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SPONSORS OF BILL:
Veterans' and Military Affairs Committee, on behalf of the Connecticut Military Department
REASONS FOR BILL:

This bill seeks to transition the Governor's Guards, two infantry units and two cavalry units,
from part of the organized militia to private militia units. Given the budget constraints on the
Connecticut Military Department and the recent uptick in administrative resources dedicated
to the Governor's Guards, the Department no longer feels that it has the capacity to manage
the units. As such, this bill would remove the Governor's Guards from the administrative
umbrella of the Military Department while still allowing the Governor to reactivate them as
necessary.

RESPONSE FROM ADMINISTRATION/AGENCY:

Connecticut Military Department, Adjutant General, Maj. Gen. Francis Evon: Gen. Evon
explained the Connecticut Military Department's support for this bill, saying that the Military
Department is doing a disservice to its primary mission — supporting its servicemembers — by
continuing to manage and fund the Governor's Guards. He noted that this bill still allows the
Guards to exist and use state facilities for training purposes, and their privatization would let
them raise funds outside of traditional state budgetary avenues.

NATURE AND SOURCES OF SUPPORT:

Brig. Gen. Ralph Hedenberg, Assistant Adjutant General, Connecticut Military
Department: Gen. Hedenberg expressed his and the Military Department's support for this
bill, pointing out that the Governor's Guards are largely ceremonial units. He voiced his
opinion that they do not contain enough members to comprise an effective emergency




response unit, and when they mobilized during the COVID-19 pandemic their presence
ranged from non-essential to problematic.

Erich Heinonen, Deputy Staff Judge Advocate, Connecticut National Guard: Mr.
Heinonen explained his support for this bill, stating that the Governor's Guards are an
unnecessary and inefficient inclusion in Military Department. He asserted that the horse
guards essentially comprise a publicly funded riding club that has drawn at least forty-four
cases of legal action against the Military Department. He also pointed out that this bill would
still allow them the use of state facilities for training and other purposes.

Tucker Salls, Legislative and Communications Program Manager, Connecticut Military
Department: Mr. Salls expressed his support for this bill, claiming that the modernization and
privatization of the Governor's Guards would serve them well. He noted that many other
historical units, including the 2" Continental Light Dragoons, 2" Connecticut Volunteer
Heavy Atrtillery, and First Litchfield Artillery Regiment, have done well for themselves after
privatization thanks to their ability to fundraise, charge dues, and accept donations. He also
explained that this bill still allows the Governor to activate the Guards when needed for
ceremonial purposes.

Brig. Gen. Brien Horan, Brigadier General, Connecticut Military Department: Gen. Horan
expressed his support for this bill, explaining that while he appreciates Connecticut military
history the Governor's Guards have no place within the National Guard. The inordinate
financial burden imposed by the Guards' ceremonial duties and the constant barrage of
litigation against the Military Department from the First Company Governor's Horse Guard
make the units' continued presence in the department untenable in Gen. Horan's opinion.

Ryan Serfes, Major, Connecticut National Guard: Maj. Serfes expressed his support for
the bill, noting that the Governor's Guards are closer in nature to social clubs than military
units. He refuted the notion that they are militia units, as they require state funding in order to
operate and their primary role is as ceremonial units.

Gerald McDonald Jr., Former Assistant Adjutant General, Connecticut Military
Department: Mr. McDonald expressed his support for this bill, pointing out that the primary
functions of the Governor's Guards are ceremonial and unrelated to the purpose of the
Military Department. He noted that this bill both frees the Guards to pursue these ceremonial
operations without state constraints and frees the Military Department from the burden of
having to fund them.

Thaddeus Martin, Retired Major General, Connecticut National Guard: Mr. Martin
expressed his support for this bill and praised the modernization efforts for the Governor's
Guards laid out in the bill. He noted that their utility as militia units is a thing of the past, and
their ceremonial role does not necessitate the million-dollar price tag that comes with them.
With the budget getting tighter, Mr. Martin argued that the continued funding of the Guards is
an undue burden on the National Guard's resources.

Gary Thorstenson, Retired Brigadier General, Connecticut National Guard: Mr.
Thorstenson explained that because missions for the National Guard have increased in
frequency and complexity, and because the funding for these missions gets ever scarcer, the
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funds that are currently spent on the Governor's Guards would be much better spent
supporting these missions.

