnis opportunity comes a t a time when Graham, Rudmann and 
Hollings Act i s going to wreck havoc with veterans i n the 
country and i n Connecticut. And we can go into d e t a i l 
aDOUt t h a t , but t h a t ' s not the purpose or t n i s hearing. 
You can design a program that i s underfunded and 
improperly s t a f f e d t n a t w i l l f u nction l i k e some other 
oureauracies and that would be a d i s s e r v i c e to veterans. 
We can do i t r i g h t using the guidance of our veteran 
leaders i n Connecticut and from tne knowledge we gain from 
the other 36 veterans' departments around the country. 
I thank you f o r the opportunity. 

HEP. MIGLIARO: Are you going to leave that statement? 
MR. MORDENTE: Yes, I am. 
REP. MIGLIARO: We would appreciate i t . Thank you very much, 

but I can assure you i t wasn't our i n t e n t i o n to make tne 
d i r e c t o r an a c t i v e one. But what do we want a d i r e c t o r 
f o r , we have to name somebody. Don't f o r g e t , we're coming 
i n with a package that w i l l oe acceptable. And we're 
t r y i n g to come i n with one that makes a reasonable amount 
of expenditure of $250,000 and you're r i g h t . Next year 
that agency, l i k e another agency can say the workload i s 
getting neavy, w i l l have to come i n and request more. 
And I don't nave to t e l l you, once an agency s t a r t s , i t 
expands. We're not about to make t h i s a p o l i t i c a l 
appointment with commissioners and deputy commissioners. 
There's a c e r t a i n amount of i n d i v i d u a l s i n the s t a t e t n a t 
r e a l l y want to get tnat t i d e , get that money. That's not 
our i n t e n t i o n . 
We're looking for tne b e n e f i t of the veterans i n the s t a t e 
and those who are dedicated, r e a l l y want to serve on t h i s 
commission, serve and except the t i t l e and accept the 
amount of money. I f they don't, the H e l l with them. L e t . 
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REt>. MIGLIARO: (continued) 
' tnem go someplace e l s e . Okay. Let ' s have your 

testimony. Thank you. 
REP. ADAMO: Mr. Chairman. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Go ahead, Mr. Adamo. 
REP. ADAMO: I t h i n k -- j u s t for the sake of c l a r i t y -- the 

$250,000 r e a l l y represents a h a l f year. 
REP. MIGLIARO: (inaudible) 
REP. ADAMO: I t s t a r t s January --
REP. MIGLIARO: -- double t h a t the next year. 
MR. MORDENTE: I n r e a l i t y i t ' s a $500,000 f o r a f u l l year. 
REP. MIGLIARO: But we get caught on a l l the c o s t s , -- t h a t ' s 

why $100,000 i s n ' t f e a s i b l e . Okay. Let's t r y with the 
next one, J i l l , i s that what you said? 

MS. J I L L MITCHELL: Good morning, Good afternoon, I'm s o r r y . 
My name i s J i l l M i t c h e l l , I'm a nurse and I *m a V i e t Nam 
Veteran. I've been a c t i v e with Veterans' concerns since 
1980. I am the v i c e c h a i r of the R i v e r s i d e Commission. I 
Deiong to (in a u d i b l e ) and I head two committees for them 
and I cu r r e n t the c h a i r of the Task Force for Veterans. I 
want to tnank you for the work you've done to e s t a o l i s h 
t h i s department and t e l l you that I , l i k e everybody e l s e 
here wholehardly supported --

Unfortunately, I do think tnere are some problems with the 
way the D i l l i s designed and they are b a s i c a l l y the same 
as everybody e l s e has s a i d t h i s morning. The d i r e c t o r i s 
90ing to have enough work to do without being a s e r v i c e 
o f f i c e r . J u s t the work of coordinating, teaching, 
designing programs, doing outreach and supervising for 
q u a l i t y assurance w i l l be more than one person can 
handle. 
As the Cnair of the Womens Task Force, i want to thank the 
members tn a t I've met of the Public Safety Commitee and 
tor wnats gone on here t h i s morning. And your assurances 
that women w i l l be included i n t h i s p r o j e c t . I do f e e l 
strongly that the p o s i t i o n of a womens coordinator should 
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MITCHELL: (CONTINUED) 
DE A SEPARATE POSITION. I NAVE A COPY OF A REPORT THAT WE 
-JUST PUT TOGETNER. I T HAS GONE I N THE MAIL. I T WAS 
DELIVERED TO THE MAILROOM FOR EVERYBODY I N THE GENERAL 
ASSEMBLY TO GET ONE, BUT I ' L L PUT THAT I N TODAY SO I CAN 
SEE YOU HAVE I T . I WANT TO SAY THAT THE WORK OF A WOMEN 
VETERAN COORDINATOR WILL BE ESS E N T I A L L Y BE BREAKING NEW 
GROUND. THERE ARE PEOPLE I N THI S STATE AND OTHERS 
INCLUDING THE VA ADVISORY TASK FORCE LOBBY AND COMMITTEE 
ON WOMEN VETERANS WHO BE WILLING TO HELP. 

BUT I N R E A L I T Y , THERE ARE NO ROLE MODELS AND NO ALREADY 
ALREADY ORGANIZED PLAN OR APPROACH. T H I S COORDINATOR WILL 
HAVE TO LEARN F I R S T . WE'11 HAVE TO HELP THE VA HOSPITALS 
BECOME WILLING AND ABLE TO DEAL MORE E F F E C T I V E L Y WITH 
WOMEN VETERANS. WE'11 HAVE TO ENLIGHTEN THE SE R V I C E 
OFFICERS ON THE NEEDS OF WOMEN VETERANS AND WE'11 HAVE TO 
BE AVAILABLE TO ALL WOMEN VETERANS I N THE STATE. 

FINALLY, T H I S PERSON WILL HAVE TO DO OUTREACH. WOMEN 
VETERANS HAVE BEEN IGNORED FOR TOO LONG FOR US TO 
REASONABLY EXPTECT THAT JUST BECAUSE WE ARE NOW WILLING TO 
NELP THEM, THEY WILL BE WILLING TO COME TO US. THE 
CREATION OF THE DEPARTMENT I S NOT NECESSARILY MEAN THINGS 
WILL IMPROVE FOR WOMEN. FINALLY, I'D L I K E TO COMMENT ON 
TWO STATEMENTS THAT I HEARD REPEATEDLY RECENTLY. 

