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Vital to the Safety Net



Dedication
CHIEF CLERK BARBARA A. CARBINO
1942 – 2015

The 2014-2015 Biennial Report is dedicated to Barbara A. Carbino, chief 

clerk of the Greenwich Probate Court for 23 years, who died February 

2, 2015. Barbara became a temporary employee at the 

court while in high school and was hired full time in 1960. 

After a 12-year hiatus to raise her children, she returned 

to the court in 1981 and 10 years later was named 

chief clerk, a position she held at the time of her death. 

Although not formally trained as an attorney, Barbara 

knew the law, and lawyers doing business with the court 

relied on her expertise. She operated in a benevolent 

EXW�¿�UP�PDQQHU��%DUEDUD�PDGH�VXUH�WKDW�DOO�ZKR�KDG�

matters before the court were treated fairly and with 

dignity, respect and compassion. She considered her 

deep passion for her work at the court one of her greatest 

accomplishments. Barbara is widely remembered as the 

heart and soul of the Greenwich Probate Court.
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A Message from 
Judge 

Paul J. Knierim 

It is time to debunk the 
myth that the primary 
function of the Probate 
Courts is to oversee the 
settlement of decedents’ 
estates. 

It’s true that estate 
matters have long 
represented the largest 
single category of 
court workload. But the 
Probate Courts have 
taken on many additional 
responsibilities over 
the years. The Probate 
Court system in the 21st 
century is an integral part 

of Connecticut’s 
safety net for 
children, the elderly 
and individuals 
with mental illness 
or intellectual 
disability. 
Cases involving 
these residents 

accounted for more than half of the courts’ total matters, 
surpassing the combined categories of estate and trust matters 
IRU�WKH�¿�UVW�WLPH�LQ�KLVWRU\�LQ�¿�VFDO�\HDU������������7KH�FRVW�
of handling those cases represents nearly two thirds of our 
budget.

Why these trends? Several reasons come quickly to mind. 
People are living longer. Residential psychiatric facilities 
have been shuttered, hospital stays are shorter and home 
FDUH�DUUDQJHPHQWV�DUH�IDYRUHG�RYHU�ORQJ�WHUP�QXUVLQJ�KRPH�
placements. Lawmakers have enacted greater protections for 
vulnerable populations at the same time that state agencies and 
QRQ�SUR¿�WV�KDYH�KDG�WR�FXW�VHUYLFHV��

As a direct consequence of these developments, Probate 
Courts are seeing more cases in the areas of conservatorship, 
commitment, guardianship of adults with intellectual disability 
and children’s matters. The cases are increasingly complex and 
demand more and more court resources. For example, the cost 
of providing conservators for indigent seniors and individuals 
with mental illness has increased more than twofold in the past 
¿�YH�\HDUV�

Yet in some ways our work actually reduces the need for 
expensive state services for many of our vulnerable citizens. 
We achieve this by helping families help themselves. Courts 

appoint relatives (most often grandparents) as guardians 
for children when addiction, mental illness or incarceration 
prevents the parents from providing care. Many of these 
children would be in the foster care system, at far greater 
cost to the state, if not for the opportunity to live with family 
members. 

Similarly, Probate Courts appoint conservators (here again, 
most often family members). Conservators are responsible 
for all aspects of care for citizens whose dementia, mental 
illness or other disabilities make them unable to manage 
their housing, nutrition, medical care and other basic needs. 
Without the ongoing support of conservators, many of 
these individuals would be unable to live in the community, 
instead requiring hugely expensive institutional care. 

The Probate Court system is a lean operation. Since 
FRQVROLGDWLQJ�FRXUWV�LQ�������ZH�KDYH�UHWXUQHG�PRUH�WKDQ�
$16 million in savings to the state’s general fund. Thanks 
to our longstanding partnership with cities and towns, most 
of our courts are housed in city and town halls, thereby 
PLQLPL]LQJ�IDFLOLW\�UHODWHG�H[SHQVHV��

This makes the work of the Probate Courts invaluable and 
FRVW�HIIHFWLYH�IRU�&RQQHFWLFXW��,Q�WKH�IROORZLQJ�SDJHV��\RX�
will read about how our courts help strengthen families by 
JLYLQJ�DW�ULVN�FKLOGUHQ�DQG�IDPLOLHV�VSHFLDO�DWWHQWLRQ�WKURXJK�
WKH�UHJLRQDO�FKLOGUHQ¶V�SUREDWH�FRXUWV��DQWL�WUXDQF\�FOLQLFV�
and grant programs. You will read about partnerships 
designed to end the “revolving door” of crisis intervention, 
incarceration or hospitalization and release for individuals 
with severe mental illness. And you will read about our 
participation in a statewide project to help prevent abuse 
of vulnerable seniors and to address other important elder 
justice issues. 

The next time you hear the Probate Court system 
mentioned, I hope what comes to mind is the image of 
an effective partner rooted in the communities we serve 
and committed to the mission of helping citizens who face 
precarious circumstances. Gone, indeed, is the Probate 
Court of our grandparents’ days – although one tenet will 
never change: honoring our tradition of ensuring justice in 
a forum that is both accessible and approachable for those 
who need our services. 

Paul J. Knierim
Probate Court Administrator 
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The Probate Courts are known as the people’s courts for 
many reasons. The rules of procedure are designed to 
make the courts accessible and approachable for attorneys 
DQG�QRQ�DWWRUQH\V�DOLNH��7KHVH�VDPH�UXOHV�SURPRWH�TXLFN�
resolution of cases at the least expense possible for the 
parties. Judges don’t wear robes. They discuss matters with 
parties while seated around a simple table and often travel 
to hospitals, nursing homes and other facilities to conduct 
hearings. Wherever they sit, judges are peacekeepers, 
resolving family and other dilemmas as equitably as possible 
for all concerned.

The Probate Courts also interact 
with their communities in a way that 
few other government institutions 
do in Connecticut. In addition to 
administering wills, trusts and estate 
matters after death, the courts are 
intrinsically connected to a range of 
matters that encompass both the 
greatest joys and deepest challenges 
of daily living. A child is adopted into 
a stable home. A homeless person is 
returned to a safe living environment 
ZLWK�WKH�KHOS�RI�D�FRXUW�DSSRLQWHG�
conservator. The parents of a child 
with intellectual disability can envision 
a more secure future for their child 
after the court appoints a standby 
guardian who will take over if they can no longer care for the 
child. Adult children receive help from the court in resolving 
HQG�RI�OLIH�GHFLVLRQV�IRU�DQ�HOGHUO\�SDUHQW��$�FKLOG�VXFFHHGV�
in school because of the court’s work with families on truancy 
issues.    

These scenarios touch on the major categories of Probate 
Court jurisdiction that link the courts and community in 
sensitive, highly personal ways. The categories include: 

• Children’s matters. The courts hear several different 
types of cases involving children, including temporary 
custody and guardianship, termination of parental rights, 
visitation, adoption, emancipation and paternity. Most 
of the guardianship matters involve parents who are 
unable to care for their children as a result of mental 
illness, addiction or incarceration. A family member is 

often appointed as guardian to care for the child. Some 
������FKLOGUHQ�DUH�FXUUHQWO\�FDUHG�IRU�E\�UHODWLYHV�XQGHU�WKLV�
framework. 

• Conservatorships. The courts appoint conservators to 
PDQDJH�WKH�FDUH�DQG�¿QDQFHV�RI�DGXOWV�ZKR�DUH�IRXQG�
unable to do so themselves due to conditions such as 
dementia, mental illness, intellectual disability or severe 
physical illness. The court determines whether a person 
needs a conservator, appoints one or more persons to 

serve in the role and supervises 
conservators on an ongoing basis. 
The court also provides instruction 
to the conservator on issues such 
as critical medical decisions and 
placement of the conserved person in 
a nursing home. 

• Guardianships for adults with 
intellectual disability. The courts 
handle Connecticut’s special form 
of guardianship for adults with 
intellectual disability. The courts 
determine if an individual has 
intellectual disability, whether a 
guardian is needed and, if so, who 
should serve as guardian. The court 
also conducts periodic reviews of 
guardianships to determine whether 

the arrangement continues to be necessary. 

• Commitments. The courts hear several different types of 
FDVHV�UHJDUGLQJ�LQYROXQWDU\�FRQ¿QHPHQW�IRU�WUHDWPHQW�RI�
mental illness, substance abuse and infectious diseases. 
In mental health cases, the courts determine whether a 
person is dangerous or gravely disabled and, in some cases, 
whether a conservator should have authority to consent to 
the involuntary administration of psychotropic medication. 
Probate jurisdiction also encompasses appeals from 
quarantine, isolation and vaccination orders issued during a 
public health emergency. 

In most of these matters, the Probate Courts, while rigorously 
safeguarding individuals’ rights, are also providing a core 
government service that is critical to the integrity of the state’s 
safety net. Without the work of the courts, more children would 
be displaced, more families would be disrupted, and more 

A Partner with the Communities We Serve

“After 15 years of doing almost exclusively 
probate law, I believe the Probate Court 
system is by far the most quali"ed system 
to address the legal needs of Connecticut’s 
neediest people, including those with 
intellectual disabilities, conserved individuals, 
minors and others who can no longer 
advocate for themselves. I cannot fathom how 
any other system could give the same level of 
service or handle the very important personal 
details with as much sensitivity, given the 
complexity of the matters.”  
—Attorney Matthew Vaccarelli, Law O!ce of 
Matthew P. Vaccarelli, Waterbury
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individuals would be admitted to hospitals, nursing homes and 
other facilities – or wandering the streets. And the courts’ work 
LV�FRVW�HIIHFWLYH��:KHQ�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV�SODFH�FKLOGUHQ�ZLWK�
guardians, the cost to the state is far less than if the children 
were placed in the foster care system. When the courts 
appoint a conservator to help a person with mental illness live 
in the community, the state saves tens – if not hundreds – of 
thousands of dollars in hospital costs. 

Each time the Probate Courts take up a matter, the tendrils 
of court work wind more deeply through Connecticut’s social 
landscape. The courts perform their sensitive, important work 
DFFRUGLQJ�WR�D�����\HDU�ROG�IRUPXOD�RI�GHGLFDWLRQ�WR�VHUYLFH��
integrity and the rule of law, and with the goal of doing so 
SURPSWO\�DQG�HI¿FLHQWO\��:KHWKHU�SURYLGLQJ�XUJHQW��OLIH�
sustaining measures in the short term or working long term to 
help families and individuals live their most independent lives, 
the Probate Courts each day demonstrate their integral role in 
and steadfast commitment to the communities they serve. 

Regional Children’s Probate Courts
The six regional children’s probate courts provide a forum for 
families to arrange for the care of children when parents are 
unable to do so. Informal hearings, comfortable court facilities 
and compassionate judges and court staff put families at ease 
as they work out problems. A family conference conducted by 
a court employee with advanced training in child and family 
dynamics is scheduled shortly after the case commences 
and before the hearing with the judge. The conference brings 
together the family with representatives from the Department 
RI�&KLOGUHQ�DQG�)DPLOLHV�DQG�FRXUW�DSSRLQWHG�DWWRUQH\V�WR�
GHYHORS�WKH�PRVW�EHQH¿FLDO�SODQ�IRU�FKLOGUHQ¶V�FDUH��7KH�JRDO�
is to keep children in the care of family members in a safe 
and familiar home environment whenever possible. Court 
employees also help families obtain needed services and 
monitor progress toward the goals set by the court. 