Timothy Tomcho, Retired Colonel, Connecticut National Guard: Mr. Tomcho explained
that while many members of the Governor's Guards are civic-minded citizens, they serve
little-to-no purpose within the Military Department. He asserts that organizing instead as
private militia units would suit their ceremonial roles much better. He also rejects the idea
that privatizing these units would effectively disband them and points out that they have
changed in structure many times over the years.

John Wiltse, Retired Colonel, Connecticut National Guard: Mr. Wiltse expressed that he
has a great deal of respect for the Governor's Guards, but for the National Guard to remain
an effective military force it cannot waste money on ceremonial units. He advocated for the
Guards to return to their initial model of private, self-funded militia units.

National Guard Association of Connecticut: Five members of the National Guard
Association of Connecticut explained that this bill is the best possible solution to conserve
state funding while also honoring the history of the Governor's Guards. They conveyed their
hopes to modernize the Governor's Guards through this privatization and pointed out the
opportunities opened up by the privatization of these units. Testimony was provided by:
Katie Zarzycka, President

Daniel DePasquale, Vice President

Steven Landry

Peter Scorzelli

Jeremy Slen

Connecticut Army National Guard: Five members of the Connecticut National Guard
expressed their support for this bill, claiming that the use of state funds on the Governor's
Guards is not cost-effective. They stated that the units do not meet the standards set by the
Connecticut Military Department when mobilized for missions, and privatizing the guards
would free them from such standards while allowing them to perform their ceremonial duties.
Testimony was provided by:

e Brig. Gen. Eugene Mascolo, Retired
Brian Erkson
Kelly Lynn Sipples
Michael Sipples

Eric Roy

Joseph Balesano, Retired Connecticut Military Department: Mr. Balesano expressed his
support for the bill, citing his frustration that state resources are being spent to support what
are effectively "ceremonial (reenactment) units". He explained that while some may argue
that they should be kept around for their historical value, they serve no real purpose for the
state anymore.

Christopher Clark: As a 30-year military veteran and current Connecticut National Guard
member, Mr. Clark expressed his support for the bill. He asserted that the Governor's Guard
primarily serve as "social clubs for riding horses or having dinners," yet their presence in the
organized militia means that the military must still hold them and their officers to the same
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standards as other servicemembers. He continued to say that privatizing the guard would
free up state resources while preserving their capability to carry out their ceremonial role.

NATURE AND SOURCES OF OPPOSITION:

Senator Tony Hwang, State Senator, Connecticut General Assembly: Sen. Hwang
expressed his opposition to this bill and his appreciation for the Governor's Guards. He
explained his belief that privatization would diminish the Guards' long-standing historical
legacy, and that the optimal route forward is to reform the Guards while keeping them under
the umbrella of the state.

Representative Kerry Wood, State Representative, Connecticut General Assembly:
Rep. Wood expressed her strong opposition to this bill, claiming that privatizing the
Governor's Guards would risk the loss of critical pillars of Connecticut's history. She noted
that as the Representative of a particularly historic town, she feels a responsibility to protect
and uphold the history of the state wherever possible.

Representative Joe Hoxha, State Representative, Connecticut General Assembly: Rep.
Hoxha expressed his opposition to this bill and stressed the importance of retaining a tangible
connection to Connecticut's history and character through these units.

Representative Mitch Bolinsky, State Representative, Connecticut General Assembly:
Rep. Bolinsky expressed his strong opposition to this bill, stating his concerns over the
apparently rushed timeline of its passage and the lack of transparency. He pointed out that
while the Horse Guard unit in his district in Newtown generates revenue from leasing out their
facilities, despite repeated requests he has not been able to see the facility's financial
statements.

Paul Mazzara, Executive Officer, Second Governor's Horse Guard: As a commanding
officer in the Second Governor's Horse Guard, Mr. Mazzara expressed his opposition to this
bill. He claims that the volunteer members of the Guards would be unable to fundraise
enough money to support themselves, and he requested that, if the bill does pass, all of the
money currently spent on the Guards be transferred to the units.

