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indicate "by saying aye, those opposed. The amendment is adopted 
and it is ruled technical and we now have to proceed on the 
bill as amended. Will you remark further? If not, the question 
is on acceptance and passage as amended by Senate Amendment 
Schedule "A". All those in favor indicate by saying aye, those 
opposed. The bill, as amended, Is passed. 
THE CLERK: 

Calendar 157- Substitute for Senate Bill No. 0^42. An 
: Act Concerning State Grants and Loans for School Building Pro- 1 

jects. Pile 76. 

DARIUS J. SPAIN, 166th District: 
Mr. Speaker, I move acceptance of the committee's favor-

able report and passage of the bill. 
MR. SPEAKER: 

j Question is on acceptance and passage, will you remark? 
DARIUS J. SPAIN, 166th District: 

Mr. Speaker, this bill Is to fund the state portion of the 
school building program which was enacted in 1969. The amount 

! 

! provided here is calculated to take care of any application, 
approved and or expected to be approved, by the end of June, 
1971. I move its passage. 
FRANCIS J. COLLINS, 165th District: 

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to rise in support of this par-
ticular bill. Some three or four weeks ago we had another 
measure before us from the Appropriations Committee which 
allocated for the current biennium some $9 million, which 
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together with this bonding bill will make a total of $90 million MBS 

I to add to the 19^9 act on state grants for the school building j 
' project. It was unfortunate that when we passed the bill in j 

1969 we were millions and millions of dollars short in our \ 
estimates on what would be needed to take care of the appli-
cations that we would get over the next two years. But I think 
we owe a debt of gratitude, not only to the people in this 

; House for making good on that commitment that we made in 19^9, ' 
but also to Governor Meskill who, some month and a half ago, 
indicated that it was his intention to fully fund the program 

' started in 1969. I heartily urge its adoption. 
CARL R. AJELLO, 118th District: 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the bill and I'm quite 
pleased to indicate that I was the original sponsor of this 
idea in the last session of the General Assembly. An idea, 
incidentally, which was scoffed at by those experts who told 
me that the bill was going noplace in the beginning of the 
session and later that very bill did become the law of our 
state and I would hope that someday we'll be able to extend 
this to 100$ funding and standardized school building plan and 
many other things that I think are important for the state to 
do. I'd like, while taking that kind of credit, to also point 

[:' out that they were not my figures that were used and led to 
this terrible problem of some towns not having enough money. I 

| think that the Governor, in this instance at least, has acted 

, responsibly in fulfilling a commitment of the legislature and I • 
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am glad that we have this bill before us today. MBS 
GUIDO LA GROTTA, 170th District: | 

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to concur with remarks of the Minor- ; 
ity Leader and I would just like to say in passing that since a 
number of my towns are involved in this hold up of funds that I i 
would like to extend to the Finance Committee thanks for their ^ 
swiftness in calling this bill up for hearing and expediting 
these people out of a very difficult position. 
MR. SPEAKER: 

Are there further remarks? If not, the question is on 
acceptance and passage in concurrence with the Senate. All j 
those in favor indicate by saying aye, those opposed, the bill 
is passed. -
THE CLERK: 

Calendar 158. Substitute for Senate Bill No. 1023. An ; 
Act Concerning Hand signals by Motorists. File 50. 
DAVID J. SULLIVAN, JR., 130th District: 

Mr. Speaker, I move acceptance of the joint committee's i 
favorable report and passage of the bill. 
MR. SPEAKER: 

Motion is on acceptance and. passage in concurrence with j 
the Senate, will you remark? 
DAVID J. SULLIVAN, JR., 130th District: 

Mr. Speaker, this simple defines the signals to be used in 
three instances and the operation of motor vehicles on the j 
highway. Connecticut is the only state of the 50 that has not 
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who have an interest in the child. At the present time the law does not spell 

out that they have this right. I believe that its a humane bill and I urge 

its passage. 

THE CHAIR: 

The question is on the passage of the H.B. 71^3 as amended. Will you 

remark further? Senator Rome. 

