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Good morning members of the Connecticut Sentencing Commission, my name is Werner 
Oyanadel, Commission Analyst of the Connecticut General Assembly’s Commission on Equity 
& Opportunity (CEO) I am here today at the request of Subira Gordon, Executive Director of 
CEO to testify regarding items 1 and 2 of the agenda as it pertains to (1) potential changes to the 
Sex Offender Registry and (2) a proposed Constitutional Amendment on Pretrial Release and 
Detention. 
 
For the record the mission of the CEO is to inform and engage all policymakers about relevant 
issues impacting the African American, Asian Pacific American, and Latino and Puerto Rican 
populations in Connecticut.  We are a nonpartisan agency with a data driven, cross-cultural 
approach to policy innovation.  We work to eliminate disparities by creating opportunities, 
building connections and promoting change. 
 
The CEO believes that it would be a positive change, as recommend by your registry proposal, to 
allow for some flexibility on the length of time a sex offender is required to remain on the 
Connecticut sex offender registry.  Changes to the registry are needed – as you so eloquently 
indicate – on the recognition that placement on the public registry can impede the registrant’s 
successful reentry into society by making it more difficult to find housing or employment after a 
sentence has been fully executed for the crime for which an individual was convicted.  We also 
support a registry that penalize registrant’s inappropriate behavior but enhances incentives for 
proper behavior.  That is, a method by which registrants will have an opportunity to petition to 
shorten their registration period or apply for removal from the public registry if the registrants 
show, by their conduct, that they have reduced their risk to the community.  More importantly, 
the registrants – under this proposal which we support – will have a unique opportunity to lower 
their risk profile by participating in programming for behavioral health, vocational training, and 
other positive services designed to enhance community reintegration and by avoiding re-arrest 
for any new criminal activity.  Having said all of that, we also highly recommend that particular 
attention must be paid to examine compliance with registry requirements and make it clear to the 
registrants of the harsh consequences of technical violations.  Finally, we urge you to oppose 
general housing and zoning residency restrictions for sex offenders other than appropriate 
limitations imposed as an individualized supervision condition, which from our perspective will 
increase public safety and strengthen supervision of persons in the community. 
 
CEO also would like to speak on the record regarding your request for feedback – either in 
support or against to a Constitutional Amendment on Pretrial Release and Detention that would 
(a) permit denial of release for high-risk defendants and (b) deny detention of defendants for lack 
of funds to buy a bail bond.  As you know the legislature – just a few months ago – adopted 
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Public Act No. 17-145 “An Act Concerning Pretrial Justice Reform”, which will now limit the 
circumstances in which a court can impose financial conditions of release for someone charged 
only with a misdemeanor that is not a family violence crime, and bars courts from requiring 
cash-only bail for certain crimes, and generally shortens the period within which defendants who 
cannot make bail and who were charged only with a misdemeanor must receive a bail review 
hearing. So, it appears to us that the issue being studied by the Sentencing Commission has 
already been dealt with by the passage of PA 17-145 and requests further clarification on your 
query, to better understand if the proposed amendment is different from what is already on the 
books.  
 
Thank you for your attention to my testimony and I would be glad to take any questions at this 
time regarding the matters listed herewith.  
 
 
 
 
 