Mark Otterson, Executive Officer, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Mr. Otterson laid out
a number of problems with this bill, namely that the bill is unlcear as to whether the units
could be mobilized by the state after privatization. He also notes that if the members of the
Governor's Guards become private militia members, they may not be able to take part in
funeral honors ceremonies.

James Marrinan, Commanding Officer, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Mr. Marrinan
expressed his strong opposition to this bill, stating that without the support of the state the
Governor's Guards would not be capable of sustaining themselves fiscally or administratively.
He noted the Guards' contributions to the state and to the US Military over the years that all
of this history would be essentially eliminated if the Guards were to be privatized.

Donald Rosadini Jr., Commanding Officer, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Mr.
Rosadini expressed his opposition to this bill, pointing out that if the Governor's Guards were
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privatized the state would no longer be able to utilize them. Given their successful
mobilization during the COVID-19 pandemic and the lack of any other organized militia units,
the privatization of the units would be detrimental to the state.

Barbara Mazzara, Adjutant and First Lieutenant, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Ms.
Mazzara expressed her opposition to this bill, explaining some of her personal background
with the Second Governor's Horse Guard. She claimed that if the Governor's Guards were to
privatize, they would be unable to support themselves and an important ceremonial unit
would be lost.

Melanie Bonjour, Member, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Ms. Bonjour explained the
history and membership requirements of the Second Governor's Horse Guard and noted the
level of civic engagement present in the unit. She expressed her belief that the unit would not
be able to survive if forced to raise its own funds and that losing such a long-standing piece
of Connecticut's history would be untenable.

Justin Algea, Member, Governor's Guards: As a young man declared medically unfit to
serve in the US military, Mr. Algae explained his appreciation for the Governor's Guards and
the positive impact that they have had on his life. He asserted that the state would regret
privatizing the units given the historical legacy of the Guards.

Steven Allinson, Member, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Mr. Allinson requested that
the committee oppose this bill, especially given the implication if disbanding one of the oldest
military units in the country shortly before the country's 250" anniversary. He explained that
the Guards readily serve the state in whatever capacity they can and claimed that they
operate at very little cost to the state. He argued that the National Guard and the Governor's
Guards can easily coexist under the umbrella of the Military Department with some creative
problem-solving.

Adan Armando Alquijay: Mr. Alquijay expressed his opposition to this bill, noting that the
Governor's Guard tends to perpetuate both civic engagement and historical appreciation in its
members and its withesses. He goes on to say that privatizing these units would remove
valuable resources and experiences from the state's roster.

Alexandria Anderson: Ms. Anderson explained the importance of the Governor's Guards as
a community-building tool and requested that the committee oppose this bill. She noted the
natural beauty of the Horse Guards' facilities in Newtown and Avon.

Catherine Anderson: Ms. Anderson expressed her opposition to this bill, stating her deep
personal connection to the Horse Guards. She explained the importance of the Guards in
making friends and fostering her own love for riding.

Niki Cogliano: Ms. Cogliano expressed her opposition to this bill, explaining the therapeutic
effect that the horses have on the Governor's Guards members. She also mentioned her
concern over what would happen to the horses if the guards were to be privatized.

Elmer Ansaldo: Mr. Ansaldo explained the legacy of the Governor's Guards and their
importance in Connecticut's history. He pointed to them as a manifestation of civic
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engagement, and he claimed that if this bill were to pass a valuable piece of Connecticut's
history would be lost.

Victorio Antonio: Mr. Antonio explained the Military Department's dual purpose to serve
both the State of Connecticut and the US. He noted that if the National Guard were to be
deployed overseas, the only line of defense left in Connecticut would be the organized militia
— namely the Governor's Guards. He went on to say that privatizing the Guards would strip
the state of their last line of defense.

Kimberly Armbruster, Agricultural Worker, Connecticut Military Department: As the
agricultural worker for the Second Governor's Horse Guard, Ms. Armbruster recalled her
experiences with the Horse guard and explained their dedication to their community and their
state. She noted the historical value of the Guards and requested that the committee oppose
this bill.

Mary Jean Corti: Ms. Corti expressed her strong opposition to this bill, highlighting how
important the Governor's Guards are to equestrians and those interested in horses. She
pointed out the natural beauty of the Newtown facility and the therapeutic effects of being
able to ride on those grounds. She requested that the committee instead support HB5797.