SENATOR ROME: 

Mr. President, I think if we catagorize, I think that this is a 

children's bill. The courts have been very concerned about the welfare of 

the child and this is the criteria which they generally use. We recognize 

that the welfare of the child sometimes lies in visit!cation or Custody 

rights being with other than the parents. And I think that the bill is an 

exceptionally good bill in that direction. I urge passage. 

THE CHAIR: 

The question is on passage of the H.B. 71^3 as amended. Will you" 

remark further? Hearing no further remarks, all those in favor of the passage 

of this bill as amended, signify by saying aye. AYE. Opposed nay. The vote 

in the affirmative. The bill is passed. 

THE CLERK: 

Middle of the page please, Calendar No. 6l, File No. j6. Favorable 

Report Joint Standing Committee on Finance, Substitute S. B. 9^2 An Act 

Concerning State Grants and Loans for School Building Projects. 

SENATOR CHIARLONE: 

Mr. President, I move for acceptance of the bill for immediate con-

sideration and passage of the bill. 

l6. 
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THE CHAIR: 

The motion is acceptance of the report on the bill and passage. 

Senator Cy/tillo. 

SENATOR CUTILLO: 

Mr. President,this bill represents the estimated amount of grant 

requirements under Sec. 2 of P.A. 751 of the 1969 Session of the General 

Assembly. It is an authorization to issue bonds to the state in the amount 

of 81,755*000,00. to approve grant commitments by the State Bond Commission 

applications received to June 30, 1971- I move acceptance of the bill. 

THE CHAIR: 

The motion is on the"passage of the bill. Will you remark further? 

Senator Ives. 

SENATOR IVES: 

Mr. President, I rise to very happily support this bill which carries 

the commitment of the 1969 Session of the General Assembly. In which towns 

in good faith have started school building projects and are anxiously awaiting 

the passage of this bill to receive their reimbursement. 

THE CHAIR: 

Senator Hammer. 

SENATOR HAMMER: 

I too rise not only to support this bill, but to say how relieved I 

am. As a member of the interim Regulations Rgvue Committee I report that 

the Regulations Revue Committee struggled with this matter. And we ran into 

adamant and what we considered unreasonable opposition on the way this law 

was carried out by regulations. Which was our responsibility. So now it is 

17. 
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corrected and I am very happy about ..it. 

THE CHAIR:" 

The question is on the passage of S.B. 9^2. Will you remark further? 

Hearing no further remarks let those in favor of this bill signify by saying 

aye. AYE. Those opposed nay. Its a vote in the affirmative. The bill is 

passed. 

SENATOR CUTILLO: 

Mr. President, I move for suspension of the rules for immediate 

transmittal to the House. 

THE CHAIR: 

The motion is for suspension of the rules for immediate transmittal 

to the House. If there is no opposition, it is so ordered. 

THE CLERK: 

Third item from the bottom of page 2, Calendar No. 67, File No. 35-

Favorable Report Joint Standing Committee on General Law on H.B. 507^ An Act 

Authorizing Elsie Gould To Bring An Action Against The Town of Manchester. 

THE CHAIR: 

Senator Strada. 

SENATOR STRADA: 

I move for acceptance of the Joint Committee's Favorable Report and 

passage of the bill. 

THE CHAIR: 

Motion is on acceptance of the Committee's Report and passage of 

the bill. Will you remark? 

SENATOR STRADA: 
Mr. President, this bill validates a defective notice against the 