AND I'M SORRY, MR. CHAIRMAN, ONE OF THE STATEMENTS I S ONE 
THAT YOU JUST MADE, A VETERAN I S A VETERAN. THAT'S A 
WONDERFUL VIEWPOINT, BUT I T DOES NOT MEAN THAT 
AUTOMATICALLY THE S P E C I A L NEEDS OF WOMEN VETERANS WILL BE 
DEALT WITH. I -- WHEN I STARTED TH I S TASK FORCE, WAS NOT 
AWARE THERE WERE ANY S P E C I A L NEEDS FOR WOMEN VETERANS. 

REP. MIGLIARO: THERE ARE S P E C I A L NEEDS FOR ALL VETERANS I N 
THIS STATE. 

MS. MITCHELL: YES, I KNOW, BUT THERE ARE S P E C I A L NEEDS FOR 
WOMEN TNAT ARE DIFFERENT. 

REP. MIGLIARO: I'M NOT DISPUTING THAT. 

MS. MITCHELL: I ' V E ALSO BEEN TOLD RECENTLY THAT SINCE THE 
PERMANENT COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN I S THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE COMPONENT OF THE TASK FORCE THAT THEY 
SHOULD BE L E F T TO DO FOR WOMEN VETERANS. I WANT TO SAY TO 
THAT, I JOINED THE ARMY BECAUSE T H I S COUNTRY WAS AT WAR. 
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M S # MITCHELL: (CONTINUED) 

I'M A NURSE AND I THOUGHT I COULD BE USEFUL. I ALSO COME 
FROM A FAMILY WITH A NISTORY OF SERVICE TO OUR COUNTRY. 
WOMEN AS WELL AS MEN. I WAS BORN A WOMAN, OUT I CHOSE TO 
BE A VET. PLEASE NONOR MY S E R V I C E AND THE S E R V I C E OF ALL 
MY FELLOW VETERANS. 

REP. MIGLIARO: TNANK YOU. ARE YOU GOING TO LEAVE TNAT STATE­
MENT WITN US AS WELL AS THE OTHER? ANY QUESTIONS? 

RTEP. FUSCAS: YES, ONE QUESTION NERE. 

REP. MIGLIARO: REP. FUSCAS. 

REP. FUSCAS: H I , J I L L . VERY NICE TO S E E YOU AGAIN. YOU 
ADDRESS S P E C I A L NEEDS FOR WOMEN VETERANS, AND YOU SAID 
BEFORE YOU SERVED ON THE TASK FORCE THAT YOU WEREN 1T AWARE 
OF TNESE S P E C I A L NEEDS. CAN YOU ENLIGHTEN US AND T E L L US 
A L I T T L E B I T ABOUT WHAT THESE S P E C I A L NEEDS ARE? 

MS. MITCHELL: FROM TNINGS AS SIMPLE AS NO T O I L E T F A C I L I T I E S 
IN VET CENTERS FOR WOMEN. AS SIMPLE AS NO SHOWER 
F A C I L I T I E S I N VA HOSPITALS FOR WOMEN. AS SIMPLE AS THE 
FACT THAT WOMEN WHEN THEY SIGN INTO A NURSING HOME, THEY 
ARE NOT ASKED I F THEY ARE VETERANS, THEREFORE, NOBODY 1S 
EVEN GOING TO KNOW AND F I L E A CLAIM FOR THEM. TNINGS AS 
SIMPLE AS WHEN WOMEN REGISTER I N THE STATE OR MOVE INTO 
THE STATE OR COME BACK TO THE STATE, THEY ARE NOT ASKED 
THEIR VETERAN * S STATUS AND CONSEQUENTLY DO NOT GET 
VETERAN * S TAXES ON THE FORM FOR THEIR PROPERTY TAX 
EXEMPTION. 

BUT BECAUSE THEIR NAME I S NOW MILLER INSTEAD OF MISKELL, 
TNEY DON'T -- THEY CAN'T TRACK THAT AND THEY CAN'T FIND 
TNEM. THEY'RE NOT ASKING TOR MAIDEN NAMES. 

REP. MIGLIARO: I F I MAY AT T H I S POINT, WE CAN GET ON, REP. 
FUSCAS. SNE ANSWERED YOUR QUESTION. WE'RE NERE TO 
ADDRESS 506 AND WE JUST WANT TO GET A YES OR NO ON TNAT 
AND CO TOUCH ON TNAT. BUT WE'RE GOING FAR A F I E L D NERE. 
THANK YOU. CHRIS -- CHRIS, I DON'T WANT TO RUIN YOUR NAME. 
YOU CAN'T READ TNESE TNINGS, TNEY'RE BAD. I'M SORRY, GO 
AHEAD, CHRIS. 

CHRIS PANIOTQ: My NAME I S CHRIS PANIOTO AND I'M HERE AS A 
REPRESENTATIVE OF TNE V I E T NAM VETERANS OF AMERICAN, 
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M R . PANIOTO: (continued) 
Connecticut chapter 120 speaking on r a i s e d committee b i l l 
5064. My chapter as a member of the Connecticut Veterans 
C o a l i t i o n Forum and the Connecticut (inaudible) 
C o a l i t i o n i s deeply concerned witn Veterans a f f a i r s i n our 
s t a t e . Connecticut should be note, i t ranks l a s t i n every 
f e d e r a l Veteran expenditure of $596 per Veteran. We 
support tne formation of the Department of Veterans' 
A f f a i r s and f e e l t h a t such an agency i s long overdue. 
Not that a s t a t e department dedicated to helping Veterans 
of a l l wars f i n d t n e i r entitlements under Veterans' law, 
i t i s becoming a r e a l i t y . DVA chapter 120 has a few 
s p e c i f i c concerns that we would l i k e to address a t t h i s 
time. With regard to the p o s i t i o n of d i r e c t o r of the 
department, we f e e l tne d i r e c t o r should not be an a c t i v e 
s e r v i c e o f f i c e r , as wording i n the working d r a f t of t h i s 
D i l l i m p l i e s . I n i t s infancy the agency w i l l need the 
f u l l a t t e n t i o n of the department head i n formulating 
d i r e c t i o n s . 
This we b e l i e v e w i l l insure a long and prosperous l i f e f o r 
tne department. I n the area of appointing a d i r e c t o r , DVA 
Chapter 120 i s very concerned a t t h i s point i t may become 
a t o o l f o r p o l i t i c i a n s looking to repay p o l i t i c a l 
supporters. Should the p o s i t i o n of d i r e c t o r of t h i s 
department become a p o l i t i c a l scam, only the Veteran w i l l 
s u f f e r . As V i e t Nam Veterans we would a l s o l i k e to point 
out that h i s t o r i c a l l y q u a l i f i e d V i e t Nam Veterans have 
suffered when appointments such as t h i s have been made. 
Since V i e t Nam Veterans are l i s t e d as m i n o r i t i e s under the 
A f f i r m a t i v e Action Law i n t h i s country, we b e l i e v e t h i s 
appointment should go to a q u a l i f i e d V i e t Nam Veteran. 

