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THE CLERK: 

Page 3 of the Calendar, going back to a matter that was passed 

temporarily, Calendar No. 227, Substitute for House B i l l No. 6933, An Act 

Concerning Bid Requirements for Housing Authority Contracts, 

MR. GILLIES (75th): 

Mr. Speaker, I move acceptance of the Joint Committee's favorable 

report and passage of the b i l l . 

THE SPEAKER: 

Would the gentleman please hold. Can I ask those members who are 

going to leave if they'd do so so that we can hear the Calendar of business . 

The House w i l l stand at ease unt i l those that are going to leave have done so. 

The House w i l l come t o order. 

MR. GILLIES (75th): 

Mr. Speaker, again I move acceptance of the Joint Committee's 

favorable report and passage of the b i l l . 

THE SPEAKER: 

The question is on acceptance and passage. Will you remark? 

MR. GILLIES (75th): 

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of t h i s b i l l i s simply to provide that 

in Housing Authority contracts , i t i s unnecessary to go to bid on those items 

which are being purchased where the cost does not exceed $2,000. Under the 

present b i l l , i t i s necessary t o go to bid, public bid, on those items of 

personal property where the cost w i l l exceed $1,000. As an attorney for a 

Housing Authority, I am aware of the s i tuat ion where i t i s quite o f ten neces-

sary t o make improvements or purchase supplies and i t i s very d i f f i c u l t when 

you have a Housing Authority of any s i z e , to purchase anything that i s not going 

to run a l i t t l e b i t in excess of $1,000 and to go through the bidding procedure 



... 

, > i 

i.: 1247 

32 

which i s rather cumbersome, simply imposes an addit ional burden which I f e e l djh 

i s unnecessary. The added $1,000 is not exces s ive , the public i s adequately - i , 
protected and i t i s a good b i l l . I urge i t ' s passage. , 

... i 

• 
THE SPEAKER: 

Further remarks on the b i l l ? If not, a l l those in favor indicate 

by saying aye. Those opposed? The b i l l i s PASSED. . 1 i 
THE CLERK: 

• Page 3 of the Calendar, Calendar No. 237, Substitute for H.B. No. ; i 
5725, An Act Adopting a State Child Protect ion Act, F i l e No, 190. 

i 
I i i 

MR. COHEN (41s t ) : . * 

Mr. Speaker, I move acceptance and passage of the Joint Committee 's 

. ,-y favorable report. i:. : 

- THE SPEAKER: 1 
Question i s on acceptance of the Joint Committee's favorable re-

! 

1 port and passage of the b i l l . Will you remark? i 5 . 

1 
MR. COHEN ( 4 1 s t ) : v 

1 . 
- < Mr, Speaker, at t h i s point , I would l ike to y i e l d to the gent le -

man from the 101st who has worked d i l i g e n t l y on t h i s b i l l who w i l l be able to 
u 

explain i t in great d e t a i l . 
•t 

MR. OLIVER (104th): 

Mr. Speaker, pending reapportionment, i t ' s s t i l l the 104th but 

I ' l l take the nod. _ ! 

J Mr. Speaker, in 1960 the United States Congress passed a Hazard- ; 

ous Substances Labelling Act which was a labe l l ing law subsequently adopted in 

i Connecticut in 1964 or '65. In 1966, the Child Protect ion Act was adopted by 
1 
! 

the United States Congress providing authority , in t h i s case to the Food and 

I 
Drug Administration for the branding of toys and other chi ldren's a r t i c l e s 

r 
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Now, this wo. . .es not cost the state a „, , The : t 

back it. It just permits them the use of tax exempt bonds. It's a good bill). 

Question is on passage o . W i l l you remark further? If : , 

all those in favor of passage signify by saying, "aye". Opposed "nay". 

03 have it. The bil" 

GAL. N0o 21+2o File No. 183. Favorable report of the joint committee on 

..te and Urban Development. o Act Con-

equirements for Authority Contracts. 

SENATOR LIEBERMANs 

Mr. President, I move ac- -e of the joint c 'o favorable 

report and passage of the bill' 

This is a bill that grows out of some practical experiences of Housing 

Authorities around the State ad. Under current law, they o, 

to put out for bid any contract .„. .. . . oding $1000 and with in-

flation and practicality this has been a difficult and this bill extends 

.. o t $2000. In other words, they would be able to let without public 

.. .g contracts up to $2000 and in cases where the public interest 

ed, could waive that requirement and extend it to $lj.000 but would have to 

li notice of t? ' and the ; /• I move n.-o 

THE CHAIR: 

Question is on passage of the bill. Mill you remark further? If not, 

"A those in - saying, "aye". Opposed, "nay". The ayes have 

The bill is passed. 
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SHALL HAVE THE SAME POWERS AS COMMUNITY HOUSING DEVEL-
OPMENT CORPORATIONS. Anyone in favor? Opposed? In 
favor? 