18. 
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First Selectman Heimann: (continued): for financing school 
construction by passing Public Act 751. For the 
first time, lump-sum payments at the completion of 
construction were provided, instead of contributions 
to the town's debt service over the period of the 
bonds. Unfortunately, only seven months after this 
new program was first passed, the request for funds 
was already double the appropriation for the entire 
biennium. Municipalities which had counted on the 
funds were not able to get this necessary assistance. 
School building programs in some communities were 
delayed, or the towns had to absorb the extra cost. 
This time in this session our cities and towns must 
be assured of all the necessary funds. And, we trust 
that substitute Senate Bill #942 increasing the bond 
appropriation of $160,000,000 to $240,000,000, it's 
already passed the Senate, or receive favorable action 
and will assure this availability of funds. But, 
there is a particular problem that does need attention. 
It is quite clear, in our opinion, that the present 
law now covers major renovation of existing schools. 
Unfortunately, the State Department of Education has 
been unwilling to give such assistance unless there 
is a major addition or a conversion of a school. 
Most older municipalities in Connecticut, particularly 
inner-city areas, have schools in need of major re-
novation. Renovation will cost much less than re-
placement and will provide effective service. With-
out State assistance, the cities are forced to spend 
their own funds, or else the needed renovation work 
is just not done, and further deterioration occurs. 
If this cannot be worked out on an administrative 
basis with the Education Department, as it should be, 
and I'll have to say that recent efforts on our part 
to do this have not truthful. Then the statute 
should be amended to make clear the Department's 
duty. And, if this Committee would like, we would 
be happy to provide a memorandum giving further de-
tails in this matter. Adequate school facilities 
are a number one priority. A fully funded school 
construction grants and loan program, which covers 
both new construction and major renovation, is an 
effective way to meet this goal. Speaking for the 
subject School Transportation, there is no question 
but we need additional assistance in this area. 
Transportation costs, like all other school costs, 
have skyrocketed. Gcing from $14,500,000 in '67-'68, 
'68- '69 they went to $18,000,000 an increase of some 
24$, and certainly we can expect that in this coming 
year there will be another increase. As a matter of 
fact, our own Town of Trumbull just opened bids a 
short time ago and the increase there was $34 per 
day for bus to $44 per day for bus. An increase to 
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First Selectman Heimann (continued): the Town of Trumbull 
of some #80,000. Our local governments cannot 
afford to pay for these increased costs. Edu-
cation costs take up 2/3rd's of the budget as it 
stands. The only source of revenue, of course, 
you know is the property tax. We believe that 
the State should pay at least half of the trans-
portation costs, and not be limited to an average 
of $20 per pupil annually. We believe that the 
State should provide transportation to vocational 
schools and to pre-kindergarten programs. We be-
lieve that both programs are vital and necessary 
parts of the State's comprehensive educational 
system. We believe that instead of the 2/3rd's 
presently allowed for transportation for special 
education, that this should be a fully funded pro-
gram by the State. And further, and this would 
comment to all of the programs of reimbursement, 
that exist, we believe that it should be on a 
current basis-either on a quarterly basis-but 
certainly not remaining at the end of the calendar 
year as the case now. We urge you to support these 
principles. And, finally I would like to speak to 
the average daily membership grants. I think we are 
all aware and agreed that more State aid to the cities 
is a necessity. The State of Connecticut still ranks 
first among all states in income per capita, but only 
44th in assistance to local education. The costs of 
this local education have indeed arisen alarmingly. 
They were over 2^ times as high in '69 as in '60. 
We can't find the sources of revenue in our own com-
munities to meet this need. Counter to the national 
trend, the share of education costs paid by Con-
necticut's municipal governments has risen by almost 
12% in the last four years. Also counter to the 
national trend, the State's share of local education 
in Connecticut has gone down by in the same period. 
In most other states, the State has assumed a greater 
share of this burden, and the national average has 
gone up by 1.7. State aid to education has not picked 
up with the growth. The cost in municipality in Con-
necticut must catch up. If we are to meet these urgent 
educational needs, a substantial increase in ADM is an 
absolute necessity. Just to bring Connecticut to the 
national average would require a $600 A.D.M. grant. 
We believe that the national average certainly is a 
reasonable goal to shoot for. We may not be able to 
do it in a year, but it's certainly a goal to shoot 
for. If we were to just double our present grant, 
we would still be only 2/3rd's of the national average. 
Or if we were to consider what a former speaker said 
here today, of an increase of $100, it would only still 
bring us to 50% of the national average and we do need 
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First Selectman Heimann (continued): this additional assis-
tance. We believe that the ADM formula should be 
adjusted to be more responsive to the different 
needs in our various communities. The growth grant 
should be reinstated to aid the fast-growing com-
munities. Any community, such as our own in Trum-
bull, which has grown so substantially from 10,000 
to 20,000 to 30,000 in the period of two census 
decades, has other needs that take considerable 
sources of revenue. And, for the removal of the 
growth grant two years ago, in our consideration, 
was an imposition on those communities who have 
grown substantially. We would like to see that 
growth grant reinstated. And, similar extra ADM 
assistance should be provided for pupils residing 
in public housing. Such an addition would recog-
nize that extra education services are needed by 
such children and that public housing withdraws 
money from the municipal tax base. And, therefore, 
they are less able to support their educational 
program. You have or will have before you, bills 
that will take care of both of these situations. 
We urge this Committee to support an ADM grant, 
increased in sufficient measure to meet the crit-
ical education needs of our municipalities, and 
made flexible to take into account the varying 
situations of both inner-cities and growing sub-
urban towns. Thank you. 