F i n a l l y , and of s p e c i a l concern to us as V i e t Nam Veterans 

REP. MIGLIARO: I'm stopping you a t that point so I don't lose 
what I'm t n i n k i n g . You s a i d that the -- would you go back 
one paragraph about appoint of what -- appointment as a 
d i r e c t o r . Okay, would you read that p a r t again? 

MR. PANIOTO: The whole paragraph? 
&EP MIGLIARO: I n other words, are you saying -- i s i t your 

suggestion t h a t the d i r e c t o r of t h i s commision should be a 
Viet Nam Veteran? 
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MR PANIOTO: That's r i g h t , 
R E P . MIGLIARO: And t h a t the other Veterans shouldn't be 

considered. 

MR- PANIOTO: No, I didn't say t h a t . I s a i d t h a t the d i r e c t o r 
should be a V i e t Nam Veteran. 

if \ 

R E P . MIGLIARO: A l l r i g h t , go ahead. 
MR. PANIOTO: F i n a l l y and of s p e c i a l concern to us as V i e t Nam 

Veterans we would l i k e to s t a t e you consider the i n c l u s i o n 
of a woman Veteran l i a s i s i o n i n the Department of Veterans 
A f f a i r s . Women Veterans have been ignored as t h e i r needs 
as a Veteran and t h e i r s p e c i a l problems demand a p o s i t i o n 
of a woman l i a s i s i o n i n t h i s department. The DVA wishes 
to tnank and applauds a l l those who have worked to the 
existance of a s t a t e department of Veterans A f f a i r s . We 
would a l s o l i k e the committee and the s t a t e to know that 
we are ready to work to see that Veterans obtain what i s 
t h e i r s by law. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Thank you, any questions? 
REP. KRAWIEC: Yeah, Gene. Why do you f e e l that i t should be 

a V i e t Nam Veteran. I mean don't you f e e l you're 
d i s c r i m i n a t i n g a g a i n s t the other Veterans by a c t u a l l y j u s t 
naming one p a r t i c u l a r war? 

MR. PANIOTO: I think f o r the l a s t 40 y e a r s , the older Veterans 
have run Veterans A f f a i r s i n every agency. I b e l i e v e i t s 
time to bring i n new blood. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Forget about the blood the other guy's had, 
r i g h t ? 

MR. PANIOTO: I didn't say t h a t . I j u s t s a i d t h a t I think --
REP. MIGLIARO: I don't want to get into an argument on t h i s . 

That's -- I don't know. Any otner questions? Thank you. 
Daniel R o s e l l e . John Sherry. William Johnson. B i l l , 
f o rgive me. I shut you o f f before, you're up next. I'm 
sorry. I checked them o f f and then -- I got a l i t t l e 
f r u s t r a t e d on the l a s t one and my mind was a l i t t l e -- _ 

SB a 6 ! 
MR. WILLIAM JOHNSON: My name i s W i l l i a m Johnson. I'm 

Chief of the West Haven F i r e Department. I'm here to 
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M R . LHERI: (continued) 
you j u s t hauled them and threw them i n the back. So I've 
oeen around a l i t t l e w h i l e . But i n '60 they had i t i n 
there t h a t we used to get $50 f o r an ambulance anywhere i n 
tne s t a t e paid by the State of Connecticut on any s t a t e 
nighway. They discarded that and went to $100 f o r f i r e 
departments t o t a l l y . T h i s b i l l i s long overdue. I t ' s 
r e a l l y not very much money for our c o s t s . Cause as my 
count i s , we're an ALS u n i t with an IV7. 
We have a d d i t i o n a l c o s t s f a c t o r s t hat go in t o there. We 
only recoup. The people on the i n t e r s t a t e do not have any 
obligations to our towns. And i f you can understand what 
I'm saying i t i s that they get a statement from us for a 
donation f o r the amount that we are allowed to under the 
law and they ignore i t and there's no recourse for us to 
get i t because they're out of s t a t e . 
And nine out of ten times we don't get i t . Very few, 
there are some people out there that are very n i c e people 
and they w i l l send payment i n and re t u r n our money. But 
the g r e a t e s t case i s that we don't get i t . So these 
things are needed. With that I ' l l j u s t say that I am i n 
favor of both b i l l s and i f there's any questions. 

REP. MIGLIARO: Thank you. Any questions from the committee 
that's l e f t here? Any questions. Thank you. 

MR. LHERI: Thank you. 
REP. MIGLIARO: Sam McClure. That don't look l i k e no Sam 

MS. SAM MC CLURE: Yes s i r . You don't know me. I t a l k very 
f a s t so t h i s w i l l be b r i e f . My name i s Sam McClure. I 
represent Connecticut National Organization for Women. 
And we f u l l y support the i n t e n t of e s t a b l i s h i n g a 
Department of Veterans A f f a i r s and want to urge the 
committee to extend t h i s b i l l to s p e c i f i c a l l y include a 
po s i t i o n responsible for i s s u e s a f f e c t i n g women Veterans. 