Mary Baier: As a former member of the First Governor's Horse Guard, Ms. Baier expressed
her opposition for this bill on the grounds that privatization would kill the four units in the
Governor's Guards. She stressed the importance of their historic legacy and noted that they
are some of the only remaining organized militias left in the country.

Travis Board: Mr. Board explained the recent history of interaction between the Military
Department and the Governor's Guards, stating that in 2021 the Military Department gained
control over the organized militia. He claimed that this bill is the final blow to the Guards'
survival and legacy.

Bill Cowell: Mr. Cowell expressed his opposition to this bill, claiming that it is intended to
wipe out the Governor's Guards and their centuries-long history.

Gary Brooks, Retired Captain, First Governor's Horse Guard: Mr. Brooks expressed his
opposition to this bill, explaining some of the outreach programs in which the First Governor's
Horse Guard has been involved. He asserted that the members of the committee have an
obligation to the people of Connecticut and as such should honor the tradition carried by the
Governor's Guards.

Michele Buzzi: Ms. Buzzi explained that, as a resident of Newtown, she has had the
privilege of seeing the Governor's Guards march in the town's Labor Day Parade. She
requested that the committee oppose this bill and instead support HB5797, which would
provide more funding to the Governor's Guards.

Marleen Caffarelli: Ms. Caffarelli expressed her concerns with how little notice was given to
the Governor's Guards of this bill and requested that the committee defer this action until
2026.
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David Carlson: Mr. Carlson expressed his belief that this bill is an attempt to destroy the
Governor's Guards. He detailed the Military Department's role in the inner politics of the units,
specifically the First Governor's Foot Guard, and in disrupting different activities of the
Guards. He requested that the committee oppose this bill and instead come to an agreement
with the Military Department and the Governor's Guards.

Stephen Chapman, Second Lieutenant, Friends of the Second Company Governor's
Horse Guard: Mr. Chapman expressed his opposition to this bill and explained some of the
important historical dignitaries who have been escorted by the Governor's Guards. He
mentioned that members of the Guards come from all different walks of life and bring with
them a very diverse skill set. He relayed his belief that the units would not be able to sustain
themselves after being privatized.

Elizabeth Connolly: Ms. Connolly expressed her opposition to this bill, citing the importance
of preserving Connecticut's military history and their responsiveness to the COVID-19
pandemic as reasons for their continued existence with the state. She also mentioned that
they help ameliorate the image of the military in a time when it is "so often looked down
upon".

Julie Costello: Ms. Costello expressed her opposition to this bill, specifically the fact that it
does not expressly convey to the First Governor's Horse Guard their Avon facility. She noted
that the land was initially conveyed to the state with the understanding that it would always be
available to the Guard. She requested that the committee put in language that would transfer
the land back to the First Governor's Horse Guard.

Dr. Fernando De La Pena, President, De La Pena Dental Group: Dr. De La Pena
expressed his disbelief that Connecticut could even consider privatizing the Governor's
Guards, units that have been around since 1775. He noted that this move would likely have a
negative impact on the morale of the Governor's Guard members and the National Guard
members who worked with them.

Dr. Mario DiNatale: Dr. DiNatale expressed his opposition to the bill, noting the long tradition
of civic engagement and dedication among the Governor's Guards. He noted their consistent
presence at community events and lively spirit of volunteerism.

Angela Dorsey: Ms. Dorsey expressed her opposition to the bill and requested that the
committee reconsider it at a later date to give the Guards a chance to develop a fundraising
plan.

Anne Dzialo: Ms. Dzialo called upon the committee to reconsider supporting this bill and
allow the Governor's Guards to remain in the Military Department. She detailed some of the
history of the First Governor's Horse Guard and urged the committee to consider the far-
reaching consequences of privatizing these units.

Milena Frankowska: Ms. Frankowska expressed her opposition to this bill, stating her
concern as to what would happen to the Avon Horse Guard facility following the privatization
of the Governor's Guards. She recommended that the stable be transitioned to a
rehabilitation facility for children with autism and people with PTSD.
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Linda Garcia, Retired Sergeant, Second Governor's Foot Guard: Ms. Garcia expressed
her opposition to the bill, noting that during her time with the Field Music division of the
Second Governor's Foot Guard she had the opportunity to participate in a number of different
missions with the unit. She pointed out that while the Governor's Guards are largely
ceremonial, they still engage in many non-ceremonial activities.