Chairman Cohen: Thank you. Any questions by any members 
of the Committee? The next speaker will be Mayor 
Hugh Curran of Bridgeport. 

Mayor Hugh Curran: Mr. Cohen, members of the Committee, my 
name is Hugh Curran. I am the Mayor of Bridgeport 
and the-a member of the Executive Board of the 
Connecticut Conference of Mayors. I would like to 
address myg^f here this morning to two topics, (1) 
Aid for the Disadvantaged Children and also Spe-
cial Education. However, before doing so, I would 
like to remark briefly on the question of State 
construction grants where older schools are re-
modeled or completely renovated. I'm sure you're 
aware of the tremendous cost of land acquistion 
in urban areas today. For instance, we are build-
ing a middle school in Bridgeport and about two 
years ago we began to put the site together and 
acquire the land. Our estimate at that time was 
that the site would cost-the site alone now, nothing 
else- would cost $1,200,000 and I dare say now, it 
probably will cost in excess of a million and half 
dollars. The tremendous cost of acquiring a site 
in an urban area, in the central cities would war-
rant the renovation of existing school buildings, 
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We w o u l d be pennywise, and pound fool ish i f we d i d n ' t increase the g r a n t . 

Real ly $300 is not a bad sum. I t h i n k tha t th is w o u l d go towards the eventua l 

goa l that I was speaking o f a l i t t l e e a r l i e r . Let 's not fool ourselves, ra is ing 

the A D M grants $50 or $60 w i l l no t go a long way towards improv ing e d u c a -

t i o n , most o f the money w i l l go in to the general fund and very l i t t l e o f i t , 

a c t u a l l y , w i l l resul t in increased programs,, But, i f we do take th is s tep, e v e n t -

u a l l y we can turn to the f u l l absorpt ion - as I ment ioned e a r l i e r , o f the comple te 

costs o f e d u c a t i o n . So this is about a l l I have to say , I do wan t to say tha t I 

am very s t rongly in favor cf increas ing th is g r a n t . Thank you very much0 

Rep. K l e b a n o f f : George V i t e l l i . 

George V i t e l l i : Super in tendent o f Schools - M i l f o r d . 

I w o u l d l i ke to speak on beha l f o f increasing the A D M grant and I also w o u l d 

l i ke to speak in favor o f HB5181, increasing grants for school b u i l d i n g . . 

I f i n d no ra t iona le to the present system o f fund ing for a new school vs , a school 

a d d i t i o n . The square foot costs are no d i f f e r e n t . Communi t ies w i l l i n g to meet 

t he i r e d u c a t i o n a l respons ib i l i t ies by keep ing up w i t h the i r communi t ies growth 

in b u i l d i n g new schools are be ing d isc r im ina ted against f i n a n c i a l l y . I strongly 

recommend tha t a f l a t rate o f 5 0 % be a l l o c a t e d to both new and school add i t i ons . 

For e x a m p l e , the problem faced by communi t ies - we are presently b u i l d i n g an 

e lementary school at the cost o f 1 . 8 m i l l i o n do l l a rs . We w i l l q u a l i f y for $480 

thousand in state grants . I f we were to take that same educa t i ona l requi rement 

and a t tach i t to an ex is t ing b u i l d i n g we w o u l d q u a l i f y for a return o f $ 9 0 0 , 0 0 0 , 

The inequ i t y is obv ious . The f o r m u l a , as i t now stands, forces communi t ies to 

make decis ions based on f i n a n c i a l ra ther than educa t iona l cons idera t ions . Thank 

y o u . 

Rep. K l e b a n o f f : D r . M c D o n a l d . 