According to the womens Veterans task f o r c e , and the 
Permanent Commission on the Status of Women, there are 
approximately 16,000 women Veterans i n Connecticut who 
have unique needs which have not been adequately addressed 
in the past or i n the present. A strong i n d i c a t i o n of 
t h i s i s the very f a c t t h a t women Veterans were not included 

to me. 
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M s. MC CLURE: (continued) i n t h i s b i l l . Reports from the f e d e r a l government 
indicat e t n a t many organizations and agencies required to 
provide s e r v i c e s to women Veterans do so inadequately. 
Many VA h o s p i t a l s have no f a c i l i t i e s for women. More 
important, most women Vets and t h e i r dependants are 
unaware of t h e i r e l i g i b i l i t y , the s e r v i c e s a v a i l a b l e or 
now to apply f o r the b e n e f i t s . 
This i n d i c a t e s the need for an i n t e n s i v e outreach campaign 
and strong advocacy fow women veterans. The a d d i t i o n a l of 
a women Veterans' coordinator would make t h i s l e g i s l a t i o n 
p e rfect i n our eyes. And I know you want to pass p e r f e c t 
l e g i s l a t i o n . B r i e f l y , I'd l i k e to speak to ^ 5 0 7 0 . I 
told you I t a l k f a s t . --which i s an act r e q u i r i n g 
standards for p o l i c e response for domestic v i o l e n c e , wnich 
of course, we support. We want tnere to be standards by 
eacn community i n how to respond to domestic v i o l e n c e . 
My fear i s t n a t t n i s piece of l e g i s l a t i o n w i l l be 
considered by some to be a l l t h a t ' s necessary on the 
subject of domestic violence and I know that others before 
me today nave spoken about HB 5255 which i s an extremely 
comprehensive piece of l e g i s l a t i o n representing the task 
force on domestic v i o l e n c e recommendations which were 
passed unanimously by the 13 member task f o r c e . 
I t ' s a very comprehensive piece of l e g i s l a t i o n dealing 
with c o u n s e l l i n g f o r b a t t e r s , p u b l i c awareness campaigns, 
expansion of s h e l t e r s , a d d i t i o n a l personnel, and I 
c e r t a i n l y hope t h a t t h i s b i l l won't leave people witn the 
impression tnat t h i s i s a l l t h a t ' s necessary. There's 
f a r , f a r more t h a t ' s needed on the subject i n tne State of 
Connecticut. That's a l l . 

SEN. MILLER: Tnank you, Sam. Any questions from the 
committee? 

MS. MC CLURE: Thank you. 
SEN. MILLER: Tnank you. T h i s i s the guy we've been looking 

fo r . Next, we have none other than other, Mr. Dick Good. 
Can we have a drum r o l l please. 
DICK GOOD: Gentleman, there's a car r e n t a l i n Vermont --
they nave a s a y i n g , i f you don't say i t , you won't have to 

But I wanted to t a l k to you b r i e f l y about 
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STATEMENT O F 

June A . W i l l e n z , Executive Director 
of the 

American Veterans Committee 

In Support of Raised Committee Bil l 5064, 

An Act Establishing a Department of Veterans Affairs 

in the State of Connecticut 

February 21 , 1986 

Thank you for the privilege of appearing before you to support this bi l l to 

create a Department of Veterans Affairs in the State of Connecticut. The A V C has 

traditionally been concerned with the reintegration of veterans into the social and 

economic mainstream of the nation after leaving military serv ice . We have sup­

ported al l legislative and executive actions that would faci l itate the reentry of 

the veterans of the Vietnam War , as we have for the veterans of previous wars . 

A state Department of Veterans Affairs can often contribute a special dimension 

to assist veterans. Many of the states have such a special Department to provide 

a focal point of reference and source of outreach services for veterans. 

We are particularly concerned about the population of women veterans, who 

until recently have fal len through the c racks . In late 1983, my book, Women 

Vete rans: A Forgotten Population, based on several years of research, zeroed in 

on the woman veteran and revealed that l i t t le attention had been paid to them. 

The 1980 Census revealed that there are one and a quarter million women veterans, 



The Department of Defense and the VA had been suggesting that there were anywhere 

from 650,000 to a quarter of a mi l l ion . We also found that there was no historical 

data and l i tt le current data on women veterans. My findings, which were buttressed 

by a G A O investigation in 1982, revealed that the women veterans were not using 

the VA medical system, and that when they did use i t , found it was often not meeting 

their needs. After Congressional hearings in March 1983 and the appointment of a 

VA Advisory Committee on Women Veterans, that situation has begun to be addressed. 

Substantial progress has been made within the V A system with the full backing of the 

VA Administrator, to be more responsive to the needs and problems of women veterans. 

I am pleased to report that the Vet Centers which were supported to assist Vietnam 

veterans also have begun efforts to address those special needs of Vietnam women 

veterans. 

The A V C recently conducted a study for the Department of Labor's Women's 

Bureau on women veterans employment. In a review of a selected number of w e l l -

performing offices of the United States public employment serv ice , we found that 

women veterans were not doing as wel l as non-women veterans in the jobs that they 

were placed in by local employment offices. Their median hourly earnings were 

less than that of the median hourly earnings of women high school graduates. This 

was particularly start l ing, since 40 percent of the women veterans surveyed had 

completed some co l lege . This f inding, based on a limited study, suggests that 

women veterans are not doing as wel l in the employment market as might be expected, 

considering their education and exper ience. 
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A recently completed Survey of Female Veterans, done by the Lou Harris 

Associates for the Veterans Administration, published last year , found that "the 

low rate of usage of Veterans Administration programs by women veterans seems to 

reflect a problem of benefit awareness rather than preference." Furthermore, "for 

eleven out of 18 programs examined, the survey found that less than half of women 

veterans had heard of them. . . . With the exception of the hospital and health care 

programs, the Veterans Administration programs are used by relat ively few women 

veterans." 

These findings of the V A Survey point up the need for further efforts to inform 

women veterans about their benefits, and how to go about obtaining them. A 

chicken-and-egg situation seems to be the case here . A low level of institutional 

awareness of the women veterans together with the low level of individual women 
their 

veterans awareness of A benefits have mitigated together against a full usage of 

the veterans benefits program avai lable to the women veterans. Another example 

of this institutional lag is the fact that the VA-funded Veterans Centers Program 

set up by Congress to respond to the emotional needs of the Vietnam-era veterans, 

including such traumas as the PTSD, did not consider women veterans in its first 

years of operation. On ly within the last couple of years , with the formation of a 

Working Group on Women in the Central Of f i ce of the V A , have the Vet Centers 

begun to address the emotional problems of the women who served in the Armed 

Forces of the Vietnam e r a . 
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These facts and findings confirm the qualitative assessment of many of us 

who have been working with women veterans that women veterans generally have 

not identified strongly as veterans and did not seek out the benefits which were 

coming to them as a result of their military serv ice . More outreach efforts are 

needed if women veterans are to take advantage of their veterans benefits. A 

State Department of Veterans Affairs can coordinate outreach efforts and contribute 

a special dimension in assisting and servicing veterans. Many states which have 

such Departments have found them to provide a unique coordinating focal agency 

for outreach services for veterans. To help meet the needs of women veterans, 

the Department should have a women's component. This kind of targeted effort 

with a specific mission can have an important effect upon the quality and quantity 

of services offered women veterans as they seek to use the benefits which are their 

due. 