The Probate Courts’ program manager for mental health and 
family programs and the chief clerk for children’s matters 
support the staff and judges, arrange continuing education 
programs and coordinate efforts with DCF and community 
agencies that provide services to children and families.

The six regional children’s probate courts and communities 
served are:

• The New Haven Regional Children’s Probate Court, 
HVWDEOLVKHG�LQ�������-XGJH�-RKQ�$��.H\HV�RI�WKH�1HZ�+DYHQ�
Probate Court is the administrative judge. Communities served: 
Bethany, Branford, East Haven, Hamden, Milford, New Haven, 
North Branford, North Haven, Orange and West Haven 

• The Central Connecticut Regional Children’s Probate 
&RXUW��HVWDEOLVKHG�LQ�������-XGJH�3KLOLS�$��:ULJKW��-U���RI�
the Wallingford Probate Court is the administrative judge. 
Communities served: Cheshire, Cromwell, Durham, East 
+DGGDP��(DVW�+DPSWRQ��0DUOERURXJK��0HULGHQ��0LGGOH¿HOG��
Middletown, Portland, Southington and Wallingford  

• The New London Regional Children’s Probate Court, 
HVWDEOLVKHG�LQ�������-XGJH�-HIIUH\�$��0F1DPDUD�RI�WKH�
Niantic Regional Probate Court is the administrative judge. 
Communities served: East Lyme, Groton, Ledyard, Montville, 
New London, North Stonington, Old Lyme, Salem, Stonington 
and Waterford  

• The Northeast Regional Children’s Probate Court, established 
LQ�������-XGJH�/HDK�3��6FKDG�RI�WKH�1RUWKHDVW�3UREDWH�&RXUW�
is the administrative judge. Communities served: Ashford, 
Brooklyn, Canterbury, Chaplin, Colchester, Coventry, Eastford, 
+DPSWRQ��.LOOLQJO\��/HEDQRQ��0DQV¿HOG��3ODLQ¿HOG��3RPIUHW��
Putnam, Scotland, Sterling, Thompson, Tolland, Willington, 
Windham and Woodstock  

• The Waterbury Regional Children’s Probate Court, established 
LQ�������-XGJH�7KRPDV�3��%UXQQRFN�RI�WKH�:DWHUEXU\�
Probate Court is the administrative judge. Communities 
served: Bethlehem, Oxford, Roxbury, Southbury, Washington, 
Waterbury, Watertown, Woodbury and Wolcott  

• The Hartford Regional Children’s Probate Court, established in 
������-XGJH�6WHYHQ�0��=HOPDQ�RI�WKH�7REDFFR�9DOOH\�3UREDWH�
Court is the administrative judge. Communities served: Andover, 
$YRQ��%ORRP¿HOG��%ROWRQ��%XUOLQJWRQ��&DQWRQ��&ROXPELD��(DVW�

COURTS IN THE COMMUNITY
Case Type FY 14 FY 15
Mental Health Matters 19,366 20,465
Children’s Matters 10,245 10,959
Intellectual Disability Matters 6,262 8,194
Kinship & Respite Children Served 4,768 4,945
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*UDQE\��(DVW�+DUWIRUG��(DVW�:LQGVRU��(Q¿HOG��)DUPLQJWRQ��
Glastonbury, Granby, Hartford, Hebron, Manchester, Newington, 
5RFN\�+LOO��6LPVEXU\��6RPHUV��6RXWK�:LQGVRU��6WDIIRUG��6XI¿HOG��
8QLRQ��:HVW�+DUWIRUG��:HWKHUV¿HOG��:LQGVRU�DQG�:LQGVRU�/RFNV�

Truancy Clinics at the Regional Children’s Probate Courts
The Waterbury Regional Children’s Probate Court, with the 
Waterbury public school system, pioneered the Probate 
&RXUWV¶�¿UVW�WUXDQF\�FOLQLF�IRU�DW�ULVN�VWXGHQWV��%HJXQ�LQ������
under the leadership of Administrative Judge Thomas P. 
%UXQQRFN��WKH�YROXQWDU\��QRQ�SXQLWLYH�SURJUDP�EHFDPH�WKH�
PRGHO�IRU�IXWXUH�FOLQLFV�DW�RWKHU�FRXUWV��,Q�������WKH�*HQHUDO�
Assembly amended the law to expand the clinic to the 
New Haven Regional Children’s Probate Court. That year, 
Administrative Judge John A. Keyes, the court staff and the 
New Haven public school district launched an attendance 
and engagement clinic at two city elementary schools. In 
������WKH�*HQHUDO�$VVHPEO\�DPHQGHG�WKH�ODZ�WR�DOORZ�IRU�WKH�
expansion of the clinics to any Probate Court that serves one 
or more towns designated as an alliance school district by the 
commissioner of education, contingent on funding. 

The clinics work with 
elementary school students 
and their parents and 
guardians to address health 
problems and other systemic 
causes of unexcused absence 
from the classroom. A probate 
judge conducts the sessions 
to signal the importance of the 
program and give participants 
WKH�FRQ¿GHQFH�WKDW�WKH\�
are working with a fair and 
trustworthy community leader. The clinics are not judicial 
proceedings, however, and do not result in court orders or 
punitive measures. Clinics are designed to help families 
identify and resolve the causes of absences in a supportive 
environment. Collaboration with the local school board and 
the Department of Children and Families enables the clinic to 
make appropriate services available to the family and deliver 
them in a coordinated manner. The clinics tailor their approach 
to each family and set clear expectations for attendance. 

,Q�KLV������UHSRUW�WR�WKH�OHJLVODWXUH��-XGJH�.H\HV�UHSRUWHG�

SRVLWLYH�FKDQJHV�LQ�DWWHQGDQFH�DQG�WDUGLQHVV�RI����SHUFHQW�
DW�RQH�1HZ�+DYHQ�VFKRRO�DQG����SHUFHQW�DW�WKH�RWKHU�
school after one full academic year. The court was poised 
LQ������WR�LQWURGXFH�D�FOLQLF�DW�D�WKLUG�HOHPHQWDU\�VFKRRO��
-XGJH�%UXQQRFN��ZKR�KDV�FRQGXFWHG�FOLQLFV�DW�¿YH�VFKRROV�
in Waterbury for varying amounts of time, reported a 61 
percent reduction in unexcused absences among students 
at one school. At two other schools, unexcused absences 
GHFOLQHG�E\����SHUFHQW�DQG����SHUFHQW��7KH�:DWHUEXU\�FOLQLF�
WHUPLQDWHG�RSHUDWLRQV�DW�WKH�HQG�RI�WKH������VFKRRO�\HDU�

Kinship Fund and Grandparents and Relatives Respite 
Fund
The Kinship Fund and the Grandparents and Relatives 
Respite Fund offer critical assistance to relatives serving as 
FRXUW�DSSRLQWHG�JXDUGLDQV�DV�WKH\�SURYLGH�IRU�WKH�FKLOGUHQ�
in their care. Unlike foster parents, guardians appointed by 
Probate Courts are not eligible for monthly stipends from the 
VWDWH��7KH�JUDQW�SURJUDPV�VHHN�WR�¿OO�WKDW�JDS�E\�SURYLGLQJ�
¿QDQFLDO�KHOS�IRU�EDVLF�QHHGV��*XDUGLDQV�PXVW�PHHW�LQFRPH�
guidelines to be eligible for the grants. Kinship Fund grants 
DZDUG�IDPLOLHV�XS�WR������SHU�FKLOG�DQQXDOO\�WR�EX\�QHHGHG�

school items and services for their 
children, such as school clothes and 
supplies, tutoring, summer camp 
and music lessons, and eyeglasses 
and dental care. The Grandparents 
and Relatives Respite Fund gives 
TXDOL¿HG�JXDUGLDQV�DQQXDO�JUDQWV�RI�
XS�WR��������IRU�DVVLVWDQFH�LQ�WKH�
areas of child care, transportation 
and housing.

The General Assembly funded the 
SURJUDPV�DW�������PLOOLRQ�LQ������DQG�������,Q�������WKH�
NLQVKLS�IXQG�SURYLGHG�DVVLVWDQFH�WR�������IDPLOLHV�ZLWK�������
FKLOGUHQ��ZKLOH�JUDQWV�IURP�WKH�UHVSLWH�IXQG�EHQH¿WHG�������
IDPLOLHV�ZLWK�������FKLOGUHQ��,Q�������JUDQWV�IURP�WKH�NLQVKLS�
IXQG�ZHUH�DZDUGHG�WR�������IDPLOLHV��KHOSLQJ�������FKLOGUHQ��
*UDQWV�IURP�WKH�UHVSLWH�IXQG�EHQH¿WHG�������IDPLOLHV�ZLWK�
������FKLOGUHQ�

New Haven Probate Court Service Center
The New Haven Probate Court Service Center oversees the 
Kinship Fund and the Grandparents and Relatives Respite 

“#e (truancy) clinic helped make families aware of 
the importance of school attendance. #e numbers 
speak for themselves as to the success of the program. 
However, more important are the successes which are 
not represented by numbers alone, i.e., the positive 
relationships the clinic helped to establish between the 
school and the families.”  
—Michael "eriault, principal, Driggs Elementary 
School, Waterbury



2014!2015 BIENNIAL REPORT OF THE PROBATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR   5

Fund in New Haven. The center also runs the Extended 
Family Guardianship and Assisted Care Program, which 
provides outreach to individuals who are interested in 
VHUYLQJ�DV�JXDUGLDQV�IRU�QRQ�UHODWLYH�FKLOGUHQ�WR�DYRLG�
foster care placement outside of the home community. 
7KH�SURJUDP�WUDLQV�FDUHJLYHUV�LQ�FRQÀLFW�UHVROXWLRQ��DQJHU�
management, parenting and other skills. The service center 
hosts occasional community events that celebrate program 
successes. 

Melissa’s Project
7KH�3UREDWH�&RXUW�V\VWHP�SURYLGHV����������LQ�DQQXDO�
IXQGLQJ�IRU�0HOLVVD¶V�3URMHFW��D�QRQ�SUR¿W�RUJDQL]DWLRQ�WKDW�
performs case coordination and conservator services for 
individuals with severe and persistent mental illness. A 
program of Guardian Ad Litem Services, Inc. (Guardian), 
Melissa’s Project helps people with serious and persistent 
mental health disorders who may be at risk for incarceration 
or hospitalization to live as independently as possible in 
the community. The project connects individuals for whom 
conservators have been appointed with an array of services 
to ensure the best possible access to health care and 
community support. The program has proven effective in 
reducing arrests, incarcerations and hospitalizations for 
program participants.

Working with the Probate Courts and the Department of 
Mental Health and Addiction Services (DMHAS), Melissa’s 
3URMHFW�KDV�GRXEOHG�WKH�QXPEHU�RI�SHRSOH�LW�VHUYHV�WR�����
individuals since the last biennial report. The program also 
expanded its geographic base to encompass the Bridgeport, 
Hartford and Middletown areas in addition to serving clients 
in the Waterbury, Danbury, New Haven, Torrington, New 
Britain and Norwich areas. 

The expansion of services followed 
D�VLJQL¿FDQW�LQFUHDVH�LQ�IXQGLQJ�IRU�
Melissa’s Project by the General 
$VVHPEO\��$IWHU�WKH������VFKRRO�
shooting in Newtown, a legislative panel 
recommended promoting programs 
that coordinate and manage services 
for individuals with mental illness who 
are living in the community. Most of 
WKH�������PLOOLRQ�WKH�SURMHFW�UHFHLYHV�
annually comes from DMHAS, with a 
portion coming from the Probate Court 
Administration Fund. 

