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Friday, Mav 7, 1971
THE CLERK:
BUSINESS ON THE CALENDAR, on the Consent Calendar,
RONALD A, SARASIN:
Mr, Speaker, I move acceptance of the Joint Committees?
favorable reportis and passage of the two-starred items on today's

Consent Calendar, Calendar No. 696, H.,B. No, 6175, an Act con-

cerning non-amortized loans by savings and loan associations,

File No. 674. Calendar No., 697, Substitute for H.,B. No. 63%8%, an

Act concerning protection against rubella by immunization, File

No., 673. Calendar No. 698, H.,B. No. 7875, an Act concerning Tax

Collectors! fees for issuing alias tax warrants, File No. 670.

On Page 2, Calendar No, 701, H.B. No. 8117, an Act concerning the

presence of police officers at elections, File No., 669. Calendar

No. 708, Substitute for H.B, No. 5863%, an Act concerning appeals

in summary process cases, File No. 687, Calendar No., 719,

stitute for S.B. No. 1245, an Act concerning prohibiting the ar-

bitrary cancellation of automobile insurance, File No. 542, I
move the adoption and passage of these Bills,
MR, SPEAKER:

Does any individual Member object to passage of these
Bills on the Consent Calendar? Hearing no individual objection,
the question then is on acceptance and passage. All those in fa-

vor indicate by saying "aye". Those opposed. The Bills are

passed, At this time are there any items to be placed on the Con-
sent Calendar?

RONALD A. SARASIN:

12,
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May 27, 1971
The Clerk;

Cal., 869, File 1254 Favorable report joint standing com-
mittee on General Law on Substitute H.B. 6483 An Act Concerning
Prescribing of Drugs by Brand and Generic Names,

THE CHAIR:

Senator Zajac.
SENATOR ZAJAC:

Mr. President, under Rule 15 of the Rules governing the
Senate, may the record show that I have requested leave of the
chamber?

THE CHAIR:

Senator Strada.
SENATOR STRADA:

Mr. President, I move for acceptance of the joint com-
mittee's favorable report and passage of the bill,
THE CHAIR:

Will you remark?

SENATOR STRADA:

Yes, Mr. President. I was originally convinced that de-
bate on this bill was probably academic. And an exercise in
futility. However, I thought the same of the Martin Luther King
Bill quite frankly. And I am now convinced that possibly debate
does move people who change their preconceived notions. In any
event the...

THE CHAIR: -
There will be no talking in the chamber. Will you please

49



2536

May 27, 1971
if you are ready to depart do so. As we have a great deal of
business to discuss. This rule will be strickly enforced.

Pardon me Senator,

SENATOR STRADA:

Thank you Mr. President. I think most of us are familiar
with the content of the bill. There has been quite a bit of in-
formation circulated in the halls in many weeks. On both sides.

I think the heart of the bill is found in Sec. 2. Which states
that any physician or surgeon who prescribes a drug by brand

name, shall in each such prescription, oral or written include the
generic name thereof. If any. Unless such physician in the ex-
ercise of his professional judgment specifically directs that the
brand name drug and not the generic drug shall be used., With that
also that the bill is amended, was amended in the House., In Sec.
3, the penalty provision originally called for a fine of not more
than $100. for the first offense. $500 for a second offense.

The amendment reduced this to not more than $50 for a first offent
And $100 for a second offense.

I think a legitimate question to be asked in the Chamber
is why the people in the State of Connecticut need a Generic Drug
prescription bill, I believe that one short report might shed some
light in the area. It was presented in the U.S. Senate by U, S.
Senator Gaylord Nelson, who has conducted an extensive investigat-
ion into the drug industry. Senator Nelson noted that Carter
Wallace mainatins a monopoly on. the drug neprovinate. Carter

Wallace buvs this drue in bulk on the world market+ o+ 87¢ a pound.
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He then sells the drug to domestic companies at $23.20 a pound.
For 500 tablets, which is less than a pound, druggists pay $31.20.
That is 2000% of what the veteran pays overseas. Which is 3$1.5¢
The consumer then pays $52. for this drug, which is widely knowr
by the trade name Milltown or Equinil, This Mr. President is
3300% of what the veteran pays overseas.