Thank you for this opportunity to address this important legislat ion. 
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20 February 1986 HEARING:Safety Committee 10:00AM & • & . A*« S~o L i-j 

MR CHAIRMAN: \k§ 5Mn^ 
MY NAME I S SHIRLEY DOBSON GILROY. I AM A NAVY VETERAN, AND A 
MEMBER OF THE TASK FORCE ON WOMEN VETERANS. 

AS X MEMBERSOF THE PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE, I WOULD LIKE TO POINT 
OUT TO YOU THAT AMERICAN AVIATION PIONEER AMELIA EAR HART WAS IN THE 
FOREFRONT OF THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE FEDERAL AIR MARKINGS PROGRAM 
IN THIS COUNTRY - AN EXCELLENT NAVIGATIONAL AIDE FOR PILOTS. 
DURING W0&LD WAR I , MISS EARHART WAS A VOLUNTEER WITH THE RED CROSS 
DETATCHMENT AT SPADINA MILITARY HOSPITAL IN TORONTO. AMELIA WAS 
THE FIRST WOMAN TO BE AWARDED THE DISTINGUISHED FLYING CROSS, 
PRESENTED TO HER BY THE VICE*PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
CHARLES CURTIS. MISS EARHART I S STILL AN INSPIRATION. I AM PROUD 
TO TELL YOU THAT I HAVE RECENTLY HAD A BEAUTIFUL VOLUME OF TRIBUTES 
TO THE AMERICAN PIONEER TITLED: AMELIA PILOT IN PEARLS ISSUED BY 
LINK PRESS, MCLEAN, VIRGINIA 

AS A MEMBER OF THE GOVERNOR'S TASK FORCE ON WOMEN VETERHNS I COMMEND 
GOVERNOR WILLIAM O'NEILL AND HIS ADVISORS HSBCXKK8 IN ESTABLISHING 
AN OFFICE OF VETERANS AFFAIRS. WITHIN THAT OFFICE, I URGE THAT A 
POSITION OF COORDINATOR OF WOMEN VETERANS BE INCLUDED*AN INDIVIDUA 
SENXX PARTICULARLY SENSITIVE TO THE NEEDS OF WOMEN VETERANS AND THEIR 
BENEFITS IN ALL AREAS * 

THANK YOU MR. CHAIRMAN. 



VIETNAM VETERANS of AMERICA, INC. 
Chapter 120 
POST OFFICE BOX 2123 
HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 06145-2123 

Position paper on the Formation of a State Department of Veterans Affairs 

I t i s the position of the Vietnam Veterans of America, Chapter 120, that 
the institution of a State Department of Veterans Affairs i s necessary, and 
is long overdue. 

We f u l l y support the Public Safety Committee of the General Assembly i n 
i t s effort to make the Department a reality. In so doing, we are not alone. 
We are unaware of any veterans organization with membership within the State 
of Connecticut who may stand in opposition to the concept of a State Department 
of Veterans Affairs. Indeed, one may say with confidence that i t has been 
the collective, and hi s t o r i c a l , voice of veterans throughout the State that 
has beckoned this issue to the fore. 

The facts illuminate the need for the Department. The Public Safety 
Committee's recently accomplished f e a s i b i l i t y study clearly states that 
"Connecticut ranks l a s t i n average Federal veteran expenditure at $596 per 
veteran." 

While some would argue that veterans of "affluent" Connecticut have chosen 
to forgo receipt of benefits which are rightfully theirs, the facts are that 
Connecticut's veterans are simply unaware of their entitlements under Veterans 
Law. 

The point i s made that the Veterans Administration should undertake 
meaningful programs to inform veterans of their rights and benefits. Yet, 
the VA i s charged with the responsibility to adjudicate a l l claims brought 
before i t , and one may not expect the VA to act as agent against i t s e l f . 
Were the VA to conduct programs to educate veterans, i t would be inviting 
an increase i n the number of prosecuted claims which i t must, by law, 
adjudicate. Subsequently, i t i s i n the best interest of the VA to refrain 
from a c t i v i t i e s which would serve to dispel ignorance within the Veterans 
community. 

I t i s for this reason that we see the fundamental role of the State 
Department as being one of advocacy. And i n the performance of this 
advocacy, the Department may recruit veteran participation i n the various 
services and benefits programs which veterans have earned through their 
service and sacrifice. 

While the specific needs and concerns of veterans may differ according 
to the chronology of their age and their war, the creation of a State 
Department of Veterans Affairs i s not a parochial matter; a l l veterans w i l l 
benefit. 

We are confident that from the ranks of veterans w i l l arise the talent, 
the energy, and the vision necessary to ensure that the Department f u l f i l l s 
i t s mission of advocacy. 

Vietnam Veterans of America, Chapter 120, applauds the efforts of a l l 
who have worked for the existence of a State Department of Veterans Affairs. 

192 
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RECCMMEN OPTIONS OF  

THE VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

ADVISORY CCMMITTEE ON WOMEN VETERANS 

OUTREACH 

-The VA continue an agressive outreach program for a l l women veterans 
with a coordinated and integrated public information campaign 
u t i l i z i n g the various media. 

-The VA revise the cover of the current brochure on Federal Benefits 
for Veterans and Dependents to the depict both service men and women 

• and develop a separate pamphlet or f l y e r on women veterans with the 
contents prepared with the advice and assistence of the Advisory 
Committee. 

-The VA contact the National Advertising Council to persue public 
service announcements on women veterans. 

-The VA continue issuing press releases on women veterans. 

-A fil m or video tape be developed that would highlight women veterans' 
issues, to be made available to veterans and a l l other community 
groups. The film should be made with consulation and advice of the 
members of the Advisory Committee. 

-The term "women veterans" be used instead of "female veterans" i n the 
VA communications except when female i s c l e a r l y preferable. 

-The VA adopt the slogan "WOMEN ARE VETERANS TOO* for the use in 
their outreach campaign. 

-The VA Advisory Committee members be used as a resource to the VA for 
outreach. a 

HEALTH CARE FACILITIES AND STAFFING 

-Construction and renovation projects regarding privacy be given f i r s t 
p r i o r i t y and not relegated to subsequent 5-year plans. 

-Privacy renovations costing l e s s than $50,000, where approval 
authority r e s t s at d i s t r i c t or medical center l e v e l , be asigned a 
pr i o r i t y that w i l l guarantee funding. 

-The Administrator establish a requirement for annual progress reports 
on construction and renovation for privacy. 