,Q�������3&$�DQG�*XDUGLDQ�ODXQFKHG�
a pilot program that gives several 
Probate Courts an additional resource as they appoint 
conservators for people with serious mental illness. Under 
WKH�SLORW�SURJUDP��*XDUGLDQ�VHUYHV�DV�WKH�FRXUW�DSSRLQWHG�
conservator of the person for 31 individuals in Hartford, New 
Haven, Middletown and some neighboring communities. 

Children in Placement 
The Children in Placement Connecticut program trains people 
to serve as volunteer guardians ad litem so they can advocate 
for the best interests of children who are in court as the victims 
of abuse or neglect. The organization provided advocates 

IRU�����FKLOGUHQ�LQ������DQG�����
FKLOGUHQ�LQ������ZKRVH�FDVHV�FDPH�
before the Probate Courts. 

Coalition for Elder Justice in 
Connecticut 
The Probate Courts participate in 
the coordinating council of the State 
Department on Aging’s Coalition 
for Elder Justice in Connecticut. 
The council seeks to prevent 
elder abuse, protect the rights of 
vulnerable elderly citizens and 
promote their independence, security 
DQG�ZHOO�EHLQJ��7KH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV�
work with other public and private 
stakeholders on the council to 

address key elder justice issues and advise and participate in 
the coalition’s action teams. 
 

“I have had the opportunity to help elderly 
clients stay in their homes, young adults with 
mental illness avoid jail and homelessness and 
clients of all ages transition out of residential 
facilities back into their communities. After 
more than a decade practicing in the Probate 
Courts, I am still amazed by how invested each 
judge and clerk is in the overall outcome of the 
lives of each conserved person.” 

— Attorney Katrina K. Camera, Scha#er & 
Camera, Attorneys at Law, Shelton 
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7KH�&RQQHFWLFXW�*HQHUDO�$VVHPEO\�HVWDEOLVKHG�WKH�2I¿FH�
RI�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUW�$GPLQLVWUDWRU�LQ������WR�SURYLGH�
administrative and legal support 
to the courts and promote uniform 
procedures throughout the Probate 
Court system. The Chief Justice 
appoints the Probate Court 
Administrator from among the sitting 
probate judges. The functions of the 
RI¿FH�LQFOXGH�

��$GPLQLVWUDWLYH�DQG�OHJDO�VXSSRUW
��7HFKQRORJLFDO�DQG�FRPSXWHU�

support
��)LQDQFLDO�RYHUVLJKW��DQDO\VLV�

and projections
��&HQWUDOL]HG�EXGJHW�DGPLQLVWUDWLRQ��EDQNLQJ�PDQDJHPHQW�

and payroll
��(GXFDWLRQDO�SURJUDPV
��3ROLF\�OHDGHUVKLS�DQG�OHJLVODWLYH�LQLWLDWLYHV
��(VWDEOLVKPHQW�RI�XQLIRUP�SURFHGXUHV
��3XEOLFDWLRQ�RI�PDWHULDOV�WR�DVVLVW�FRXUW�XVHUV

7KH�RI¿FH�KDV�IRXU�GHSDUWPHQWV�WKDW�RIWHQ�ZRUN�
collaboratively with other state agencies: communications and 
LQWHUJRYHUQPHQWDO�UHODWLRQV��¿QDQFLDO�VHUYLFHV��LQIRUPDWLRQ�
WHFKQRORJ\�DQG�ODZ��7KUHH�DFFRPSOLVKPHQWV�LQ������DQG������
deserve special attention, including two that have helped to 
protect the safety and security of Connecticut’s citizens. 

��$�PXOWL�DJHQF\�LQLWLDWLYH�VSHDUKHDGHG�E\�WKH�3UREDWH�
Courts enables state and federal law enforcement 
authorities to use a computer database to check the mental 
health backgrounds of citizens who seek to buy or own 
¿UHDUPV��7KH�ZHE�EDVHG��VHFXUH�PRGXOH��IXQGHG�E\�WKH�
8�6��'HSDUWPHQW�RI�-XVWLFH��HI¿FLHQWO\�FDSWXUHV�PHQWDO�
health adjudications in probate and criminal proceedings. 
The database includes mental health commitments, 
LQYROXQWDU\�FRQVHUYDWRUVKLSV�DQG�¿QGLQJV�RI�LQFRPSHWHQF\�
to stand trial and not guilty by reason of insanity, all of which 
disqualify an individual from purchasing or possessing 
¿UHDUPV��7KH�PRGXOH�UHSODFHV�WKH�ODERU�LQWHQVLYH�SURFHVV�
of faxing forms to various state agencies. Now, the 
information is transmitted electronically on a daily basis 
so that the FBI’s National Instant Criminal Background 
Check System (NICS) is fully up to date. Law enforcement 

XVHV�1,&6�WR�GHWHUPLQH�HOLJLELOLW\�IRU�¿UHDUPV�SXUFKDVHV��
7KH�2I¿FH�RI�3ROLF\�DQG�0DQDJHPHQW�FRRUGLQDWHG�WKH�

project grants, with participation 
from DMHAS, the Department of 
Emergency Services and Public 
Protection and the Judicial Branch. 
The project was known as NARIP – 
The NICS Act Record Improvement 
Program.

• The Ebola virus made a global 
DSSHDUDQFH�LQ�������OHDGLQJ�WKH�
Governor to issue a precautionary 
declaration of a public health 

emergency in Connecticut. When public health emergency 
declarations are in effect, the Probate Courts have an 
important role in protecting the public while also safeguarding 
civil liberties of individuals. The courts are the venue to 
DSSHDO�D�SXEOLF�KHDOWK�RI¿FLDO¶V�RUGHU�WR�LVRODWH��TXDUDQWLQH�
or vaccinate an individual or group at risk for transmitting a 
communicable disease. The Probate Court system acquired 
mobile videoconferencing technology so that a party who 
may be contagious can participate in a hearing from a remote 
location without creating risks for other parties, the public or 
court staff. 

��,Q�������WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV�FRQFOXGHG�WKH�¿QDO�VFKHGXOHG�
phase of the effort to preserve historic Probate Court records 
XVLQJ�XSGDWHG�WHFKQRORJ\��%HJXQ�LQ�������WKH�UHFRUGV�
preservation project was designed to help the courts meet the 
challenges of storing and providing access to records as the 
Probate Courts were restructured. The vast majority of court 
UHFRUG�ERRNV�VLQFH������KDYH�QRZ�EHHQ�GLJLWDOO\�VFDQQHG�
and are available for viewing at the courts.  

Communications and Intergovernmental Relations Department
The department maintains the ctprobate.gov website, publishes 
user guides and disseminates information to the public and the 
media. It also develops the legislative initiatives of the Probate 
Courts. The department works with cities and towns to provide 
suitable facilities for the Probate Courts. 

��7KH�FRXUWV�DGGHG�D�FDVH�ORRN�XS�IHDWXUH�WR�FWSUREDWH�JRY�IRU�
estate and trust matters. Through the case lookup, users can 
determine which court is handling an estate or trust matter 

 
O$ce of the Probate Court Administrator

“#e Probate Courts every day, in every town, stand 
as the last bulwark of protection for the "nancially 
abused elders in our system. Probate judges are 
specially trained to recognize potentially abusive 
situations and they are able to move quickly and 
surely to intervene to protect those citizens.”  

— Attorney Kelley Galica Peck, Robinson & Cole, 
Hartford  
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DQG�¿QG�FRQWDFW�LQIRUPDWLRQ�IRU�WKH�H[HFXWRU��WUXVWHH�DQG�
attorney. The website includes court forms and user guides 
that provide general guidance in court matters, the Probate 
Court Rules of Procedure and agendas and minutes of all 
Probate Assembly and committee meetings.      

• A new Probate Court intranet contains a wealth of resources 
for judges and court staff. Features of the internal website 
include a library of Probate Court practice and policy 
documents, continuing education materials, newsletters, 
calendars and announcements. Frequent updates make the 
LQWUDQHW�D�JR�WR�UHVRXUFH�IRU�SURYLGLQJ�PRUH�HI¿FLHQW�VHUYLFH�
and expanding opportunities for communication between PCA 
and judges and court staff. 

• PCA, working with the Probate Assembly’s Public 
Information Committee, unveiled a colorful set of presentation 
panels that provide an overview of the Probate Courts. The 
panels circulate among judges for use in their educational 
talks at senior centers, libraries and other community forums.  

• The Probate Courts streamlined the process for requesting 
accommodations under the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA). Each court has a designated ADA contact who 
answers questions from the public about access to court 
facilities and handles requests for accommodations such as 
assistive listening devices and sign language interpreters. 
The list of ADA contacts for each court and ADA forms and 
materials are found at ctprobate.gov.

Financial Services Department
7KH�¿QDQFLDO�VHUYLFHV�GHSDUWPHQW�LV�UHVSRQVLEOH�IRU�EXGJHWLQJ��
UHYHQXH�FROOHFWLRQ��SD\UROO��EHQH¿WV�DGPLQLVWUDWLRQ�DQG�DFFRXQWV�
payable.

��7KH�\HDUV�IROORZLQJ�WKH������UHVWUXFWXULQJ�RI�WKH�3UREDWH�
&RXUWV�EURXJKW�PDMRU�FKDQJHV�WR�WKH�¿QDQFLDO�DQG�SHUVRQQHO�
operations of the courts. The previous biennial report 
describes the successful transition, including the adoption 
RI�D�XQLIRUP��HTXLWDEOH�FRPSHQVDWLRQ�DQG�EHQH¿WV�SODQ�DQG�
employee performance evaluation system for court staff. 
One task remained from consolidation, however: assessing 
how the new salary ranges for court staff compared with 
pay ranges for external positions with similar duties. An 
independent consultant hired to study the matter found 
that relevant employers, including the state’s judicial and 
executive branches, court systems in neighboring states and 
&RQQHFWLFXW�ODZ�¿UPV��SDLG�PRUH�WKDQ�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV�IRU�
FRPSDUDEOH�ZRUN��,Q�������IROORZLQJ�DSSURYDO�E\�WKH�3UREDWH�
Court Budget Committee, the Probate Courts adopted a 
graduated pay structure that brings court staff pay rates more 
in line with market rates for similar work. The new rates were 
EHLQJ�SKDVHG�LQ��ZLWK�WKH�¿UVW�LQVWDOOPHQW�RFFXUULQJ�LQ�IDOO�
�����

��+DOI�RI�WKH�FRXUWV�XQGHUZHQW�DXGLWV�LQ������DQG�WKH�
RWKHU�KDOI�LQ�������7KH�ODWHVW�VHW�RI�¿QDQFLDO�UHYLHZV�
focused on the various policies included in the PCA 
Policy Manual covering payroll and timekeeping 
responsibilities in the courts, probate fee billings, 
accounts receivable and cash collections, and court 
expenditures.

��6LQFH�������FRXUW�XVHUV�KDYH�KDG�D�FRQYHQLHQW�RSWLRQ�
to pay for court fees by credit or debit card, in addition to 
paying by cash and check. 

Information Technology Department
The information technology (IT) department maintains the 
Probate Courts’ computer network, develops the software 
applications used to manage cases and operates a help 
desk for judges and court staff.     