D r . Robert M c D o n a l d : Chairman o f the Board o f Educat ion o f the Shepaug V a l l e y 

Regional School D is t r i c t N o . 12 , I am speaking in support o f SB942; HB6959 

and any b i l l s o f s imi lar n a t u r e . 

The Shepaug V a l l e y Regional School D i s t . 12, the f i rs t K - 1 2 reg iona l school 

d i s t r i c t in C o n n e c t i c u t , was formed in 1968 by b r ing ing together the schools o f 

the towns o f Br idgewater , Roxbury and Wash ing ton , Since the format ion o f the 

r e g i o n , the d i s t r i c t has had to use a cons iderable amount o f marg ina l space, rented 

space and several por table classrooms to house the student b o d y . A t the present 

t ime there are 26 such spaces in use as classrooms. 

Last O c t o b e r the people o f the reg ion turned out in great numbers for a school 

b u i l d i n g re fe rendum. They vo ted approval o f a new b u i l d i n g by a four to one 

margin in order tha t the ch i l d ren o f the region cou ld get ou t o f these temporary 

f a c i l i t i e s and rece ive an improved educa t ion program. M a n y pub l i c meetings 

were he ld pr ior to the re ferendum, at w h i c h t ime the board and admin is t ra t ion 

in formed the voters regard ing P . A . 7 5 1 and its provis ion for state support equal to 

8 0 % o f school const ruc t ion costs for a K - 1 2 r e g i o n . Dur ing these meetings i t was 

e x p l a i n e d tha t under this ac t the d i s t r i c t w o u l d be paid these monies by the state 

in such a manner tha t the cost for the const ruc t ion cou ld be borne by the d i s t r i c t 
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w i t h a min ima l a d d i t i o n a l cost for short term b o r r o w i n g . The peop le , a c t i n g 

on this fac tua l i n f o r m a t i o n , prov ided bonding for the execu t ion o f a l l grants 

in a id app l i ca t ions and for f i n a n c i n g the d is t r i c t ' s share of the const ruct ion 

cos t . 

Ground was broken immedia te ly a f te r the successful referendum and the cont rac tor 

began the const ruc t ion j o b . The con t rac to r has been pushing the job very hard , 

w h i c h is c e r t a i n l y to the best interests o f the d i s t r i c t , but as a result o f the rap id 

work on the p r o j e c t , he had comple ted over $500 ,000 work on the job by January 

1st. The January requ is i t ion was near ly $400 ,000 and we have been informed by 

the cont rac to r tha t each requ is i t ion for the nex t few months w i l l run $500 ,000 or 

more . 

A f te r the re fe rendum, a l l app l i ca t i ons and forms were f i l e d w i t h the State D e p a r t -

ment o f Educat ion as r a p i d l y as possible. The Board o f Educat ion had every r e a -

son to b e l i e v e tha t the state bond commission meet ing on January 2 1 , 1971 w o u l d 

approve the commitment for our p ro jec t and tha t we wou ld rece ive our f i rst payment 

on the grant from the state by M a r c h 15 th . It was a n t i c i p a t e d tha t by th is date 

our short term bor row ing funds w o u l d be substant ia l ly exhausted and the grant funds 

w o u l d be needed to meet our const ruc t ion requ is i t ions . If they are not rece ived by 

M a r c h 15th , the d i s t r i c t w i l l have to undergo the e x t r a cost o f a d d i t i o n a l short term 

b o r r o w i n g . 

The Board o f Educat ion o f Regional School D i s t r i c t 12 has been informed that the 

state bond commission met on January 2 1 , 1971 but d id not approve the c o m m i t -

ment for our const ruc t ion p r o j e c t . We have been to ld that fur ther commitment 

au thor i za t ions w i l I be w i t h h e l d un t i l the legis lature provides add i t i ona l bonding 

a u t h o r i z a t i o n . We be l i eve such a c t i o n by the legis lature should be a f i rst order 

o f business, a commitment should be made for our p ro jec t immed ia te ly and tha t the 

State Depar tment o f Educat ion should be d i rec ted to speed payment o f a l l funds due 

t o date under P. A . 7 5 1 . 