-Budget ocnsiderations include adequete s t a f f i n g of a l l medical 
f a c i l i t i e s to f u l l y integrate women into the health care system. 

-Nurse practitioners c e r t i f i e d in gynecological care be used to provide 
same gynecologiacal service as well as health counseling where those 
services are not currently a v a i l a b l e . 



WOMEN VCTE3*ANS CDCRDINMCRS 

-The VA establish a poilcy that each medical f a c i l i t y appoint a women 
veteran coordinator. 

-The VA publish uniform guidlines for the women veteran coordinator 
position. 

-The VA encourage the use of l o c a l women's advisory groups. 

STATISTICS 

• - A l l major s t a t i s t i c a l reports complied and published by the VA on 
veterans include separate break outs on women veterans. 

-The VA review and revi s e t h e i r programs based on the newly a v a i l a b l e 
data on wcmen veterans. 

- A l l future studies of veterans include a subs ample of women veterans 
analyzed separately. 

AGENT ORANGE 

-A separate study be conducted on the health of wcmen who served i n 
South Vietnam and were exposed to Agent Orange and other chemicals. 

- A l l wcmen Vietnam Veterans be contacted and urged to p a r t i c i p a t e i n 
the Agent Orange Registry, i f they have not already done so. 

PLANNING FOR DISEASES SPECIFICALLY OR MORE COMMONLY FOUND IN WOMEN 

-THE VA continue to emphasize that breast and pelvic examinations and 
pap smears w i l l be routinely accomplished as a part of a women's 
physical examination. 

-The VA asses the best methods for providing low radiation mammography 
to the woman veteran. 

-The VA include treatment for gynecological care in the aging 
population (e.g., postmeopausal symptoms endometrial cancer, ovarian 
hormone replacement) in future planning. 

-The VA provide counselling on the prevention of osteporosis. 

-The VA provide counselling to patients and s t a f f on the hazards of 
smoking. 

-The VA record outpatient v i s i t s by gender. 

-The Va dissminate to medical f a c i l i t i e s a l i s t of supplies and 
equipment needed to care for wcmen patients. 

-The f a c i l i t y d i r e c t o r e s t a b l i s h procedures for timely l o c a l purchase 
in areas where the s i z e of the female population precludes s t o c k i n g 

• pharmaceut ica ls f o r common g y n e c o l o g i c a l d i s e a s e . 

-Enact l e g i s l a t i o n adding Systemic Luous Ervthematosis to Section 301 



The Veterans Canteen Service (VSC) 

-Each Veteran Canteen Service Cheif be required to survey women 
patients to determine their needs and to evaluate whether they are 
being met. 

-The VA review population standards for stocking items essential' to 
women patients. 

-The VA design a catalogue system for patients to order a r t i c l e s not 
readily available with delivery date of no more than two weeks. 

-Each f a c i l i t y be required to stock t o i l e t r i e s expressly for minority 
women. 

-The VA to continue to aggressively monitor the Canteen Service 
provided women veterans. 

' WAAC and WASP SERVICE 

-The VA determine how many of the former WAAC nad WASP veterans who 
qualify for entitlements have, i n fact applied for benefits. 

-The VA continue to publicize WAAC and WASP e l i g i b i l i t y ; s p e c i f i c a l l y 
by seeking out and working with s e r i c e organizations to notify t h e i r 
membership of these entitlements to benefits. 

FLAME RETARDANT PATIENT CLOTHING 

-THE VA reexamine i t s current policy concerning flame retardant 
clothing and explore the a v a i l a b i l i t y of alternative materials that 
would provide patient comfort and an acceptable level of protection. 

MEMORIAL AFFAIRS 

-The VA continue i t s s p e c i a l e f f o r t s to inform women veterans of t h e i r 
b u r i a l benefits, individually and through veterans organizations and 
continue to emphasize to funeral directors that a deceased woman nviy 
be a veteran with the same entitlements as a male veteran. 

TOPICS FOR FUTURE INVESTIGATION 

-Jobs and Training 

-Research on Women's Diseases 
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"AMERICA'S BEST KEPT SECRET WOMEN VETERANS" 
WOMEN VETERANS TASK FORCE 

Report to the General Assembly 
February 5 , 1986 

The Governor of the State of Connecticut, in conjunction with the Permanent 
CornTiission on the Status of Women, created a Task Force on Women Veterans in 
September 1985. The Governor appointed J i l l Mishkel as the Chair and Geraldine 
Roberts as the Vice-Chair, along with 22 members. A l i s t of the Task Force 
members i s attached. 

The Women Veterans Task' Force (WVTF) was formed in response to the perceived 
need for analysis of the problems facing Connecticut's 16,000 women veterans. 
The charges to the Task Force are in the Memorandum of Understanding attached to 
this report. 

The Task Force meets once a month. Our efforts have concentrated on 
compiling background information on women veterans, following state and federal 
legislation concerning veterans and contacting veterans organizations. A 
preliminary report was submitted to the Governor and leaders of both Houses of 
the Legislature on November 1 1 , 1985. Included here are s t a t i s t i c s on the 
population of women veterans, broken down by Connecticut town and by wartime and 
peacetime eras. 

This report to the General Assembly includes a brief history of women in the 
military, a discussion of problems faced by women veterans and a description of 
the Task Force's act i v i t i e s since Novenber. The report concludes with 
recommendations for in i t i a t i v e s by the State of Connecticut for ensuring that 
our 16,000 women veterans receive the honors and benefits they deserve. 

Women i n the M i l i t a r y 

Women have always been a c t i v e i n the American armed f o r c e s but without 
r e c o g n i t i o n . I n 1901 Congress e s t a b l i s h e d the Nurse Corps of the Army arid, i n 
1908, o f the Navy, thus providing r e c o g n i t i o n f o r women i n the m i l i t a r y . 
However, women were denied equal rank, comparable pay and v e t e r a n s t a t u s . I t 
was not u n t i l 19^3, w i t h the establishment o f the Women's Army Corps (WAC) that 
women were granted f u l l m i l i t a r y s t a t u s and e l i g i b i l i t y f o r v e t e r a n s b e n e f i t s . 

A f t e r World War I I , Congress passed l e g i s l a t i o n c r e a t i n g a permanent place 
1 



for women in the Reserves of the armed forces. Women could now make a career 
out of service in the military. However, women were denied promotions to'senior 
officer grades, and many career-enhancing schools and jobs remained closed to 
them. Often the military used i t s authority to discharge women officers and 
enlisted personnel for "unspecified reasons." These reasons generally amounted 
to discharging women who were pregnant or who had minor children. 