• At the heart of most of the IT department’s work is 
the electronic case management system (CMS) that 
RUJDQL]HV�WKH�¿OHV�RI�WKH�DSSUR[LPDWHO\��������PDWWHUV�
the courts handle each year. A major initiative integrated 
the courts’ document management system, known as 
/DVHU¿FKH��LQWR�&06��7KH�UHVXOW�LV�YDVWO\�VLPSOL¿HG�¿OLQJ�
and retrieval of court documents. By eliminating the need 
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to enter the same information in two distinct programs, the 
interface saves court staff time, enabling clerks to serve the 
SXEOLF�PRUH�VZLIWO\��0RUH�VLJQL¿FDQWO\��WKH�LQWHUIDFH�VHWV�WKH�
stage for changing how the public and attorneys will interact 
with the Probate Courts in the future. The technology 
upgrade lays the foundation for establishing online access 
WR�QRQ�FRQ¿GHQWLDO�FRXUW�GRFXPHQWV�DQG�LV�D�SUHFXUVRU�
WR�DQ�HOHFWURQLF�¿OLQJ�V\VWHP�WKDW�ZLOO�JLYH�FRXUW�XVHUV�WKH�
option to interact with the courts in a paperless manner.  

��7R�HQVXUH�WKH�VXFFHVV�RI�WKH�&06�/DVHU¿FKH�LQWHUIDFH��
WKH�GDWD�WUDQVPLVVLRQ�FDSDELOLWLHV�RI�FRXUW�FRPSXWHUV�
needed to be improved. PCA replaced DSL service 
with cable Internet service for the courts, enhancing the 
performance and speed of computers and improving the 
UHOLDELOLW\�RI�EDFN�XS�V\VWHPV��

��,Q�������WKH�FRXUWV�DFTXLUHG�VRIWZDUH�WKDW�HQDEOHV�FRXUW�
computers to make audio recordings of hearings. Recording 
courtroom hearings through a computer instead of an 
external device has saved court staff time by simplifying the 
SURFHVV�IRU�¿OLQJ�UHFRUGLQJV�LQ�&06��

Law Department  
Attorneys in the law department provide advice and expertise 
to judges, court staff and the Probate Assembly committees. 
They conduct court visits, present continuing education 
programs, develop policies, procedures and forms and 
collaborate with state agencies on legislation and policy 
matters. 

• PCA publishes the Probate Court Rules of Procedure, 
which guides the practice of law in the courts. The book 
is updated biennially, with input from the Rules Advisory 
&RPPLWWHH�DQG�WKH�3UREDWH�$VVHPEO\��7KH������HGLWLRQ�
RI�WKH�UXOHV�FRQWDLQV�UHYLVLRQV�WR����VHFWLRQV��LQFOXGLQJ�
numerous streamlined procedures and other changes 
necessitated by amendments to the statutes.

• New legislation also requires that court forms be updated 
to ensure compliance with statutory requirements for 
probate procedures. The Probate Assembly’s Procedures 
Review Committee and PCA staff revised or created more 
WKDQ�����IRUPV�GXULQJ�WKH�SDVW�WZR�\HDUV��7KH�FRPPLWWHH�
also revised numerous forms to simplify language and 
provide clearer instructions that make it easier for court 
users to complete paperwork. The addition of QR codes to 
IRUPV�SURYLGHV�WZRIROG�EHQH¿WV��8VHUV�FDQ�VFDQ�FRGHV�ZLWK�
a smartphone to link to relevant information on the website, 
and the court case management software reads the codes 
to automate the process of logging in forms.   

• As is customary in an election year, education took center 
VWDJH�LQ�IDOO������DIWHU�YRWHUV�HOHFWHG�QLQH�QHZ�MXGJHV�WR�
WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV��7KH�ODZ�GHSDUWPHQW�FRQGXFWHG����
hours of training for the new judges, in addition to the array 
of educational programs the department presents each year 
with the Probate Assembly.   

• State law requires the Probate Court Administrator or 
his designee to visit each Probate Court every two years 
WR�UHYLHZ�FRXUW�SHUIRUPDQFH��,Q�������WKH�ODZ�GHSDUWPHQW�
introduced an educational component to these visits, with 
attorneys leading 26 interactive workshops with court staff 
to strengthen their knowledge of new court procedures.  

“#e Regional Children’s Probate Courts ultimately help 
to preserve families. #e courts give children, parents and 
potential guardians the opportunity to work together to come 
up with a plan to best serve the child and the family, and to 
provide the judge with the detailed information he or she 
needs to make a decision that is in the best interest of the 
child.”  
—Attorney Johanna Fazzone, "e Law O!ce of Johanna P. 
Fazzone, Cheshire
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CONTINUING EDUCATION COMMITTEE
Judge Cynthia C. Becker, Chair
The Continuing Education Committee develops educational 
programs in cooperation with PCA on matters of probate law and 
related topics. The committee presents quarterly educational 
seminars in conjunction with Probate Assembly meetings. 

ETHICS COMMITTEE
Judge Michael F. Magistrali, Chair
The Ethics Committee is responsible for periodic review of 
the Code of Probate Judicial Conduct. The committee also 
FRQGXFWV�HGXFDWLRQDO�SURJUDPV�IRU�MXGJHV�RQ�HWKLFV��,Q�������
WKH�FRPPLWWHH�¿QLVKHG�ZRUN�RQ�D�SURSRVHG�QHZ�&RGH�RI�
3UREDWH�-XGLFLDO�&RQGXFW�LQ�ZKDW�ZDV�WKH�¿UVW�PDMRU�UHZULWH�RI�
WKH�GRFXPHQW�VLQFH�������7KH�FRPPLWWHH�VSHQW�PRUH�WKDQ�WZR�
years working to align the new code with the Code of Judicial 
Conduct for the Superior, Appellate and Supreme Courts and 
incorporate statutory changes and changes stemming from 
revisions to the Probate Court Rules of Procedure. 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
The Executive Committee guides the work of the Probate 
Assembly. Committee membership comprises the current 
DVVHPEO\�RI¿FHUV��WKH�LPPHGLDWH�SDVW�SUHVLGHQW��WKH�FKDLUV�RI�
the standing committees and nine voting members elected on 
a rotating basis (three per year) with representation from each 
county. 

LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE
Judge Brian T. Mahon, Chair
The Legislative Committee develops and reviews legislative 
SURSRVDOV�WKDW�DIIHFW�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV��,Q������DQG�������
the committee worked closely with PCA to update several 
statutes, including many that strengthen protections and court 
accessibility for vulnerable populations.  Budget matters were a 
PDMRU�IRFXV�RI�WKH������VHVVLRQ�DV�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV�VRXJKW�WR�
impress upon state leaders the fairness of maintaining general 
fund support for the courts.  

NOMINATING COMMITTEE
Judge Joseph A. Egan, Jr., Chair
The Nominating Committee prepares the slate of candidates 
IRU�3UREDWH�$VVHPEO\�RI¿FHV�DQG�WKH�VODWH�RI�PHPEHUV�IRU�WKH�

executive committee, budget committee and Council on 
Probate Judicial Conduct. Elections are conducted at the 
Probate Assembly’s annual meeting in April.

PLANNING COMMITTEE
Judge Michael R. Brandt, Chair 
The Planning Committee absorbed the ad hoc Bylaws 
Committee and revised the bylaws of the Probate Assembly 
to conform them to the requirements stemming from Probate 
&RXUW�UHVWUXFWXULQJ��,Q�������WKH�3UREDWH�$VVHPEO\�DPHQGHG�
WKH�E\ODZV�WR�FRQ¿UP�WKH�DVVHPEO\¶V�RUJDQL]DWLRQDO�VWDWXV�
as a state entity. Other changes to the bylaws included 
UHGXFLQJ�WKH�TXRUXP�QHHGHG�IURP����SHUFHQW�RI�PHPEHUV�
WR����SHUFHQW��HQGLQJ�WHUP�OLPLWV�IRU�FRPPLWWHH�FKDLUV�DQG�
PHPEHUV��DQG�LGHQWLI\LQJ�WKH�TXDUWHU��LQVWHDG�RI�WKH�PRQWK��LQ�
which quarterly assembly meetings are held. 

PROCEDURES REVIEW COMMITTEE
Judge Philip A. Wright, Jr., Chair
The Procedures Review Committee works with PCA to 
develop and revise court forms to ensure compliance with 
legal requirements. The committee reviews new legislation 
and responds to suggestions from judges, court personnel 
DQG�FRXUW�XVHUV��%\�-XQH�����������WKH�FRPPLWWHH�KDG�
UHYLVHG����IRUPV�DQG�FUHDWHG����QHZ�RQHV��/HJLVODWLRQ�WKDW�
UHTXLUHG�IRUP�FKDQJHV�LQ������LQFOXGHG�3XEOLF�$FW���������
ZKLFK�FODUL¿HG�WKH�OHJDO�UHODWLRQVKLS�EHWZHHQ�D�ELRORJLFDO�
parent and a child who is adopted as an adult by another 
person. Another provision established jurisdiction to permit 
D�3UREDWH�&RXUW�WR�PDNH�¿QGLQJV�RI�IDFW�UHODWHG�WR�D�FKLOG¶V�
eligibility for special immigrant status under federal law in 
connection with a removal or termination proceeding. In 
������3XEOLF�$FW�������-XQH�6SHFLDO�6HVVLRQ��FUHDWHG�D�
lien for unpaid probate fees on any real property located in 
the state that is included in the basis for fees in decedents’ 
estates, necessitating several forms related to releasing this 
lien. 

PUBLIC INFORMATION COMMITTEE
Judge O. James Purnell, III, Chair 
The Public Information Committee works to enhance 
understanding of the Probate Courts. The committee also 
works with PCA to prepare press releases and inform citizens 
about the services the Probate Courts provide.     

Leadership: Judges and Clerks
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AD HOC CONSERVATOR GUIDELINES COMMITTEE
Judge Mark J. DeGennaro, Chair
7KH�&RQVHUYDWRU�*XLGHOLQHV�&RPPLWWHH�FRQYHQHG�LQ������WR�UHYLHZ�
compensation for conservators appointed on behalf of indigent conserved 
individuals. The committee is identifying duties that are compensable and 
setting guidelines for payment. Payment of conservatorship services for indigent 
LQGLYLGXDOV�LV�RQH�RI�WKH�IDVWHVW�JURZLQJ�LWHPV�LQ�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV¶�EXGJHW��,W�
DFFRXQWHG�IRU�D�����SHUFHQW�LQFUHDVH�LQ�FRVWV�IURP������WR���������

AD HOC COURT SECURITY COMMITTEE
-XGJH�$QWKRQ\�-��'H3DQ¿OLV��&KDLU
7KH�&RXUW�6HFXULW\�&RPPLWWHH�EHJDQ�PHHWLQJ�LQ������WR�VWUHQJWKHQ�VDIHW\�DQG�
security at the courts. The committee established court security and emergency 
preparedness policies that were incorporated into the PCA Policy Manual 
during the biennium. At the committee’s recommendation, all court employees 
participated in regional training programs to learn ways of handling a possible 
active shooter situation in the workplace.  

AD HOC JUDICIAL SELECTION COMMITTEE
Judge Sydney W. Elkin, Chair 
7KH�-XGLFLDO�6HOHFWLRQ�&RPPLWWHH�FRQYHQHG�LQ������WR�VWXG\�WKH�LVVXHV�
surrounding various methods of selecting probate judges including through 
elections, as is currently done in Connecticut, and appointment. The committee 
functions mainly in a research capacity. 