I am sure members in the circle here are familiar with
people suffering from heart disease. From high blood pressure,
kidney disease or arthiritis, Someone with a cardio-vascular
disease or a nervous condition. A substantial portion of their
yearly income must go for prescription drugs. And the Task
Force on Drugs of the Department of Health, Education and
Welfare has listed 63 drug products obtainable from multiple
suppliers:at cost distincly lower than that of the brand name
product actually dispensed. This information was obtained in
a special:study done by the Task Force. The Task Force found
that the savings these patients could have realized, but did not
if projected nationally would mean savings to the American people
of 5% to 8% on their prescriptions costs. The savings would be
much greater to patients with chronic illness whose drug needs
are oftenithe mest burdensome. The savings could be 20% or
more for patients who have drugs prescribed for long term use.
Low costs chemical equivalents can thus yield important savings
to people!who can least afford the soaring prices of trade name

drugs. I believe that the people of Connecticut should be en-
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titled to such savings.

Mr. President, the prescribing of drugs by their Generic
as well as their trade name, as this bill proposes is not just
a matter of savings to the hard pressed consumer. It is also a
matter of safety. All of us are sadly familiar with the drug
thaladmide , Dr., Helen Tossic, was an authority on pharmasutical:
testified before Senator Gaylord Nelson's sub-committee about
the problems caused because thaladmide wag not known by all
physicians, by both its generic and its trade name. Dr., Tossic
testified’and even after it was known world wide that thaladmide

caused difficulties in babies, it was still being used,

Thaladmide was distributed under approximately 50 different
trade names. And despite the horrible disclosures of the drugs
effects, thaladmide was still being used in countries all over
the world., 1t continued to be used said Dr. Tossic because it
was often listed under a name that the prescribing doctor did not
recognize as thaladmide

In my judgment again the people of Connecticut have a
right to safety in physcriptions. Mr, President, much time and
effort was extended by myself personally and by the committee
in an attempt to sit down with the parties on all sides. To give
them the courtesy of hearing the objections and the reasons in
favor of the bill, I would just like to say that again I realize
this is an exercise in futility. But the committee felt that thi

was an important issue. We want to bring it before you for your
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consideration. And I would urge adoption of the bill.
THE CHAI:R:
Will you remark further? Senator Fauliso.
SENATOR FAULISO:

Mr. Preident, I oppose this bill., And I don't consider
this a consumer protection bill at all. Although it has been
labeled and hailed as a consumer bill, I take the position thai
it is notj.. I have talked with doctors. And I have talked with
pharmacists. - And:I have talked to as many people as I can to
be enlightened on this bill., I have received also communications
from the Conn. State Medical Society. And from other people who
are going to be affected by this kind of legislation. I concur
that we have discussed this in length in caucaus. It comes as
no surprige to Senator Strada what the feeling is, at least my
feeling. I happen to have a son who is a doctor. I have numerjus
friends who are in the medical field. And who are pharmacists.
And of course I represent also the people at large of my con-
stitutency who has to be assured that this will be a savings to
them as patients and as customers.

Now Mr. President, what we are all interested in is good
health care. We are concerned also with the practice of excellent
medicine. This would in fact impede health care. And it would
impede the practice of good medicine. Historically the doctors
of our community and the state of Connecticut have pregcribed

medicines which they deem are beneficial to their patients,

53



May 27, 1971 54

It isn't fair that we give them the alternative because
then it will invite the patient to shop around. And also he
would be a fit subject, certainly a vietim of the pharmacist
who could certainly exercise some kind of influence over the
patient in making a decision that he perhaps should buy one thai
is more expensive, Now what we're concerned here with are thre¢
things that are of paramount importance. And the most importan
being the wlefare and the well being of the patient.  And
necessarily it follows that we must have good doctors who are
interested primarily in the concern and the well being of the
patient. And necessarily in this particular tribod is included
the pharmacist., Now I think that the Connecticut Medical Socie'ly
in their correspondence, at least, I am certain that most of
us have it., Make out a case when they say that the Federal
Food and Drug Administration has stated that the chemical equiv:l-
ency of drugs is no guarantee of their thaerpeutic equivalency.
And yet this bill proposes to encourage a trusting but totally
uninformed patient to shop in quotations for his medicines,
The substitute bill for H,B., 6483 is not only a bill without a
true purpose. .It ig also a potentially dangerous bill, Many
Physicians already prescribe generically on a selective basis.
But are secure in the knowledge that no substitute can be made
when they specify a trade name, No purpose would be served by
fining them if in either case they failed to include the generic