Also, the population of women in the armed forces was limited, by 
legislation, to 2% of the total population of each branch of the armed services. 
This ban was l i f t e d in 1967 and, with the additional influence of the 
All-Volunteer Force, the number of women in the military increased from 45,000 
in 1972 to 120,000 in 1976. By 1985 there were 200,000 women in the armed 
services, or nearly 10% of the total active forces'. 

i 
Women as Veterans 

Military women have had to cope with unequal treatment as veterans. For 
example, men returning from WW I I were welcomed enthusiastically while returning 
women were looked on with suspicion. Rather than assuming patriotic motivation, 
people accused the women of being the equivalent of "military paid prostitutes," 
a term coined during the Vietnam Era. Also, agencies responsible for assisting 
veterans, including the Veterans Administration (VA), were unsympathetic to the 
needs of women veterans or unaware that they were entitled to - the same benefits 
as male veterans. 

Since WW I I , the attitudes and Inequalities women veterans face have not 
changed appreciably. A l l Vietnam veterans faced a d i f f i c u l t homecoming and 
readjustment but women Vietnam veterans faced additional problems. Derogatory 
attitudes about women in the military s t i l l exist. Also, there are s t i l l people 
who cannot conceive of women as veterans. One woman who walked into a Veterans 
Center was asked "where's the vet?" Women who served as nurses in Vietnam 
sometimes feel they have no right to feel traumatized since they did not serve 
in a combat capacity. However, the circumstances of the conflict meant that 
nurses were very close to combat zones, treating c r i t i c a l l y wounded men who, in 
past wars, would have died before reaching the army hospital. One veteran who 
served as a nurse, when asked what she did in Vietnam, replied " I watched men 
die." 

Women veterans of a l l ages have found that health care services at the VA 
medical f a c i l i t i e s are not always adequate for their needs. Comprehensive 
health care should include breast and pelvic examinations, pap smears and 
mammography, yet these accepted medical procedures are unavailable at many VA 
hospitals. Simple amenities such as private toilets and shower f a c i l i t i e s are 
not provided, nor are cosmetics, undergarments, etc. stocked in many canteens. 

The 1980 Census was the f i r s t time that women were questioned about their 
veteran status. The Information obtained by the Census showed that the number 
or women veterans was far larger than estimated ( 1 , 1 5 0 , 0 0 0 ) and that the 
Proportion of women veterans 60 years and older was significantly higher than 
male veterans (38% women veterans 60 years and older compared to 29^ male 
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veterans 60 years and older). 
Since 1980 the VA has collected much information on women veterans, a l l of 

which has shown that women veterans have applied for fewer benefits in the areas 
of health care, hospitalization and the GI B i l l . 

The Veterans Administration Advisory Corrmittee on Women Veterans 
In response to mounting concerns about the treatment of women veterans, the 

General Accounting Office studied the issue and published a report In 1982. The 
GAO found that even though women have equal rights as veterans to the benefits 
and services available through the VA, in practice wcmen veterans are being 
shortchanged. The report states: 

* only one out of seven VA medical centers monitored physical 
examinations of women patients for completeness; 

* eight out of thirty medical centers and independent outpatient 
cl i n i c s did not have outpatient gynecological services available for 
non-service connected, nonemergency gynecological problems; 

* ten of the sixteen VA domiciliaries would not admit women; and 
* some VA psychiatric programs did not provide treatment of women. 

. In 1983 PL 98-160 mandated the formation of the VA Advisory 
Committee on Women Veterans. 

In February : 1984 the VA corrmissioned Louis Harris and Associates to conduct 
a systematic survey of the current needs, attitudes and experiences Of women 
veterans. Results of the study of 3 ,003 women veterans were published in 
September 1985. Highlights of that survey are included in this report under 
"FACTS ABOUT WOMEN VETERANS." 

One of the problems addressed by the VA Advisory Committee was the fact that 
many women veterans are not aware of their entitlement to benefits. Maiv, who 
are aware are reluctant to initiate claims. Outreach and services for veterans 
reflect the traditional societal outlook that veterans are, by definition, male. 
Many women veterans have not used the VA medical care system because of a 
perception of being unwelcome In a male-oriented f a c i l i t y . Construction of 
private bathrooms for women i s not expensive; In fact, the low cost i s equated 
with low priority. 

The fact that an increasing number of aging veterans are women w i l l need to 
become a priority for health care providers. Treatment for osteoporosis and 
ovarian hormone replacement, for example, w i l l need to be available for women 
veterans. 

The VA Advisory Committee on Women Veterans has Included in their report of 
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July 1984 recommendations to correct these and other problems of serving the 
woman veteran. A copy of the recommendations i s attached to this report. 

The Women Veterans Task Force 
The WVTF of Connecticut has been conducting background research and 

compiling information in order to help the State of Connecticut ensure that each 
honored veteran receives the benefits to which s/he i s entitled. Including the 
Louis Harris Survey (1985) mentioned above, the following publications were 
reviewed: Female Veteran Population,1983; Aging Female Veteran,1984; Veterans  
Administration Advisory Committee on Women Veterans, 1984; Female Veterans Usage  
of the Post-Korean Conflict GI B i l l , 1985; Demographic and Socioeconomic Data on  
Female Veterans, 1985. The attached FACT SHEET contains important points 
extracted from these publications. 

The WVTF has been in contact with the Veterans Affairs Offices of New York, 
New Jersey and Massachusetts. They have a l l appointed special coordinators to 
address specifically the needs and concerns of women veterans. The WVTF has 
written to the remaining 36 states to glean what services and act i v i t i e s are 
available to veterans, and particularly women veterans, in those states. 

Tours of Connecticut's three veterans hospitals have been arranged. Members 
of the Task Force w i l l v i s i t the VA Medical Centers In West Haven and Newington 
and the Veterans Home and Hospital In Rocky H i l l . The Task Force i s interested 
to see how the VA Advisory Committee on Women Veterans recommendations have been 
implemented in Connecticut. 

Recommendations of the Women Veterans Task Force 
All the publications reviewed by the Task Force, from the Louis Harris 

Survey to the VA Advisory Committee's Report, indicate the need for an intense 
outreach campaign and strong advocacy for women veterans. 