CONNECTICUT ASSOCIATION OF PROBATE CLERKS (CAPC)
The Connecticut Association of Probate Clerks (CAPC), a professional group 
IRXQGHG�LQ�������KDV�D�PHPEHUVKLS�RI�����FOHUNV�DQG�MXGJHV��$V�VWDWHG�LQ�LWV�
bylaws, the group seeks to “promote the interests of all clerks and assistant 
clerks of the Probate Courts throughout the state by the exchange of ideas and 
information.” The association holds quarterly meetings, which usually have an 
educational component. The president is Chief Clerk Patricia Saviano of the 
Danbury Probate Court.

Honoring Supporters

#e Probate Assembly and PCA 
recognize supporters of the Probate 
Courts with the Public Service 
Award. #e 2014 recipient was 
Attorney Matthew F. LaRock, 
former assistant legal director of 
the Department of Children and 
Families, and the 2015 recipient 
was Senior Assistant State’s 
Attorney Howard S. Stein of the 
Judicial District of Fair"eld in 
Bridgeport. #e Probate Assembly’s 
Glenn E. Knierim Pro Bono 
Award, which recognizes advocacy 
on behalf of children and families 
in probate matters, was awarded 
to Old Saybrook Attorney Kerry 
E. Knobelsdor% in 2014 and West 
Hartford Attorney Michael J. Croll 
in 2015. 

“#e probate process was so easy. Our 
Probate Court o$cer prepared me for 
everything. During the guardianship 
proceeding, everything went so smoothly. It 
was a pleasure. Since then, there has been a 
lot of ongoing support.” 
 —Andrea Scott-Boyd, legal guardian of 
Da’Sani Scott, 6, New Haven
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Connecticut’s method of funding the Probate Courts 
FKDQJHG�GUDPDWLFDOO\�GXULQJ�WKH������OHJLVODWLYH�VHVVLRQ��
which observers described as one of the toughest in 
PHPRU\�DV�VWDWH�OHDGHUV�JUDSSOHG�ZLWK�ULVLQJ�GH¿FLW�
projections. The state budget cut general fund support 
IRU�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV�WR�]HUR�IRU�¿VFDO�\HDUV������DQG�
������FUHDWLQJ�D�����PLOOLRQ�VKRUWIDOO��7R�KHOS�PDNH�XS�WKH�
difference, state leaders increased probate fees steeply, 
particularly in the area of decedents’ estates. For estates 
ODUJHU�WKDQ����PLOOLRQ��WKH�IHH�URVH�IURP������SHUFHQW�WR�
����SHUFHQW��DQG�WKH���������FDS�ZDV�HOLPLQDWHG��7KHVH�
changes took effect retroactively, based on date of death on 
RU�DIWHU�-DQXDU\����������7KH�LPSDFW�RI�WKH�IXQGLQJ�FKDQJHV�
on the Probate Courts will not be fully evident until the next 
reporting cycle.  

7KH������EXGJHW�FXW�IROORZHG�WZR�\HDUV�RI�EXGJHW�
LQFUHDVHV��UHÀHFWLQJ�UHFRJQLWLRQ�E\�ODZPDNHUV�WKDW�WKH�
3UREDWH�&RXUWV�DUH�UHVSRQVLEOH�¿VFDO�VWHZDUGV�EXW�IDFH�
increasing costs. The biggest areas of increase were in 
payments for the services of conservators and attorneys 
appointed to assist indigent court users and implementing a 
XQLIRUP��HTXLWDEOH�SD\�SODQ�IRU�FRXUW�VWDII��2I�WKH������PLOOLRQ�
LQFUHDVH�LQ�IXQGLQJ�IURP�¿VFDO�\HDU������WR����������PLOOLRQ�
represented the transfer of funding for the Kinship Fund 
and the Grandparents and Relatives Respite Fund from the 
Department of Social Services to the Probate Courts. 

2Q�QRQ�EXGJHW�PDWWHUV��WKH�PRVW�VLJQL¿FDQW�DFWV�SDVVHG�
LQ������DQG������XQGHUVFRUHG�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV¶�UROH�LQ�
safeguarding the rights of vulnerable populations and are 
summarized below. A complete description of legislation 
affecting the Probate Courts can be found at ctprobate.gov. 

2014 
3XEOLF�$FW���������$Q�$FW�&RQFHUQLQJ�3UREDWH�&RXUW�
Operations, makes several technical and administrative 
changes to Probate Court statutes, including the following:

• Requires annual reviews of psychiatric commitments to be 
conducted in the court where the hospital is located.

• Updates the process for reporting mental health 
adjudications to the National Instant Criminal Background 
Check System (NICS). 

• Eases the transition to appointing a successor conservator 
when a conservator resigns, dies or is removed.

• Permits the transfer of a conservatorship matter to 
another court only if the transfer is the conserved person’s 
preference.

Legislative Summary

Probate Courts Indigent Costs
Costs and Number of Matters                     FY 14                        FY 15

Conservator Payments  $3.4 million $4.5 million
Conserved Persons 3,270 3,886

Attorney Payments  $2.3 million $2.7 million
Cases 9,943 11,276

Waived Fees  $1.24 million $1.3 million
Cases 5,951 6,392



12   2014!2015 BIENNIAL REPORT OF THE PROBATE COURT ADMINISTRATOR

• Permits the New Haven Regional Children’s Probate 
Court to establish a truancy clinic.  

3XEOLF�$FW���������$Q�$FW�&RQFHUQLQJ�3UREDWH�&RXUWV��
establishes jurisdiction to permit a Probate Court to make 
¿QGLQJV�RI�IDFW�UHODWHG�WR�D�FKLOG¶V�HOLJLELOLW\�IRU�VSHFLDO�
immigrant status under federal law. The act also:

��&ODUL¿HV�WKDW�D�ELRORJLFDO�SDUHQW�ZKR�MRLQV�LQ�DQ�DGXOW�
adoption with another person does not lose his or her 
parental rights.

• Amends paternity statutes relating to inheritance rights 
after death of the father and child. 

2015   
3XEOLF�$FW���������$Q�$FW�&RQFHUQLQJ�3UREDWH�&RXUW�
Operations, makes several changes to Probate Court statutes, 
including the following:

��3HUPLWV�D�QRQ�UHODWLYH�DGXOW�ZLWK�SK\VLFDO�FXVWRG\�RI�D�
minor to petition for removal of the parents.

��&ODUL¿HV�KRZ�QRWLFH�LV�JLYHQ�LQ�PDWWHUV�LQYROYLQJ�
guardianship of persons with intellectual disability.

• Permits a district where a petitioner is currently located, in 
addition to the district where the petitioner resides, to hear 
a petition for voluntary conservatorship.

• Establishes a procedure in the Probate Court to name a 
successor trustee when the trust instrument fails to indicate 
who will become trustee if the current trustee resigns, dies 
or becomes incapable of serving.

Brings probate magistrates, attorney probate referees and 
judicial candidates under the jurisdiction of the Council on 
Probate Judicial Conduct and gives the Chief Justice the 
authority to suspend or remove a probate magistrate or 
attorney probate referee. 

3XEOLF�$FW���������$Q�$FW�&RQFHUQLQJ�%LUWK�&HUWL¿FDWH�
Amendments, amends the grounds on which a Probate 
Court may issue an order to another state to change the sex 
GHVLJQDWLRQ�RQ�D�SHUVRQ¶V�ELUWK�FHUWL¿FDWH�WR�LQFOXGH�QRQ�
surgical means of gender transition. 

3XEOLF�$FW���������$Q�$FW�([SDQGLQJ�*XDUGLDQVKLS�
Opportunities for Children and Implementing Provisions of 
WKH�)HGHUDO�3UHYHQWLQJ�6H[�7UDI¿FNLQJ�DQG�6WUHQJWKHQLQJ�
Families Act, authorizes the Probate Courts to order sibling 
visitation in adoptions.

3XEOLF�$FW���������$Q�$FW�&RQFHUQLQJ�&KURQLF�$EVHQWHHLVP��
allows for the expansion of the Probate Court truancy clinics.

3XEOLF�$FW���������$Q�$FW�&RQFHUQLQJ�3URWHFWLYH�6HUYLFHV�IRU�
6XVSHFWHG�(OGHUO\�$EXVH�9LFWLPV��DOORZV�WKH�FRPPLVVLRQHU�RI�
the Department of Social Services to petition a Probate Court 
for an order to access the home of an elderly person when 
protective services personnel believe the person is a victim 
of abuse, and they have been denied access during their 
investigation.

3XEOLF�$FW���������$Q�$FW�3URWHFWLQJ�(OGHUO\�&RQVXPHUV�IURP�
Exploitation, adds the crimes of larceny and abuse to those 
that prevent a perpetrator from inheriting from a victim.

3XEOLF�$FW���������$Q�$FW�&RQFHUQLQJ�$GRSWLRQ�RI�WKH�
Connecticut Uniform Power of Attorney Act, adopts a 
FRPSUHKHQVLYH�VHW�RI�QHZ�UXOHV��HIIHFWLYH�LQ�-XO\�������
regarding powers of attorney. 

“#e Waterbury Regional Children’s Probate Court 
is instrumental in providing the necessary supports 
to children and families. #e Probate Court 
o$cers give the judge insight, clari"cation and an 
understanding of the family dynamics so he can 
issue the most appropriate order. #e relationships 
are marked by mutual respect and the ability to 
communicate openly, and creative ideas are often 
proposed to resolve di$cult family situations.”
— Juanita Soriano-Taylor, social worker, 
Department of Children and Families
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Judges and court staff keep informed about new laws and 
regulations, best practices in probate law and administration and 
evolving social mores through ongoing education and training 
sessions. Continuing education is the foundation for promoting 
best practices and uniformity in the Probate Courts. It is the 
basis for resolving disputes fairly and for reinforcing the courts’ 
mission of providing prompt, effective service.

Probate Court regulations require judges to earn at least 
���HGXFDWLRQDO�FUHGLW�KRXUV�D�\HDU�DQG�FRXUW�VWDII�WR�HDUQ�DW�
least six. Probate Court Administration spearheads an array 
of forums, some in partnership with the Probate Assembly, to 
help judges and court staff meet the requirements. Designed 
to provide the latest information on topics that affect the courts 
and court users, the forums include quarterly Probate Assembly 
VHPLQDUV��VHPL�DQQXDO�MXGJHV�LQVWLWXWHV��DQQXDO�FRXUW�VWDII�
training sessions and chief clerks meetings, and periodic 
webinars and roundtable discussions. Topics address the 
full range of matters the courts handle. Training sessions are 
also dedicated to issues related to court operations, including 
technological advancements, personnel policies and security 
and safety. 

,Q�������3&$�DGGHG�DQ�HGXFDWLRQDO�FRPSRQHQW�WR�WKH�YLVLWV�
staff attorneys are required to make to each court on a biennial 
basis to review legal practices. During the visits, PCA attorneys 
conduct a workshop for judges and court staff on relevant topics 
FRQIHUULQJ�XS�WR������KRXUV�RI�FRQWLQXLQJ�OHJDO�FUHGLW��,Q�������
WKH�DWWRUQH\V�OHG����ZRUNVKRSV�WKDW�FRQIHUUHG�D�WRWDO�RI�������
credits.  