Courtney Gibson, Member, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Ms. Gibson recounted her
experiences with the Second Governor's Horse Guard in community service. She also noted
how important her involvement with the unit was to her personal and professional
development. Given the importance of the Guard as an organization, she requested that the
committee oppose this bill.

Jeremy Gish: Mr. Gish expressed his opposition to this bill, stating that the ceremonial work
the units undertake would be in jeopardy if they were to be privatized.

Loren Grabinsky: Ms. Grabinsky expressed concerns with the bill, specifically with the short
implementation time of the bill. With only a few months for the Governor's Guards to figure
out the logistics of privatization, this bill would almost certainly kill the units.

Nathan Hackmeister: Mr. Hackmeister expressed his strong opposition to this bill, alleging
that it is simply part of a conspiracy on behalf of the Military Department against his wife and
other members of the Governor's Guards. He claimed that the Department attempted to use
his wife's pregnancy as a tool against a commander of the First Governor's Horse Guard, and
that they retaliated when she refused.

Michelle Handibode, Member, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Ms. Handibode
expressed her opposition to this bill; as a former member of the Second Governor's Horse
Guard, she has a great deal of respect for the traditions that go along with the unit. She noted
the high-quality leadership that her unit has had and claimed that the Guard would not be
able to maintain this high standard of professionalism after privatization.

Michael Hedman, Quartermaster Captain, Second Governor's Foot Guard: Mr. Hedman
stated his belief that the citizens of Connecticut would suffer if the Governor's Guards were to
be privatized, and as such expressed his opposition to this bill.

Edward Henfey, Retired Major Commandant, First Governor's Horse Guard: Mr. Henfey
expressed his strong opposition to this bill and its degradation of four centuries-old units into
nothing more than hobbies. He detailed the history of the unit's service and deployments over
the years and explained the Governor's Guards' modern utility as responders and ceremonial
units.

Colleen Jalowiec: Ms. Jalowiec expressed her position that this bill is intended to address
administrative deficiencies within the Military Department, not problems with the Governor's
Guards. She urged the committee to oppose this bill and fund the Guards.

Matthew Jalowiec: Mr. Jalowiec expressed his opposition for this bill, explaining that the
volunteer nature of the Governor's Guards makes them a vital resource to the state. He
asserted that the fiscal impact of supporting the unit is negligible and that the Military
Department should reconsider their financial priorities.
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Nancy Jarvis: As a retired animal control officer, Ms. Jarvis explained the role of the horse
guard units in the training of Connecticut's animal control officers. Given their training
capabilities, along with the community benefits and historical legacy that accompany the
units, she requested that the committee oppose this bill.

Gordon Johnson, Retired Commanding Officer, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Mr.
Johnson expressed his opposition to this bill and laid out many different parades and events
in which the Governor's Guards partake. He explained that the Second Governor's Horse
Guard is an important facet of Connecticut's history and mentioned their commitment to army
values.

Karen Katrinak: Ms. Katrinak expressed her disbelief that the state is considering eliminating
the Governor's Horse Guards. She explained her frustration that the state of Connecticut
would invest in programs that she believes are unwanted, yet at the same time cut programs
in the military. She urged the committee not to support this bill.

Paul Korzynski: Mr. Korzynski expressed his opposition to this bill and explained his view
that without state funding, the Governor's Guards would inevitably run out of money. He
argued that the bill should be reconsidered and pushed off until 2026 to give the Guards
more time to develop a plan for fundraising.

Kathryn LaCroix, Member, First Governor's Horse Guard: Ms. LaCroix expressed her
opposition to this bill, explaining some of the history of the Governor's Guards and the
ceremonial utility that they provide now. She noted the importance of the community
education programs run by the Guards and asserted that without state funding, the units
would not be able to sustain themselves.

Thomas Laffin, Town Councilor, Wallingford: Mr. Laffin explained that, as the family
member of multiple members of the Governor's Guards, he appreciates the ceremony behind
what the Guards do. He also noted the fact that they serve as official state liaisons and help
bridge the gap between municipalities and Hartford. He requested that the committee oppose
this bill.

