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Thursday March 5, 1959 
Senator Norman Hewitt, presiding 

Members absent: Senators: Raiteri, Dickson, Schaffer, Finney 
Representatives: Hill, Taft, Corrigan, Blake, Allyn 

This hearing is now open. We have 3 bills on poliomye-
litis and we will consider together. However, if you 
address your marks to these bills, please specify as 
to which ones you are referring to. Now, any legislators 
who would like to speak may get up and speak at the pre-
sent time on any of the bills to be heard today. 
I am very much opposed tb H.B. 3830 and S.B. 1170, because 
X feel that the present statutes sufficiently protect 
the consuming public and I feel that these bills would 
impose hardship and unnecessary expense on the manufact-
urers . ' 

Any other legislators who would like to speak on any of 
these bills? 

Sen. Alfano, Suffield: I would like to go on record in favor of S.B. 
No. 57 'and 5$ 'which I have introduced. These two bills 
you can see are all combined in S.B. No. 58. One is 
strickly an appropriation bill of #50,000. That is also 
provided for in 5S. So, if this committee gives favor-
able approval, I think that bill no. 58 alone could be 
reported off favorable and S.B. No. 57 could be disregarded. 
This bill, S.B. 5& provides for making it mandatory for 
children entering school to have poli vaccine shots. Now 
I know the first question is why make it mandatory. There 
are so many people throughout the U.S. and in our own 
state of Conn, who would not go out to protect their own 
lives or protect the lives of other people. I am advised 
that there are over 2 million people in Connecticut yet 
who still haven't had poli shots, and this vaccine has 
been made available. The best place to tackle this pro-
blem. is to tackle it among the youngsters as they enter 
school. Now, the arguments that could be used against 
any mandatory legislation is (l) how about a child's 
healthj suppose it is detrimental to health. • If you 
will notice in this bill, we have provided that if any 
youngster or the parent of any youngster secures a cer-
tificate from a physician showing that this child cannot 
take the vaccine because of his health, then that would 
be made an exception. (2) the only other opposition to 
mandatory" legislation of, this type would be a person who 
has a religious belief against the vaccination. Now, that 
is also made an exception in this bill. Any person or 
parent who has a religious belief against having a child 
vaccinated by bringing such a certificate or letter to the 
school board would also be exempted from having the vac-
cine shot. (3) Third argument would be that a person could^ 
not afford it. That is why we ask for $50,000 appropriation 
in the extreme hardship cases where the child or the par-
ents of the child cannot afford the shots. These funds 
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