-XGJHV�DQG�FRXUW�VWDII�DOVR�IXO¿OO�VRPH�FRQWLQXLQJ�HGXFDWLRQ�
requirements through courses offered by approved 
organizations. The Connecticut Bar Association provides 
vouchers that permit judges and court staff to attend programs 
relevant to probate law and procedure for free. Judges may 
HDUQ�FUHGLWV�E\�DWWHQGLQJ�HGXFDWLRQDO�SURJUDPV�RIIHUHG�DW�VHPL�
annual conferences of the National College of Probate Judges. 
Clerks may earn credits by participating in the educational 
component of quarterly meetings of the Connecticut Association 
of Probate Clerks.

Newly elected judges face additional requirements that 
include completion of an intensive curriculum designed by the 
2I¿FH�RI�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUW�$GPLQLVWUDWRU��)ROORZLQJ�HOHFWLRQV�
LQ�1RYHPEHU�������QLQH�QHZO\�HOHFWHG�MXGJHV�HDFK�FRPSOHWHG�
WKH�UHTXLUHG����KRXUV�RI�FRXUVHZRUN�DQG�HLJKW�KRXUV�RI�
mentoring.  

EDUCATIONAL EVENTS

2013
6HSWHPEHU�2FWREHU�5HTXLUHG�7UDLQLQJ
Topic and speaker  
6H[XDO�KDUDVVPHQW�DZDUHQHVV��$WW\��1DWKDQLHO�%URZQ��/DZ�2I¿FH�RI�
Nathaniel G. Brown

SEPTEMBER
Probate Assembly Seminar
Topics and speakers 
7UDXPD�IRFXVHG�FRJQLWLYH�EHKDYLRUDO�WKHUDS\��'U��-DVRQ�/DQJ��
Child Health & Development Institute of Connecticut, and Dr. Lesley 
Siegel and Marilyn Cloud, Department of Children and Families 
Autism spectrum disorders: Rebecca Giammatti, independent 
ERDUG�FHUWL¿HG�EHKDYLRU�DQDO\VW�
New Probate Court rules and forms: Judge Diane Blick and PCA 
personnel
  
Roundtable Discussions
Topics and speakers  
Probate Court rules of procedure and civil commitments, court forms 
and CMS applications: PCA personnel

Court Staff Training
Topics and speakers     
Superior Court service centers: Krista Hess, Priscilla Arroyo and Lori 
Semrau, Judicial Branch Rules of procedure, new legislation and IT 
advancements: PCA Personnel

OCTOBER
Judges Institute
Topics and speakers
Elder law: Atty. Lisa Nachmias Davis of Davis O’Sullivan & Priest 
LLC, Atty. Mark Dost of Tinley, Nastri, Renehan & Dost, LLP, Atty. 
6KDURQ�3RSH�RI�/DZ�2I¿FHV�RI�6KDURQ�/��3RSH��//&�DQG�$WW\��
Suzanne Brown Walsh of Cummings & Lockwood, LLC
Rules of procedure and new legislation: PCA attorneys

Continuing Education for Judges and Court Sta%
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Probate Assembly Seminar
Topics and speakers 
9LFWLP�DGYRFDF\�LVVXHV��$WW\��*DUYLQ�$PEURVH��&RQQHFWLFXW�2I¿FH�RI�
WKH�9LFWLP�$GYRFDWH�
Firearms issues and resources: Lt. Eric Cooke and Atty. Christine 
Plourde, Department of Emergency Services and Public Protection 
Active shooter awareness: Charles Epstein and Melanie Kerr, 
Judicial Branch 
Decedents’ estates: Atty. Rachel Withington of Cummings & 
Lockwood, LLC, Judge Michael Brandt, Judge Terrence Lomme and 
PCA Atty. Bonnie Bennet

SEPTEMBER 
Probate Assembly Seminar 
Topics and speakers 
Special immigrant juvenile status: Atty. Edwin Colon and Atty. Stacey 
9LRODQWH�&RWH��&HQWHU�IRU�&KLOGUHQ¶V�$GYRFDF\��DQG�$WW\��0HJDQ�
Naughton of Robinson and Cole, LLP 
Indian Child Welfare Act: Superior Court Judge Barbara Quinn 
1RWLFH�WR�DFWLYH�GXW\�PLOLWDU\��UHWLUHG�-XGJH�(GZDUG�0F$QDQH\�
Paternity matters: PCA Atty. Thomas Gaffey 
,QWHUQDO�FRPSHQVDWLRQ�VWXG\��)UHG�2ZHQ��2ZHQ�3RWWLHU��,QF���
 
Special Training 
Topic and speaker
Americans with Disabilities Act: Sandra Lugo Gines and David Irace, 
-XGLFLDO�%UDQFK��DQG�9LQFHQW�5XVVR��3&$���

OCTOBER
Chief Clerks Training
Topics and speakers 
Customer service: Chief clerks Jackie Buckle, Alexis Lewis, Loreen 
Michalak and Maureen O’Connor 
New legislation and forms and observations from court visits: PCA 
attorneys 

Webinar for Judges and Court Staff
Topics and speakers
New forms and procedures and CMS billing: PCA personnel

Judges Institute
Topics and speakers
Detecting deception in the courtroom: Maria Hartwig, John Jay 
College of Criminal Justice 
Advance directives: Judge Charles Norris 
New legislation and Ebola preparedness: PCA attorneys

NOVEMBER 
Probate Assembly Seminar
Topics and speakers 
Property law: Atty. Ellen Sostman, Connecticut Attorneys Title 
Insurance Company 
Alzheimer’s disease and dementia: Dr. Harry Morgan, Jr., Center for 

NOVEMBER 
Probate Assembly Seminar  
Topics and speakers 
Overview of mental illness: Dr. Alec Buchanan, Yale University Medical 
School 
7UHDWPHQW�RI�PHQWDO�LOOQHVV��'U��3DWULFLD�.HOO\��&RQQHFWLFXW�9DOOH\�
Hospital 
Mental health services: Loel Meckel, Department of Mental Health and 
Addiction Services, and Atty. Michael Mackniak, Guardian Ad Litem 
Services, Inc.

2014
JANUARY
Probate Assembly Seminar
Topics and speakers 
&DPSDLJQ�¿QDQFH��$WW\��.HYLQ�$KHUQ�DQG�$WW\��-RVKXD�)ROH\��
Connecticut Elections Enforcement Commission 
Campaign ethics: Judge Matthew Jalowiec, Judge Michael Magistrali, 
Judge John McGrath, Jr., retired Judge Thomas Sutnik and PCA Atty. 
Thomas Gaffey  
9RWLQJ�FRPSHWHQF\��-XGJH�'DQLHO�&DUXVR�
Understanding gender expression and identity: Robin McHaelen, True 
Colors, Inc. 
1DPH�FKDQJH�SHWLWLRQV��-XGJH�-RVHSK�(JDQ��-U���

MARCH
Judges Institute
Topics and speakers
([DPLQDWLRQ�RI�ZLWQHVVHV�DQG�KHDUVD\��$WW\��9DQHVVD�5REHUWV�$YHU\�RI�
McCarter & English, LLP 
Recent probate cases: Atty. Jeffrey Cooper, Quinnipiac University Law 
School, and Atty. John Ivimey of Reid and Riege, PC 
Rules of procedure: Judge John McGrath, Jr., and Judge Claire Twerdy 
Ex parte communications: Judge Philip Wright, Jr. 

Chief Clerks Training
Topics and speakers
Customer service, best practices: Annie Linden, ESI Employee 
Assistance Group 
LGTB youth in the Probate Courts: Robin McHaelen, True Colors, Inc. 
Rules of procedure: Judge Philip Wright, Jr., and PCA Atty. Thomas 
Gaffey 
3&$�3ROLF\�0DQXDO�UHYLVLRQV��FRXUW�SURFHGXUHV��/DVHU¿FKH�LQWHJUDWLRQ�
and Americans with Disabilities Act: PCA personnel 

JUNE
Roundtable Discussions
Topics and speaker
Ex parte communications, billing for estates, guardianships of estates 
of minors, logging court matters: PCA Atty. Bonnie Bennet
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Geriatric and Family Psychiatry, Inc. 
Title, real and personal property: Judge Edward Burt, Jr. 
Conservatorship law: Judge Robert Killian, Jr., and Chief Clerk 
Mary Ann Champney

5HJLRQDO�7UDLQLQJ�3URJUDPV����
Topic and speakers 
Active shooter awareness: Melanie Kerr and Jeffrey Getz, Judicial 
%UDQFK��DQG�9LQFHQW�5XVVR��3&$��

2015
JANUARY
Probate Assembly Seminar
Topics and speakers
Americans with Disabilities Act: Sandra Lugo Gines and Daniel 
Irace, Judicial Branch
,QWHOOHFWXDO�GLVDELOLW\��$WW\��3HWHU�+XJKHV��2I¿�FH�RI�3URWHFWLRQ�DQG�
Advocacy for Persons with Disabilities, Atty. M.J. McCarthy and Dr. 
Peter Tolisano, Jr., Department of Developmental Services, Chris 
McNaboe and Steven Schneidermeyer, Horizons Programs, Inc. 
Code of Probate Judicial Conduct: Atty. Richard Banbury, retired 
Judge Elaine Camposeo, Judge Walter Clebowicz, Judge Andre 
Dorval, Judge Matthew Jalowiec and Judge Michael Magistrali

Regional Training Programs (2)
Topic and speakers 
Active shooter awareness: Melanie Kerr and Jeffrey Getz, Judicial 
%UDQFK��DQG�9LQFHQW�5XVVR��3&$��

MARCH
Judges Institute
Topics and speakers 
8QDFFRPSDQLHG�PLQRUV�DQG�KXPDQ�WUDI¿�FNLQJ��$WW\��$OLFLD�

Kinsman, International Institute of Connecticut, and William Rivera, 
Department of Children and Families
Case law review: Atty. Jeffrey Cooper, Quinnipiac University School of 
Law, and Atty. John Ivimey of Reid and Riege, P.C. 
Opinion writing and evidence in children’s matters: Judge Francis 
Foley, III, Superior Court, and Judge John McGrath, Jr., and Judge 
Leah Schad 
Legal research: Judge James Purnell, III
Special immigrant juvenile status: Judge Dianne Yamin

Chief Clerks Meeting
Topics and speakers 
:RUNSODFH�VDIHW\��&DWK\�=LQVVHU��'HSDUWPHQW�RI�/DERU��DQG�3&$�$WW\��
Bonnie Bennet
&06�/DVHU¿�FKH�LQWHJUDWLRQ��&KLHI�&OHUN�(LOHHQ�5REELQV�DQG�3&$�
personnel
Personnel policies and records retention: PCA personnel

JUNE
Roundtable Discussions 
Topics and speaker 
Rules of procedure, conservatorships, special immigrant juvenile 
status and unclaimed property: PCA  Atty. Bonnie Bennet

Probate Assembly Seminar
Topics and speakers
Trusts: Jillian Comolli, PLAN of CT, Inc., Atty. James Funnell, Jr., of 
+HUPHQ]H�	�0DUFDQWRQLR�//&��$WW\��$P\�2UODQGR�RI�/DZ�2I¿�FHV�RI�
Amy E. Orlando, LLC, Atty. Robert Fawber of Cummings & Lockwood, 
LLC, Judge Frank Forgione, Judge William Osterndorf and Chief Clerk 
Alice Ann Fitzpatrick
Rules of procedure: Atty. Greta Solomon of Cohen and Wolf, PC, and 
Judge Michael Darby

2,628    Attendees of Probate Assembly- and PCA-sponsored programs

190  Credit hours offered by the Probate Assembly and PCA through seminars, judges   
  institutes and programs (64 seminars) 