Jenn Larkin: Ms. Larkin explained her personal connection to the Governor's Guards and
their importance as a part of the community. She requested that the committee oppose this
bill and keep the Governor's Guards alive.

Brian Lauro: Mr. Lauro explained the importance of the Governor's Guards in helping his
family recover from the loss of his daughter and requested that the committee oppose this
bill. He also noted his disbelief that the state would consider defunding these units given their
importance to the community.

Jean Marciniak, Director, State Guard: Mr. Marciniak expressed his opposition to this bill,
pointing to the importance of the Governor's Guards in emergency situations. He especially
noted their performance during the COVID-19 pandemic and requested that, due to the
importance of their role, the state instead look at options to increase the Guards' utility.
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Amanda Matava: Ms. Matava expressed her opposition to this bill on the grounds that it
would defund an important historical preservation group to the point of bankruptcy. She noted
the diverse array of people in different occupations that have joined the Governor's Guards
and the dedication of those members to honoring the legacy of the Guards.

Patricia McCusker: Ms. McCusker expressed her frustration with the way this bill was
proposed, pointing out that the proposal was drafted without input from the Governor's
Guards. She requested that the committee either kill this bill or put it off until 2026.

Cindy Panioto: Ms. Panioto expressed her opposition to this bill, pointing out the lack of any
measures in the bill allowing for a transition from the organized militia to a private militia
force. She pointed out a number of logistical errors that would accompany this transition,
namely fundraising and staffing the facilities, and she requested that the committee either
fully fund the units or give them an additional year to develop a fundraising strategy.

Andrew Paolillo: Mr. Paolillo expressed his concerns with this bill, pointing out the legal
ambiguity of a private military force marching with ceremonial weapons and firing ceremonial
weapons for events. He also noted the loss in the state's operational capacity and historic
legacy if these units were to be privatized. For those reasons, he requested that the
committee oppose this bill.

Tracey Pertoso: Ms. Pertoso expressed her opposition to this bill, pointing out the
importance of keeping the Governor's Guards' history alive. She mentioned how important
the Second Governor's Horse Guard was in helping people recover from the Sandy Hook
Shooting, and she asserted that without the state's money the units would not be able to
support themselves.

Lisa Pruner: As a resident in Newtown, Ms. Pruner attested to how active the Second
Governor's Horse Guard has been in her community. She requested that the committee wait
until 2026 to decide on this bill in order to give the Governor's Guards time to make a plan.

Dana Ravenberg: Mr. Ravenberg expressed his strong opposition to this bill, claiming that it
was put forth as part of a conspiracy perpetuated by the Connecticut Military Department
against the Governor's Guards. He pointed out the utility of the Governor's Guards, namely
their mobilization during the COVID-19 pandemic, and rebukes the notion that the legal cases
which seem to have spurred the proposal of this bill are the result of impropriety within the
Governor's Guards.

Christopher Regan: Mr. Regan expressed his opposition to this bill, explaining the
importance of the Governor's Guards in connecting young people with history.

Donna Regan: Mr. Regan expressed her opposition to this bill, stressing the importance of
civic organizations and keeping them funded.

Lawrence Reinhardt, Staff Sergeant, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Mr. Reinhardt
expressed his opposition to this bill, claiming that privatization would kill the Governor's
Guards. He attested to the strong bonds between the members of his unit and with the
horses and stressed that privatization would end the community built up around the Guards.
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Brandon Robertson, Town Manager, Avon: As the town manager for Avon, Mr. Robertson
expressed his opposition to this bill. He noted the importance of the First Governor's Horse
Guard to the town and that privatization would effectively result in them losing access to their
facility in Avon.

Thomas Rozanski: Mr. Rozanski expressed his shock that this bill was introduced, pointing
to the Governor's Guards' long-standing history in the State of Connecticut and the number of
important historical figures which have served in the units. He requested that the committee
oppose this bill.

Jennifer Sanford, Member, Second Governor's Horse Guard: Ms. Sanford expressed her
opposition to this bill, pointing out the rich history of the Governor's Guards and their
mobilization in response to the COVID-19 pandemic and the Sandy Hook Shooting. She
invited the members of the committee to watch the Second Governor's Horse Guard drill
firsthand.