The establishment of a Veterans Affairs Office in Connecticut would be the 
fi r s t step in accomplishing the goal of serving veterans. A Coordinator for 
Women Veterans Issues within the Veterans Afffairs Department would ensure that 
women veterans would find the advocate they need. Also, a massive outreach 
campaign conducted by the Veterans Affairs Office could reach the numerous women 
veterans in Connecticut who do not realize their e l i g i b i l i t y for benefits. For 
example, an outreach campaign could reach women veterans who do not know they 
are eligible for a property tax exemption of at least $1 ,000 per year. Women 
veterans, who are older and less wealthy than their male counterparts, could use 
veteran benefits rather than Medicaid/Medicare for health care coverage. 

A Coordinator for Women Veterans Issues i s imperative to right the wrongs 
and help change the attitudes women veterans have coped with throughout the 
history of women in the military. Women veterans have served their country; 
they should not have to fight for the benefits and recognition they deserve. 
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The Women Veterans Task Force encourages the Governor and the General Assembly 
of the State of Connecticut to take this opportunity to make Connecticut one of 
the leading states to support women veterans. 

Respectfully submitted, 

J i l l Mishkel, Chairperson 

r 

Geraldine Roberts, Vice-Chairperson 

/log 

5 



WOMEN VETERANS TASK FORCE 

Glenn Beaulieu 
137 Overlook Road 
South Windsor, CT 06074 
( H 644-3665) (W 647-1551) 

Rep. Terry Bertinuson 
227 Melrose Road 
^ j l r o s e , CT 06049 
623-6507 

Dorothy Cable 
201 North T a y l o r Avenue 
Sor-alk, Ct 06854 
866-0170 

Democrat 

Democrat 

Independent 

American Legion; 
P r e s i d e n t , Chapter 120, WA; 
AO V I 

Veteran; L e g i s l a t o r 

Veteran ( K o r e a ) ; VFW; 
American Legion; R e s e r v i s t 

Ruth H. Congdon ("Sarge") 
58 Russ S t r e e t 
Hartford, CT 06106 
249-4004 

Republican Veteran; American Legion; 
VFW; P r e s i d e n t , Veterans' 
C o u n c i l 

Julie Crabbe, Ph.D. 
Vietnam Veterans' Outreach Center 
370 Market S t r e e t 
Hartford, CT 06120 (W 722-3543) 

Un r e g i s t e r e d American P s y c h o l o g i c a l Assoc. 

."L-i-'.ne C h r i s t i e 
101 Clark H i l l Road 
Milford, CT 06460 
877-2542 

Republican Red Cross Women; WA- K.E. 
Re p r e s e n t a t i v e ; AOVI-
Board of D i r e c t o r s 

Betty C u r r i s h 
37 Columbia D r i v e 
Milford, CT 06460 
874-8111 

Democrat VFW; DAV 

Shirley G i l r o y 
79 Olcott D r i v e 
Manchester, CT 06040 
643-8410 

Democrat Navy League - Hartford 
C o u n c i l 

Christine Holland 
.642 Long Brook Avenue 
Stratford, CT 06497 
378-0256 

Republican Veteran (WW I I ) ; VFW; 
American Lecion 

Joan McCarthy 
family S e r v i c e s 
"avis Hall-B2 
Southern Connecticut Sta t e U n i v e r s i t y 
^01 Crescent S t r e e t 
sew Haven, CT 06515 
389-8695 

Sally McDuffy 
2 4 Bear Ridge D r i v e 
Woonifield, CT 06002 
2^3-5204 

Democrat 

Democrat 

Counsels Vietnam Veterans 
and t h e i r f a m i l i e s 

V e t e r a n s ' Home and H o s p i t a l ; 
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J i l l Mishkel 
Planned Parenthood 
1030 New B r i t a i n Avenue 
•„\-jt Hartford, CT 06110 
(H 633-9227) (W 522-6201) 

Jack Mordente 
V->cerans' O f f i c e 
Southern Connecticut S t a t e U n i v e r s i t y 
501 Crescent S t r e e t 
Sew Haven, CT 06515 
397-4329 . 

Independent 

PACE 2 

Herbicide Commission, 
V i c e Chairperson; WA; VTW 

Herbicide Commi.;ion, 
Chairperson; W..; 
N a t i o n a l A s s o c i a t i o n of 
Concerned Veterans, P r e s i d e n t 

Senator Margaret Morton 
25 C u r r i e r S t r e e t 
3ridgeport, CT 06607 
333-7124 

Democrat L e g i s l a t o r 

Ar.tonina Parker 
187 Sunset Drive 
il.istonbury, CT 06033 
633-9314 

Republican Former L e g i s l a t o r 

Dr. Catherine P e f f e r 
456 Cherry Brook Road 
.:.:iton Center, CT 06020 
693-2177 

Independent Conn. -Society of I n t e r n a l 
Medicine 

Attorney G e r a l d i n e A. Roberts 
Department of Mental Health 
90 Washington S t r e e t 
Hartford, CT 06106 
(K 563-6308) (W 566-5149) 

Linda S c h e t t i n i 
103 Tretnont S t r e e t 
S--w B r i t a i n , CT 06051 
(H 225-4586) (W 522-6260) 

Democrat 

Robert Schloendorn 
Director, Veterans' 
450 Main S t r e e t 
«-=rtford, CT 06103 
722-2211 

Ad m i n i s t r a t i o n 

Democrat 

Republican 

V i c e Chairperson of t".e 
Permanent Commission rn 
the Status of Women 

Nat i o n a l Guard 

VA; DAV 

--nda Schwartz 
North A n q u i l l a Road 
?awcatuck, CT 06379 
( H 599-5881) (W 886-0191) 

Robert T h i e s f i e l d 
79-A C a r i l l o n D r i v e 
Rocky H i l l , CT 06067 
721-0182 

Democrat 

Veteran (Vietnaml ; 
P r e s i d e n t , Connecticut 
Nurses' A s s o c i a t i o n 
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Jane Thompson 
V: 'Cnara Veterans' Center 
562 Whalley Avenue 

Haven, CT 06511 
773-2232 

Independent N a t i o n a l A l l i a n c e of 
S o c i a l Workers; 
Veteran (Vietnam) 

Dorothy Warrender 
... J. Box 355 
Windham, CT 06280 
456-3406 

Independent VFW ( J u n i o r V i c e Commander) 

Norman WrigTit 
Equal Opportunity S p e c i a l i s t 
I Hartford Square West 
Suite 302 
Hartford, CT 06106 
722-3564 

Democrat Veteran (WW I I , Korea, 
Vietnam); Major ( R e t . ) , 
U.S. A i r Force 


