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Disclaimer: The following JOINT FAVORABLE Report is prepared for the benefit of the
members of the General Assembly, solely for purposes of information, summarization and
explanation and does not represent the intent of the General Assembly or either chamber
thereof for any purpose.

SPONSORS OF BILL:
Judiciary Committee
REASONS FOR BILL:

To ensure victims have voices during early court proceedings, this bill requires that victims be
given the opportunity to present evidence for consideration for the issuance of a restraining
order or civil protective order.

RESPONSE FROM ADMINISTRATION/AGENCY:

Judicial Branch, External Affairs: External Affairs for the Connecticut Judicial Branch
submitted testimony regarding this bill. They wrote that the language reflects Articles 9 and
10 of the CT Code of Evidence and does not change evidentiary standards of restraining, civil
protection, or protective order hearings.

Natasha M. Pierre, Esq., State Victim Advocate, Office of the Victim Advocate: Attorney
Pierre submitted testimony regarding this bill, questioning why evidence deemed permissible
in this bill in Sections 1 and 2 would be excluded under current law. She also wrote that the
clarification of evidence in Section 3 could help the court maintain a more consistent
approach to restraining, civil protection, or protective order hearings.

NATURE AND SOURCES OF SUPPORT:

Drew Michael McWeeney, Assistant Professor of Early Childhood Education, CT State
Community College — Norwalk: Mr. McWeeney submitted testimony and testified in person
in support of this bill. He supports the bill because including electronic evidence in a
restraining, civil protection or protective order modernizes the law to reflect how harassment
may currently occur. He cited a personal experience where evidence in his case against his
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harasser was not admitted into evidence in his protective order hearing. He included that the
evidence will be authenticated per this bill, alleviating concern that evidence will be
manipulated or unreliable. He also supports clarifications of court procedure in this bill as it
will help applicants seek protection in a timely manner.

NATURE AND SOURCES OF OPPOSITION:

None expressed.
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