Julie Scull, Member, First Governor's Horse Guard: Ms. Scull expressed her opposition to
this bill for several reasons. She explained her concern over the future of the two Horse
Guard facilities, pointed out administrative avenues for resolving the administrative burden on
the Military Department, expressed concern over the future of the mobile field hospitals
created by the Governor's Guards, and expressed frustration at the lack of training provided
to the Governor's Guards by the Military Department. She noted that given the timeline of
implementation on this bill, the Governor's Guards would not be able to raise enough money
to survive upon privatization.

Ann Marie Seavy-Cioffi: Ms. Seavy-Cioffi expressed her opposition to this bill, highlighting
the history of the Governor's Guards and the fact that the units still use gear with historical
value. She expressed concerns over what would happen to that gear upon the privatization of
the Governor's Guards.

Dennis Silvestri: Mr. Silvestri explained some of the history behind the Governor's Guards,
noting that they were quite active in the early 20" Century. He expressed his belief that
certain politicians likely want to use the money currently allocated to the Governor's Guards
for useless mandates and giveaways.

Yahaira Soto: Mr. Soto explained how the First Governor's Horse Guard exposed her to
horses and equestrianism, for which she is thankful. She noted that she was met in the Horse
Guard with a culture of inclusivity and requested that the committee oppose this bill.

Gary Stegina: Mr. Stegina expressed his opposition to this bill given the historical importance
and functionality of the units in the Governor's Guards. He emphasized how useful it is to
have a state militia at the ready consisting of volunteers.

Aldona Tarlowski: Ms. Tarlowski expressed her opposition to this bill and explained the
interactions between the Military Department and the Governor's Guards. She noted that
since the Military Department assumed control of the organized militia, morale in the Guards
decreased and many members and officers left; she also rebuked the claim that the Military
Department cannot afford the Governor's Guards.
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Lizabeth Wojtowicz: Ms. Wojtowicz explained that one of the reasons she settled down in
Connecticut was because this state has a tradition of honoring history. This bill would get rid
of an important part of Connecticut's history; as such, she requested that the committee
oppose it.

Additional Testimony: One hundred and twenty-five individuals expressed their opposition
to this bill, remarking on the importance of the Governor's Guards to Connecticut's history
and pointing to their emergency response role during the COVID-19 pandemic.

GENERAL COMMENTS:

Raymond Hite, Commanding Officer, First Governor's Foot Guard: Mr. Hite expressed
his concern regarding this bill, stating that there is more to the Governor's Guards than their
history. He noted that because the Guards tend to have older members than the National
Guard, they have much more life experience within them than a typical state military unit. He
pointed out the importance of the Guards in the state's response to the COVID-19 pandemic
and requested that the Military Department pursue an administrative solution to the problem.

Brittany Franco: Ms. Franco noted the historical legacy of the Governor's Guards and their
contribution during the COVID-19 pandemic. She also noted the units' successful collection of
clothing and blankets for clothing drives. She requested that the committee take the time to
consider all options on the table for the Governor's Guards.

Peter Jenkin: Mr. Jenkin pointed out a few problems with the proposed privatization of the
Governor's Guards in this bill, namely ambiguity in the statute regarding private military
forces. He also noted that privatization would allow the Governor's Guards to operate
however they saw fit without the oversight of the Military Department.

Michael Morand, City Historian, City of New Haven: Mr. Morand explained some of the
history behind the Governor's Guards and stressed their importance as a living connection to
Connecticut's history.

Shawn Trimboli: Mr. Trimboli explained the historical value of the Governor's Guards and
some of their recent mobilizations, including during the COVID-19 pandemic. He noted that
while he was not asking the committee to oppose this bill, he would rather see the Governor's
Guards become more self-sufficient within the Military Department as opposed to becoming a
private militia.

Kyle Tripp, Bandmaster, First Governor's Foot Guard: Mr. Tripp explained the importance
of the Governor's Guards to volunteer musicianship and in keeping long-standing musical
traditions alive. He requested that the Governor's Guards remain within the state without
saddling the Military Department with the administrative hassle.

Reported by: Sam Sims, Jack Anderson Date: 3/21/2025
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