Mr. Stanley Ozimek, Connecticut Association of Housing and Re-
development Authorities: Mr. Chairman, members of the 
Committee, in this case I represent the Connecticut 
Association of Housing and Redevelopment Authorities 
which comprise over 60 housing authorities as members. 
I'm also representing the East Hartford Housing Author-
ity as its Executive Director, and the town of East 
Hartford with the commission of the Council and the 
Mayor. This bill which we, the Association, the town 
of East Hartford, and the East Hartford Housing Author-
ity, are fully in support of - H.B. 6932. It's one 
way in which we could realize a pride in home owner-
ship, not that private enterprise Is not doing the job, 
but it has many obstacles in its way, and the number 
of private dwellings, or even co-ops., etc., could be 
higher, we feel. So does our town of East Hartford, 
and members of the Association who have voiced their 
opinion, Mr. Chairman and members. If this authority 
was granted to local housing authorities, which in 
every Instance would have to receive prior municipal 
approval before embarking on any effort as provided 
in this bill. As we know, housing authorities, with 
municipal approval, have the right of eminent domain, 
while private enterprise does not have that sacred 
privilege. Land purchase today - prices are very 
exhorbitant and it is felt that communities h^work-
ing together with housing authorities, can certainly 
give a tremendous lift to the inadequacy, this short-
age of homes for ownership, be they singles, two-
families, or even larger in size. So speaking aĝ Ln 
for the Connecticut Association of Housing and Re-
development Authorities, Mr. Chairman and members, 
the town of East Hartford, and I might add that our 
representatives from the East Hartford district will 
also have comments before this Committee, and the Hous-
ing Authority of East Hartford, we are fully in accord 
and In support of H.B. 6932. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Sen. Lieberman: Thank you. Anyone else wish to speak In favor? 
Against? If not, the hearing is closed. H.B. 6933 -
AN ACT AMENDING SUBSECTION (g) OP SECTION 8-I4J4. TO IN-
CREASE THE AMDUNT OP AN EXPENDITURE THAT MAY BE MADE 
WITHOUT BID W HOUSING AUTHORITY PROM ONE THOUSAND 
DOLLARS TO TWO THOUSAND DOLLARS. Speakers In favor? 

Mr. Stanley Ozimek, Conn. Assn. of Housing and Redevelopment 
Authorities - Chairman, Legislative Committee: I don't 
want to overdo what I did yesterday, thanks to Mr. 
Tudan. Mr. Chairman and members of tiie Committee, I'm 
also speaking again in behalf of Mayor Blackstone of 
the town of East Hartford, the members of the Town 
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of East Hartford, and the East Hartford Housing Author-
ity, fully in support of this bill now under consider-
ation. Why? First, it would be providing the same 
bidding procedures as the federal government allows 
in its operations. Under state statute, we in housing 
cannot do any more than follow state statute. There-
fore, the federal requirement, where they allow us to 
purchase up to ft.,000 is lost by the wayside because 
of state statute. The reason is to make it much more 
simple under today's high costs, inflationary costs of 
purchasing, materials, supplies, contracts - to save 
time, to save money by negotiation without going to 
bidding, and making It much more rapid-fire to func-
tion and accomplish things for the betterment in our 
management of public properties. We are wholeheart-
edly in favor of this House Bill No. 6933, Mr. Chair-
man and members of the Committee, so that it may be 
uniform, with what is already permitted by federal 
regulation, but not allowed under state statute. Thank 
you very much. 

Sen. Lieberman: Thank you. Does anyone else wish to speak 
in favor of this bill? Opposed? The hearing Is closed. 
H.B. 7l6il. - AN ACT CONCERNING PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF 
TAXES ON HOUSING AUTHORITY OR STATE LAND. Anyone in 
favor? Opposed? The hearing is closed. H.B. 7165 Is 
AN ACT CONCERNING GRANTS-IN-AID FOR URBAN PROBLEMS. 
Any speakers in favor? Any opposed? The hearing is 
closed. H.B. 7167 is AN ACT CONCERNING ESTABLISHMENT 
OF THE CONNECTICUT HOUSING DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY. 
Speakers in favor? Yes. 

Mr. Robert Hirtle, Executive Director, Conn. Mortgage Authority: 
Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, there are two 
bills - 7167, and there's another bill - 6072, both of 
which establish a Conn. Housing Development Authority. 
Both bills are patterned after the Illinois Housing 
Development Authority Act. The difference between the 
two bills is that bill would absorb into it the exist-
ing Conn. Mortgage Authority, all of its assets and 
obligations. The Mortgage Authority has not taken a 
position on the bill. We have no existing members of 
the Authority at the present time. However, I would 
like to go on record as being in favor of this bill, 
which would Include the absorbtion into the Conn. 
Housing DevelopriBnt Authority. From an administra-
tive standpoint, it's important that the state prohibit 
and stop the proliferation of similar type agencies. 
It may seem strange that a director of an agency which 
would be absorbed into a larger agency would be in favor 
of this type of a bill, but Connecticut is one of the 
few states that has not gone to this type of develop-
ment authority. We have fourteen states which have 
a housing development authority, and Connecticut is not 
one of those states. We have four states which have 
mortgage authorities. Connecticut is one of those states. 
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