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My testimony is being presenterl on behalf of the Cor)necticut Council cf Small Towns. of which 

1 am the Executive U~rector. 1 am r~nable to testify in person regarding H B  5598, so I am 

PI-ovidiny you a written statement, which I respectfrrlly request be  made a part of the record. 

COS'1' believes that HB 5598, An Act Concerning Ad~nir~istration of the Collrts of Probate, 

would effectively mandate the consolidatio~l of Inany local probate courts. COST'S mcmher 

towns are adamantly opposcd to ariy top-down state initiative that forces local communities to 

give up essential public services. in fact, COST'S 2006 standing policy. ratified by 1 I2 member 

first sclectnle~), mayors and town mangers during the its annual meeting last month is: 

COST supparts .strcirgthcning attd prcscrrifig local p~.i~haru cotu-ts in ~rra lkr-  cclnzrrru~~irles. 
COST opposes the murdutn~y cortsolidcirior~. qf'local probate caurm (directly ur indirectly) a ~ t d  
opposes up~.~yfin~~ncing .sc/zcnze.fi7r kocul c:o:(ICrrrs tlrat w014fd he ~ t d a i ~  m .~rn/il.! rtjwnr. C0,SI" 
.supporrs rlzs develupnrcnt #f'a.fair at3d clquitnblejes strarctcrre to help relieve the financial 
pressLti-es rhar scrme p-oh& courts may be exi~eriencing. 

Most citizens from the communities rcprcsanted by COST,, ospecinlly seniors, gene.rslly restrict 

their driving to just one. 01' two neighboring communities. Requiring communities to consolidate 

raises the: significa~lt risk that an elderly, distraught widow or widower might have to navigate co 

a probate court in an i ~ n f ; ~ m i l i a ~ .  t,nwn. 

During the past year numerous chief elected officials from suburban arjtl rural communities 

statewide Irave formally echoed these vicrus 011 this issue. Here ic  a sampling of their feelings 

about this essential local institution: 

"Our Board of Selectn~en met last night and were very opposed to the regionalization,. The local 
probate cou~-t i s  a very valiiable scrvi~e to our town. 
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Nancy Bader 
Former Fint Sclectmsn 
Town of Marlborough 

"Keeping ow local probatc court is a high priority for the Town of Rox.bury. Cwlvenience. 
security and familiarity are three primary reasons, to nnt~lc a few." 

Barbara Henry 
First Sclcctman 
Town of Roxbury 

"Our Prr~bate Court i s  vital m OI I~ .  town. T'hc personal touch Judge Vogel gives to her clients is 
wosderfu! and needed. In a sinall town we know most of each other so at times kindness is  
given by thc closetless of being neighbors. The hours she keeps is very helpful to her  client,^." 

Tony A. Palermo 
Former First Selectmun 
Town of Westbrook 

"1 believe the main advantages of a local probate court are felt by the customers of the court. If a 
spouse dics, the widow or widower i s  left \ w i t h  nl~rntroits estate matters RS ~ V C I I  PY thc heartache 
of being alone. A regional system might leave the spouse to deal with a large, impersonal, and 
uncaring court. By contfast, nlost of our seniors have lived i n  tow11 for many para nnd knnw rhe 
employees in Town Hall. While they might not know the judge or his staff, they will be inclined 
to see the Probate Court as a friendly extension of the town's many other services. Our probate 
works very well, aud I say that as a Republican spcaking of a Denlocratic Probate J~idge. Why 
would the state "fix" what isn't broken? 

Amey MarreUu, 
First Selectman 
Town of Woodbridge 

And, finally, this resolution froin a large regional organization compl-ised of the chief elected 
officials from many towns: 

"Resolved, that tile Connecticut River Valley Cvtincil of Elected Officials, representing 17 
member municipalitico, supports the preservation and srrengt1ienin.g of the local probate court 
system and is oppcsed to the mandatory co~lsolidation of these courts. The Connecticut River 
Valley Coltncil of l2lcctcJ Officials would s~~ppucl lllc Jevcluy~r~crtr of a fair and equirable 
financing system that wo111d assist in addressing the financial pressures being faced by some of 
the lmal col~rrs The State shoirld c n w  e local municipalities that are host to probate courts in ? 
discussion to fortnulate measures which would allow the loml coul-ts to continue to exist and to 
provide mucli valued services to our local citi tens." 

That tollcludes my testimony, I would once again like to thank the Chairs and members of this 

Committee for yoilr great interest in - and slipport for - Connecticut's local probate courts. 