The Board o f Educat ion and admin is t ra t ion have been honest and st ra ight forward w i t h 

the c i t i zens o f the reg ion in discussing the b u i l d i n g p r o j e c t , the commitment o f the 

state under P . A . 7 5 1 and the f i n a n c i a l ob l iga t ions and tax payers o f the d is t r i c t assum-

ed w i t h the approva l o f the re ferendum. The Board ac ted in good fa i t h in present ing 

the const ruct ion project , , The people l i v i n g and own ing property in the regi on ac ted 

in good fa i t h in assuming respons ib i l i ty for the i r share o f the const ruct ion costs. We 

are a l l w a i t i n g i m p a t i e n t l y for the state to make good on its commi tmen t . 

The Board o f Educat ion must con t inue to be fo r th r igh t in discussing the problem w i t h 

the p u b l i c . The taxpayers have been informed tha t the state has fa i l ed to make good 

on its commitment o f const ruc t ion funds for our p r o j e c t . They w i l l also have to be 

t o l d tha t the a d d i t i o n a l unan t i c ipa ted cost for short term bor rowing that w i l l add to 

the i r t a x burden is a d i r e c t result o f fa i lu re on the part o f the state government t o 

prov ide the d i s t r i c t w i t h const ruct ion cost funds in keep ing w i t h a ca lendar tha t the 

Board and admin is t ra t ion had every r igh t to expec t the state to m a i n t a i n . We b e l i e v e 

the fa i l u re on the part o f the state to provide these funds as prov ided for in P . A . 7 5 1 

const i tu tes a serious breach o f f a i t h . We strongly urge the members of th is commi t tee 

to ac t immed ia te ly to r e c t i f y th is serious m a t t e r . 



27 - j m c 

Thursday E D U C A T I O N February 18, 1971 

Rep. Audrey Beck: Dr . M c D o n a l d is i t possible to get the f igures and in format ion 

regard ing short term bor rowing in connec t ion w i t h this cons t ruc t ion . Could 

we have this in format ion for the record possibly.? 

D r . M c D o n a l d : I w i l l see that this in format ion is sent to your c o m m i t t e e . 

(Fo l low ing is copy o f le t te r t ransmit ted to Hear ing Secretary in regard the above 

request „) 
2 / 1 9 / 7 1 

To The Educat ion Commi t tee : 

D r . Charles M . N o r t h r u p , Super intendent o f Schools, has asked that the 

f o l l o w i n g in format ion be sent to y o u regarding the cost to the Shepaug 

V a l l e y Regional School D is t r ic t N o 0 1 2 for short term bor row ing in connec t ion 

w i t h its cons t ruc t i on . He advised tha t you requested this in format ion at the 

Educat ion Commit tee Hear ing on February 1 8 , 1971 he ld at the State Cap i to l 

Bu i ld ing in H a r t f o r d . 

Gross Cost Interest Received N e t Cost o f Short 

( interest pa id (on investments to Term Borrowing to 

to date) date) Date 

$ 3 7 , 4 0 8 . 7 5 $ 1 9 , 5 0 5 . 8 2 $ 1 7 , 9 0 2 . 9 3 

S i n c e r e l y , 

M r s . John B. Whi t t lesey 

(Frances R.) 

(note: a copy o f this le t te r is in the f i l e o f support ing papers for this h e a r i n g . ) 

Rep. K l e b a n o f f : George A . Barbar i to . 

George A . Barbar i to : I am Assistant Super intendent o f Schools for Business in N e w 

H a v e n . I urge the commit tee to g ive favorable support to increase the State A i d 

Gran t Per Pupi l„ 

A t the outse t , I should l i ke to make i t abundant ly c lear that 1 am not here to over 

dramat ize the f isca l p l i gh t o f the i n n e r - c i t y schools. O u r operat ion is cost ly and 

our operat ion is ex t reme ly essent ia l . 

