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Chairman Guerrera, Boucher, and Leone, and Ranking Member Carney, as well as members of 
the Transportation Committee, thank you for allowing me to testify today, I am Joe Sculley, 
President of the Motor Transport Association of Connecticut. MTAC represents more than 650 
trucking companies based in Connecticut. MTAC has a stake in several issues on today’s agenda. 
 

SB 260, SB 851, and HB 5185 Regarding Autonomous Vehicles 
MTAC applauds these bills regarding the study of autonomous vehicles, because Connecticut must 
allow the newest technologies (which have the potential for great safety benefits) to ultimately be 
deployed in our state. Autonomous technology is also being developed for the commercial trucking 
industry, and it is currently being tested in other states.  
 
MTAC urges that the potential regulation of autonomous commercial vehicles by the State of 
Connecticut not be rushed to implementation. Given the nature of interstate commercial trucking, 
it is likely that a strong federal framework for regulation of autonomous commercial trucks is 
desirable. Any potential regulation of autonomous commercial trucks by the State of Connecticut 
should either be closely harmonized with surrounding states policies that are based on federal 
guidance, or perhaps it should simply adopt federal standards by reference.  
 
The commercial trucking industry cannot operate safely and efficiently in interstate commerce if 
it is subject to a patchwork of state-by-state laws and regulations.  
 
American Trucking Associations (ATA) President & CEO Chris Spear is currently serving on the 
USDOT’s Committee on Automation. The Committee is working on the development and 
deployment of automated vehicles, and determining the department’s policy, regulations and 
research regarding them. 
 
Accordingly, we urge the State of Connecticut to exercise appropriate due diligence regarding 
autonomous vehicles, and to seek a harmonization and/or potential adherence to federal regulation 
regarding autonomous commercial trucks. We also urge the state not to rush to completion of any 



 
  
of its own potential studies. The January 1, 2018 deadline for DMV to publish a report, as 
contained in SB 851, is probably too aggressive of a timeframe to allow DMV to complete a study.  
 
These bills are a step in the right direction, and we are pleased that Connecticut wants to be able 
to take advantage of technology that will improve safety and efficiency of travel on our roads and 
highways.  
 

HB 6059 and HB 6280 Regarding Out of State Registrations 
MTAC realizes that these bills are likely geared towards out of state passenger vehicles, and we 
do not object to the goal of this enforcement. We do, however, request that if these bills are drafted, 
caution be exercised so that no unintended consequences arise. Specifically, requirements 
regarding out of state commercial vehicles being forced to register in Connecticut cannot be as 
easily applied with a “one size fits all” approach such as the laws that apply to passenger cars. This 
is because of the International Registration Plan (IRP), the interstate compact recognized by 
Congress, which sets rules for commercial vehicles in interstate commerce. Connecticut and all 48 
contiguous states and Canadian provinces participate in the IRP.  
 
MTAC would be more than willing to have state law experts from the commercial transportation 
industry work with drafters (and MTAC) to review the legislative language, if requested, to ensure 
that conflicts with this program, which is recognized by Congress, are not created.   
 

HB 7098 AN ACT CONCERNING THE IN-STATE TRANSPORTER'S PERMIT 
MTAC OPPOSES 

 
MTAC opposes this bill which, last year, did not advance after being referred to the General Law 
Committee.  
 
This bill adds additional requirements upon motor carriers that deliver alcoholic liquor to places 
in Connecticut.  It requires that the transporters submit a monthly report to the Department of 
Revenue Services indicating the name and address of each consignor and consignee of the 
alcoholic liquor and the date of shipment or delivery.  
 
This bill will not benefit consumers in any way. Conversely, it could have the opposite result, 
because it could make it harder for wine shippers to ship wine to consumers.  
 
MTAC is aware that this bill is likely part of a coordinated effort being pushed by wine and spirits 
wholesalers who have intentions of essentially policing, and making it harder for wine shippers to 
ship to consumers.  
  
This bill will impose unnecessary, onerous administrative burdens on motor carriers, and will very 
possibly limit consumer choice in Connecticut.  
 



 
  
Under current law, shipments of wine are required to be conspicuously labeled “CONTAINS 
ALCOHOL-SIGNATURE OF A PERSON AGE 21 OR OLDER REQUIRED FOR DELIVERY”.   
The motor carriers who must comply with this arguably burdensome requirement retain these 
records. Accordingly, the State of Connecticut could probably review those records upon request 
as necessary. The proposed reporting requirements in this bill are not at all necessary.  
 
The proposed fine of $2,000 for each offense seems extreme when compared to the cost to obtain 
an in-state transporter’s liquor permit is $1,250.  
 
The Transportation Committee should reject this anti-business, anti-consumer bill.  