161  Credit hours offered by state and local bar associations, state  
  agencies and other professional organizations (46 seminars)

38  Credit hours offered by PCA legal staff at 25 workshops held during court visits

9,241          Credit hours logged by attendees of Probate Assembly- and PCA-sponsored programs 

Continuing Education By the Numbers
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CASE TYPE FY14 FY15
    
DECEDENTS’ ESTATES:  

�D����3HWLWLRQ� ������ �����
$GPLQLVWUDWLRQ�±�,QWHVWDWH� ������ �����
$GPLW�:LOO� ������ �����
$GYLFH�$SSURYDO�RI�$FWLRQ�E\�)LGXFLDU\� ���� ���
$I¿GDYLW�(VWDWH�� ������ �����
$OORZDQFH�IRU�6SRXVH�RU�)DPLO\� ��� ��
$OORZDQFH�RI�$FFRXQW�� ������ �����
&RPSURPLVH�RI�&ODLP� ���� ���
&XVWRG\�RI�5HPDLQV� ���� ���
+HDULQJ�0DQDJHPHQW�6WDWXV�&RQIHUHQFHV� ������ �����
,QVROYHQW�(VWDWH� ���� ���
6DOH�RU�0RUWJDJH�RI�5HDO�(VWDWH�� ������ �����
732�(VWDWH����� ������ �����
:LOO�&RQWHVW� ��� ��
'HFHGHQW��2WKHU� ������ �����

TRUSTS:  
$GYLFH�$SSURYDO�RI�$FWLRQ�E\�)LGXFLDU\�� ��� ���
7UXVW�$FFRXQWV�� ������ �����
$SSRLQWPHQW�RI�7HVWDPHQWDU\�7UXVWHH�� ���� ���
&RPSHO�$FFRXQW�IRU�,QWHUYLYRV�7UXVW� ��� ��
+HDULQJ�0DQDJHPHQW�6WDWXV�&RQIHUHQFHV� ���� ���
7HUPLQDWLRQ�RI�&KDULWDEOH�7UXVW� ��� �
7UXVW��2WKHU� ������ �����

CONSERVATORS:  
$GYLFH�$SSURYDO�RI�$FWLRQ�E\�)LGXFLDU\� ���� ���
$OORZDQFH�RI�$FFRXQW� ������ �����
$SSRLQWPHQW�RI�&RQVHUYDWRU�RI�3HUVRQ�DQG�(VWDWH�±�,QYROXQWDU\� ������ �����
$SSRLQWPHQW�RI�&RQVHUYDWRU�RI�3HUVRQ�DQG�(VWDWH�±�9ROXQWDU\� ���� ���
Appointment of Conservator of the Estate – Involuntary 161 231
$SSRLQWPHQW�RI�&RQVHUYDWRU�RI�WKH�(VWDWH�±�9ROXQWDU\�� ���� ���
$SSRLQWPHQW�RI�&RQVHUYDWRU�RI�WKH�3HUVRQ�±�,QYROXQWDU\� ���� ���
$SSRLQWPHQW�RI�&RQVHUYDWRU�RI�WKH�3HUVRQ�±�9ROXQWDU\� ��� ���
$SSRLQWPHQW�RI�7HPSRUDU\�&RQVHUYDWRU� ���� ���
$XWKRULW\�WR�&RQVHQW�WR�3V\FKLDWULF�0HGLFDWLRQ�7UHDWPHQW���D�����H��� ���� ���
+HDULQJ�0DQDJHPHQW�6WDWXV�&RQIHUHQFHV� ���� ���
Orders Concerning Life Support Systems 12 16
0RUWJDJH�RU�6DOH�RI�5HDO�(VWDWH� ���� ���
Conservatorship Reviews 1,631 1,621
&RQVHUYDWRUVKLS��2WKHU� ������ �����

ADOPTIONS AND TERMINATIONS:  
$GYLFH�$SSURYDO�RI�$FWLRQ�E\�)LGXFLDU\�� �� �
$SSURYDO�RI�$GRSWLRQ�±�&R�3DUHQW�6WHSSDUHQW� ���� ���
$SSURYDO�RI�$GRSWLRQ�±�5HODWLYH� ��� ��
$SSURYDO�RI�$GRSWLRQ�±�6WDWXWRU\�3DUHQW��'&)�,GHQWL¿HG�� �� �
$SSURYDO�RI�$GRSWLRQ�±�6WDWXWRU\�3DUHQW��'&)�1RQ�,GHQWL¿HG�� �� �
$SSURYDO�RI�$GRSWLRQ�±�6WDWXWRU\�3DUHQW��3ULYDWH�$JHQF\�,GHQWL¿HG�� ��� ��
$SSURYDO�RI�$GRSWLRQ�±�6WDWXWRU\�3DUHQW��3ULYDWH�$JHQF\�1RQ�,GHQWL¿HG�� ��� ��
$SSURYDO�RI�$GXOW�$GRSWLRQ� ��� ��
+HDULQJ�0DQDJHPHQW�&RQIHUHQFH� ��� ��
7HUPLQDWLRQ�RI�3DUHQWDO�5LJKWV� ���� ���
7UDQVIHU�WR�6XSHULRU�&RXUW� �� �
$GRSWLRQ�735��2WKHU� ���� ����

Probate Court Matters
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CHILDREN’S MATTERS:  
$GYLFH�$SSURYDO�RI�$FWLRQ�E\�)LGXFLDU\�� �� �
$SSRLQWPHQW�RI�&R�*XDUGLDQ�RI�D�0LQRU� ��� ��
'&)�,QLWLDO�3HUPDQHQF\�+HDULQJ� ��� ��
'&)�6XEVHTXHQW�3HUPDQHQF\�+HDULQJ� ��� ��
(PDQFLSDWLRQ�RI�0LQRU� ��� ��
+HDULQJ�0DQDJHPHQW�6WDWXV�&RQIHUHQFH������� ���� ���
,PPHGLDWH�7HPSRUDU\�&XVWRG\� ���� ���
Paternity Claim 66 63
5HLQVWDWHPHQW�RI�3DUHQW�DV�*XDUGLDQ�� ���� ���
5HPRYDO�RI�*XDUGLDQ�RI�WKH�3HUVRQ� ���� ���
7HPSRUDU\�&XVWRG\� ���� ���
7HPSRUDU\�*XDUGLDQ� ���� ���
7UDQVIHU�WR�6XSHULRU�&RXUW� �� �
&KLOGUHQ¶V�0DWWHUV��2WKHU� ������ �����

GUARDIANS OF ESTATES:  
$GYLFH�$SSURYDO�RI�$FWLRQ�E\�)LGXFLDU\�� ��� ��
$OORZDQFH�RI�$FFRXQW� ���� �����
$SSRLQWPHQW�RI�*XDUGLDQ�RI�WKH�(VWDWH� ���� ���
&RPSURPLVH�RI�&ODLP� ���� ���
+HDULQJ�0DQDJHPHQW�6WDWXV�&RQIHUHQFHV� ��� ���
*XDUGLDQ�RI�(VWDWH��2WKHU� ���� ���

PERSONS WITH INTELLECTUAL DISABILITY:  
Advice/Approval of Action by Fiduciary  26 26
$SSRLQWPHQW�RI�*XDUGLDQ�RI�D�3HUVRQ�ZLWK�,QWHOOHFWXDO�'LVDELOLWLHV� ���� ���
+HDULQJ�0DQDJHPHQW�6WDWXV�&RQIHUHQFH� ���� ���
3ODFHPHQW�RI�D�3HUVRQ�ZLWK�,QWHOOHFWXDO�'LVDELOLWLHV� ��� ��
Sterilization 3 1
7HPSRUDU\�/LPLWHG�*XDUGLDQ�RI�D�3HUVRQ�ZLWK�,QWHOOHFWXDO�'LVDELOLWLHV� �� �
7KUHH�\HDU�5HYLHZV� ������ �����
*XDUGLDQ�RI�3HUVRQ�ZLWK�,QWHOOHFWXDO�'LVDELOLW\��2WKHU� ������ �����

COMMITMENTS ! ADULT:  
Commitments – Adult  
$QQXDO�5HYLHZ� ��� ���
%LHQQLDO�5HYLHZ�+HDULQJ� �� �
&RPPLWPHQW�±�$OFRKRO�	�'UXJ�'HSHQGHQF\� ��� ��
&RPPLWPHQW�RI�$GXOW�±�,QYROXQWDU\� ������ ���
+HDULQJ�0DQDJHPHQW�6WDWXV�&RQIHUHQFH� ��� ��
3HUPLVVLRQ�IRU�6KRFN�7KHUDS\� ���� ���
3UREDEOH�&DXVH�+HDULQJ�±�$GXOW�&RPPLWPHQW� ���� ���
5HOHDVH�IURP�&RQ¿QHPHQW� �� �
:DUUDQW�IRU�([DPLQDWLRQ�E\�&RXUW� �� �
Adult Commitment, Other 3 11

COMMITMENTS ! CHILDREN "UNDER 16#:  
&RPPLWPHQW�RI�&KLOG�±�,QYROXQWDU\� ��� �
Child Commitment, Other 1 1

OTHER MATTERS:  
&KDQJH�RI�1DPH�3HWLWLRQV� ������ �����
&RPSHO�3RZHU�RI�$WWRUQH\�$FFRXQWLQJ� ��� ��
&RPSHO�870$�$FFRXQWLQJ� �� �
+HDULQJ�0DQDJHPHQW�6WDWXV�&RQIHUHQFH� �� �
0DUULDJH��5HTXHVW�IRU�3HUPLVVLRQ��0LQRUV�� �� �
5HVWRUH�5LJKW�WR�3XUFKDVH��3RVVHVV�RU�7UDQVSRUW�D�)LUHDUP� �� �
2WKHU�3HWLWLRQV�RU�0RWLRQV� ��� ��
)HH�:DLYHUV� ������ �����
3DVVSRUWV� ������ �����
  

Totals (excluding Passports) 89,897 94,746

  
  
  
  
  

CASE TYPE FY14       FY15
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  FY13-14 FY14-15 
        
FUND BALANCE – Beginning of Year 6,862,908  6,391,181  
        
REVENUE:        
   Probate Court Fees          31,089,117  31,304,026  
   General Fund Appropriation             7,300,000   8,200,000  
   
   Pass-Through Funding:  2,200,000  2,200,000 
   Interest    201,525   211,129    
   Investment Income                  12,974 14,132  
   Probate Court Miscellaneous Funds                 24,674  1,133  

TOTAL REVENUE      40,828,290  41,930,420  
        
EXPENSES:       
  
PCA Expenses      
  
Personnel Expenses:       
   Salaries and Wages             1,519,109  1,575,167  
���)ULQJH�%HQH¿�WV� �������������������������� �����������

Other Expenses:       
   Computer Equipment and Services                438,899  286,535  
   Professional Services                  74,534          93,613  
   Building Repairs, Maintenance and Utilities                163,064                                52,225  
���2I¿�FH�([SHQVHV� �������������������������� ��������������������
   Training and Education – Judges, Clerks, PCA Staff    30,395                   36,099  
   Dues and Subscriptions                  12,257                   10,950  
   Other  25,489  14,492  
       

Probate Court Administration Fund Activity   
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Court Expenses       
  