The erosion o f the tax base is not a myth — i t is a rea l i s t i c problem that confronts 

us today 0 O u r present opera t ing budget in N e w Haven is $ 2 5 , 7 6 0 , 0 0 0 — in the 

f iscal year end ing June 3 0 , 1972, i t w i l l be approx imate ly $ 2 9 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 . There 

is no "bak ing powder " in this f igure — i t is a d i rec t result o f sp i ra l l i ng costs o f 

mater ia ls and supplies and negot ia ted salary increases w h i c h we t r ied to c i r c u m v e n t , 

even to the point o f incur r ing a th i r teen day teacher 's s t r i k e . 
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The C i t y o f N e w Haven has a grand l ist o f $ 6 3 8 , 9 0 0 , 0 0 0 w i t h a tax exempt l ist 

o f $ 9 , 7 8 0 , 0 0 0 w h i c h y ie lds a net t axab le grand l ist o f $ 6 2 9 , 1 2 0 , 0 0 0 . Latest 

f igures f rom our assessor's o f f i c e i nd i ca te o n l y an increase o f $ 4 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 

O u r M a y o r G u i d a is do ing e v e r y t h i n g in his power to increase the grand l i s t . 

Tac i t e v i d e n c e o f th is is the format ion o f the Tax-Exempt Commit tee w h i c h has 

sc ru t in ized the l ist in an at tempt to y i e l d a h igher taxab le grand l i s t , and also 

the Mayor ' s advocacy to tax some eleemosynary co rpora t ions . W h i l e some say 

this is a p o l i t i c a l r i s k , i t does serve to emphasize the need for add i t i ona l funds. 

As the Assistant Super in tendent o f Schools for Business o f the N e w Haven 

Board o f E d u c a t i o n , i t w o u l d be presumptuous o f me to ask y o u to support th is 

b i l l w i t h o u t submi t t ing facts re levan t t h e r e t o . 

There are approx imate ly 6 6 0 , 0 0 0 pub l i c school ch i l d ren in C o n n e c t i c u t . There -

f o r e , for every increase o f mu l t ip les o f $ 5 0 . 0 0 , i t w i l l cost $ 3 3 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 . I 

ca l l you r a t ten t ion to the fac t tha t the cur rent per pupi l grant is a p p l i c a b l e to 

a l l 169 towns and c i t i e s , i . e . - u rban , suburban, and rural regardless o f d i s -

par i t ies in cos t , soc ia l problems, and learn ing problems. 

Now,where w i l l th is money come f rom? It is obvious to every taxpayer that the 

money has t o come from taxes — be i t an increase in sales taxes, c iga re t te taxes , 

gasol ine taxes , or "p iggy b a c k " taxes . The re la t i ve meri ts o f the method o f i m -

p lementa t ion can be argued w e l l i n to the n i g h t . 

H o w e v e r , I s t rongly urge that the members o f th is Educat ion Commit tee rev iew the 

revenues to be d e r i v e d from these taxes , and insist tha t the revenue sharing be i n -

vested in our most cher ished human c a p i t a l — the ch i l d ren o f the State o f C o n n e c t -

i c u t . 

Rep. K l e b a n o f f : Robert M o r r a . 

Robert M o r r a : I speak today in favor o f HB5599 and HB6446. We feel tha t they w i l l 

prov ide a sensible and adequate means o f m a i n t a i n i n g the h igh q u a l i t y o f e d u c a -

t ion in th is s ta te . We a l l share and support the Governor ' s concern for the b u d -

get c o n t r o l , but we fee l not to substant ia l ly increase the per pupi l grant w o u l d 

be a cr ime to our c h i l d r e n and our a l ready o v e r - t a x e d property o w n e r . 

Ladies and Gen t lemen o f the Commit tee as a reminder - our greatest natura l r e -

source are our c h i l d r e n . Cut them short w i t h a false economy w o u l d be a t r a d g e d y . 

Thank y o u . 

Rep. K l e b a n o f f : Mor r i s N i r e n s t e i n . 

M o r r i s N i r e n s t e i n : M r . Chai rman andLadies and Gen t lemen o f the Commit tee I w o u l d 

l i ke to echo a statement tha t was made by a previous speaker - tha t many p r o -

grams in educat ion are in jeopardy i f there isn ' t more a id fo r thcoming from the s t a t e . 

I know th is for a f ac t in the town in w h i c h I teach - Regional 4 cove r ing Chesh i re , 

Deep R ive r , and Essex. 
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