Personnel Expenses:       
   Salaries and Wages           18,608,946  19,565,907  
���)ULQJH�%HQH¿WV� ����������������������� �����������
   Retirement Plan Funding                1,477,335  1,370,866  
   Work in Process Payments                74,246 0  
   Retirement Administration                  150,381  202,623   

Other Expenses:       
   Computer Equipment and Services                626,111  819,005  
���&RXUW�2I¿FH�([SHQVHV� ��������������������� ��������� �
   Council on Probate Judicial Conduct                54,040  101,089  
   Outside Services                  82,442  92,988
   Mileage, Parking and Tolls Reimbursement                  59,421  68,750  
   Rental of Records Storage Space                  52,542  36,613  
   Other 35,085 35,856  

Indigency Expenses:       
   Conservators  3,375,210  4,409,717  
   Court-Appointed Counsel             2,324,982  2,678,139  
   Marshals/Ads/Newspapers                  88,581  100,751  

Pass-Through Funding:       
   Kinship and Respite Care Program             2,050,000  2,050,000   
   Melissa’s Project                156,856  156,856  
   Guardianship Pilot                      100,000 100,000  
   Children in Placement                  50,000  50,000 
 
TOTAL EXPENSES      38,715,211  41,260,184  

Transfer to General Fund      (2,584,806) –       

FUND BALANCE – JUNE 30 6,391,181  7,061,417  
        
  

  FY13-14  FY14-15 
    
 
%HQH¿WV�SDLG�WR�UHWLUHG�MXGJHV�DQG�HPSOR\HHV� ���������� ����������
         
Refunds (upon death or termination) 17,396 16,726 
Interest paid on refunds 2,343 2,424  
        
  
Total Expenses 4,744,142 5,038,328  
        
  
    
    

FY13$14                                    FY14$15

Probate Judges and Employees Retirement Fund    
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PROBATE JUDGE DISTRICT

Ahlberg, Kurt M. (since 1/7/15) Stratford
Alter, Peter Jay (through 1/6/15) Glastonbury-Hebron
Anthony, Fred J.  Shelton

Barrett, Peter C. (since 1/7/15) Madison-Guilford
Becker, Cynthia C.  Simsbury Regional 
Berkenstock, Jennifer L.  Region # 14
Blick, Diane S.�� /LWFK¿HOG�+LOOV
Brandt, Michael R.  East Haven-North Haven
Brunnock, Thomas P.  Waterbury
 Waterbury Regional Children’s Probate Court*
Burt, Edward C., Jr. Hamden-Bethany 

Calabrese, Domenick N.  Region # 22
Caruso, Daniel F. � )DLU¿HOG
Chadwick, Scott R. (since 11/19/14) East Hartford  
Clebowicz, Walter A.  Berlin

Daly, Evelyn M.  Farmington-Burlington
Darby, Michael M.  Greater Manchester
DeGennaro, Mark J.  West Haven
'H3DQ¿OLV��$QWKRQ\�-�  Norwalk-Wilton
Dorval, Andre D.  Region # 19
Driscoll, Allan T. (through 12/31/13)  East Hartford

Egan, Joseph A., Jr.�� 1RUWKHUQ�)DLU¿HOG�&RXQW\
Elkin, Sydney W.  West Hartford

Forgione, Frank J.  Branford-North Branford
Fox, Gerald M., Jr. (through 6/20/14)  Stamford
Fox, Gerald M., III (since 1/7/15) Stamford

Ganim, Paul J.  Bridgeport
Greene, Mathew H.  New London
*ULI¿WKV��'DYLG�$� (through 1/6/15)  
� 3ODLQ¿HOG�.LOOLQJO\�5HJLRQDO
 

Helander, Joel E. (through 1/6/15) Madison-Guilford
Hopper, David W.  Greenwich
Hoyle, Clifford D. (through 12/31/14)  Derby
Hoyle, Clifford P. (since 1/7/15) Derby

Jalowiec, Matthew J.  Cheshire-Southington 

Keeney, Timothy R.  North Central CT
Kepple, Nicholas F. Southeastern CT Regional
Keyes, John A.  New Haven
 New Haven Regional Children’s Probate Court*
Killian, Robert K., Jr. (through 4/10/2015) Hartford
Kurmay, F. Paul (through 10/22/14) Stratford

PROBATE JUDGE DISTRICT

Landgrebe, Martin F.  Housatonic
Lassman Fisher, Marianne  Greater Windsor
Lomme, Terrance D.  Saybrook

Magistrali, Michael F.  Torrington Area
Mahon, Brian T.  Meriden
Mariano, Peter E.  Naugatuck
Marino, Joseph D.  Middletown
McGrath, John J., Jr.   Windham-Colchester
McNamara, Jeffrey A.  Niantic Regional
 New London Regional Children’s Probate Court*
Murray, Michael P. (through 1/6/15)  Darien-New Canaan

Norris, Charles K.  Norwich

Osterndorf, William P. (since 1/7/15) Darien-New Canaan 

Peoples, Sean M. (since 1/7/15)  Glastonbury-Hebron
Purnell, O. James, III  Ellington

Randich, Robert A.  Newington
Riordan, Barbara Gardner (since 11/17/14) 
� 7ROODQG�0DQV¿HOG�
Rowe, T. R.  Trumbull

Schad, Leah P.  Northeast
 Northeast Regional Children’s Probate Court*
Smith, Foye A. (since 11/10/2015) Hartford
Streit-Kefalas, Beverly K.  Milford-Orange

Truppa, Andrea L. (since 1/7/15) 
� 3ODLQ¿HOG�.LOOLQJO\�5HJLRQDO�
Twerdy, Claire C.��WKURXJK���������� 7ROODQG�0DQV¿HOG

Wexler, Lisa K.  Westport
Wright, Philip A., Jr.  Wallingford
 Central Connecticut Regional Children’s Probate Court*

Yamin, Dianne E.  Danbury

Zelman, Steven M.  Tobacco Valley
 Hartford Regional Children’s Probate Court*

*Administrative Judge



Overview of Connecticut’s Probate Courts 
EVOLUTION OF PROBATE DISTRICTS

&RQQHFWLFXW¶V�3UREDWH�&RXUWV�KDYH�D�ORQJ�KLVWRU\��7KH�¿UVW�
separate forums for the administration of decedents’ estates 
and the appointment of guardians were established in 1698 
as offshoots of the county courts. In 1716, these courts were 
RI¿FLDOO\�HVWDEOLVKHG�DV�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV��DQG�WKH�VWDWH¶V�
IRXU�FRXQWLHV�DW�WKH�WLPH�±�+DUWIRUG��)DLU¿HOG��1HZ�+DYHQ�DQG�
1HZ�/RQGRQ�±�HDFK�KDG�RQH�FRXUW�ZLWK�RQH�MXGJH�
 
7KH�¿UVW�SUREDWH�GLVWULFWV�FRPSULVLQJ�OHVV�WKDQ�D�IXOO�FRXQW\�
were formed in 1719, due in part to the transportation needs 
of a growing population. As the years passed, probate districts 
became progressively smaller and more local in character. 
This trend continued until 1987, when the legislature 
established the 133rd probate district. After that time, the 
trend began to reverse, mainly for economic reasons, and 
a number of districts consolidated with other districts. In 
2009, the General Assembly established a process to further 
consolidate the Probate Courts, and Public Act 09-1 reduced 
the number of probate districts from 117 to 54, effective 
January 5, 2011.  

PROBATE COURT JURISDICTION 

7KH�3UREDWH�&RXUWV�GHULYH�WKHLU�MXULVGLFWLRQ�DQG�DXWKRULW\�IURP�
the state legislature. Originally, the courts only administered 
decedents’ estates and guardianships. Today, the courts 
handle a variety of matters that affect Connecticut’s citizens 

from birth to death. These matters include: 
• Decedents’ estates 
• Trusts 
• Conservatorships 
• Guardianships of persons with intellectual disability 
• Guardianships of minors
• Removal of parents as guardians and termination of 

parental rights 
• Adoptions 
• Paternity 
• Emancipation of minors 
• Commitments of persons with psychiatric disabilities 
• Commitments for treatment of drug and alcohol 

dependence and treatment of tuberculosis 
�� 1DPH�FKDQJHV�

PROBATE JUDGES AND CLERKS 

7KH�VWDWH�FRQVWLWXWLRQ�UHTXLUHV�WKDW�SUREDWH�MXGJHV�EH�HOHFWHG��
DQG�WKH�WHUP�RI�RI¿FH�LV�IRXU�\HDUV��7KH�PDQGDWRU\�UHWLUHPHQW�
DJH�IRU�MXGJHV�LV�����6LQFH�������DQ\�QHZ�FDQGLGDWH�IRU�WKH�RI¿FH�
RI�SUREDWH�MXGJH�PXVW�EH�DQ�DWWRUQH\��3UREDWH�FOHUNV�PDQDJH�
FRXUW�¿OHV�DQG�KHOS�WKH�SXEOLF�ZLWK�JHQHUDO�TXHVWLRQV�DERXW�FRXUW�
procedures. 

The Code of Probate Judicial Conduct establishes ethical 
VWDQGDUGV�IRU�MXGJHV��DQG�WKH�&RXQFLO�RQ�3UREDWH�-XGLFLDO�
&RQGXFW�KHDUV�FRPSODLQWV�DOOHJLQJ�MXGLFLDO�PLVFRQGXFW�

Paul J. Knierim, Probate Court Administrator 

1LFROH�$��%RRN
+HOS�'HVN�$QDO\VW

$P\�/��%HQMDPLQ
&KLHI�&OHUN�IRU�&KLOGUHQ¶V�0DWWHUV

+HOHQ�%��%HQQHW
Attorney

$OLVRQ�-��%ODLU
$GPLQLVWUDWLYH�&OHUN�,,

Alyce E. Cariseo
0DQDJHU�RI�+XPDQ�5HVRXUFHV�DQG�6HQLRU�
Financial Analyst

6XVDQ�$��'RUQIULHG
Executive Assistant

+HDWKHU�/��'RVWDOHU
Attorney 

George Fernandes
0DQDJHU�RI�,QIRUPDWLRQ�7HFKQRORJ\

&ROOHHQ�0��)LW]SDWULFN
Communications Assistant 

:LOOHWWH�<��)UDQN
$GPLQLVWUDWLYH�&OHUN�,,�

Thomas E. Gaffey
Chief Counsel 

3DXOD�0��*LOUR\
$GPLQLVWUDWLYH�&OHUN�,,

Alison J. Green
6WDII�$VVLVWDQW

6WHSKDQLH�$��-DQHV
3URJUDP�0DQDJHU�IRU�0HQWDO�+HDOWK�DQG�
Family Programs

$QGUHD�0��.LQJ
'LUHFWRU�RI�)LQDQFLDO�6HUYLFHV�

6��-DQH�2EHUW
$GPLQLVWUDWLYH�6HUYLFHV�&RRUGLQDWRU�,

6WHYHQ�0��5L]]D
Platform Analyst I

Vincent J. Russo
0DQDJHU�RI�&RPPXQLFDWLRQV�DQG
Intergovernmental Relations

6LOLD�5��6DKDFLF
Accountant I

6XVDQ�7��6FRWWL�
Platform Analyst I

Catherine E. Topper 
Fiscal Administration Coordinator
 

O!ce of the Probate Court Administrator
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   �����2I¿FH�RI�WKH�3UREDWH�&RXUW�$GPLQLVWUDWRU
�����������1HZLQJWRQ�5RDG

        West Hartford, CT 06110-2320
        (860) 231-2442
        ctprobate.gov