name in the prescription orders. For patients the implications
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of such a bill are much more serious. Its passage in effect
will mean that the General Assembly assures the public that the
"Jjust as good" theory of drug equivalency is valid. And that
the professional advice of physicians and pharmacists may state
we be ignored by patients.

Now what will it do. It will place the responsibility
of selecting the most effective and safest medication on the
public and the pharmacist. Instead of on the doctor where it
belongs. Because the doctor now under this substitute would
label or prescribe on the alternative. We encourage the doctor
to abandon his important professional function of continually
evaluating new trade products. And to see that his patients
have the most up dated and most effective treatment. We elimin:te
the initiative drug manufacturers now have to continue research
and to improve their products. And forster them in the interest
of economy to produce only minimum standard products.

Mr. President, it seems to me that we are concerned here
with the well being again, I repeat, of the pateient and the
consuming public., Now I am not going to be one that is going
to be brain washed because this has a consumer label, And I
know that the labor segment has labeled this as such., But I am
not going to dismiss from my intellect all of the literature,
all of the learning that I have acquired from speaking with
different individuals. What we as legislatures are concerned

with is the central issue, will this in fact be beneficial to
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the public? To the patient? And will it in fact save them
money? It will do neither, Mr., President. And for those reasors
I do have the audacity, as some people would say in the labor
circle, of opposing this bill., Because I certainly don't feel
I am a captive of either labor, of the pharmacists, or the
doctor. But I am a captive of the little people of the state
of Connecticut.

THE CHAIR:

Will you remark further? Fellow captives. Senator
Ciarlone.

SENATOR CIARLONE;

Mr. President, members of the circle. The intent and thi
principal of this bill is certainly in keeping with my views on
legislating for people. If this bill does what I think it
should do. It will give the doctors the option to prescribe
the drug that they think best. And naturally if the brand name
is equal to the generic drug, it is my opinion that then the
cost will be lowered. And for this bill I am supporting this
bill for my people.

THE CHAIR:

The question is on passage. Will you remark further?

Senator Lieberman,
SENATOR LIEBERMAN:
Mr. President, I rise to support the bill. Mr. Presiden

as often happens in the circle. We have differences about what
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the little people would like to see happen with the bill., 1Its
my feeling that this is the little people's bill. I know that
the doctors are opposed to it. The drug manufacturers are
opposed to it., And some of the pharmacists are opposed to it.
Although I am pleased to say that my own is not, But it seems
to me that what the bill does is open up the option for dramatic
savings in the cost of essentials. In the cost of drugs to
people in this state regardless of their income level., But I
think , we think particularly of older people who have their
large needs for medication. I am convinced that we are not
offering economy at the price of quality. From everything I've
read about this busject it seems to me that Senator Strada and
his committee are to be congratulated for handling this difficult
subject in a most ingenuous and protective way. And I am going
to be very happy to vote for the bill and I hope that it passes.
THE CHAIR:

The question is on passage of the bill. Will you remark
further? Senator Strada.
SENATOR STRADA:

Mr. President, just for the information of the chamber,
I just wanted to point out that the original bill made it man-
datory upon the prescribing physician to prescribe by the generic
as well as the brand name. It was really a tough bill. However,
again on the interest of compromise. 1In the interest of the

people. And without forsaking the people's interest, we produced
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this piece of legislation before you now. And I would say that
its purely discretionary with the prescribing physician and I am
sure that no physician in his professional judgement will pre-
scribe a generic drug if he doesn't think that its either
therapeuticly or chemically equivalent to the brand name., So I
fail to see who can be hurt by the bill. Except possibly many
low income and people on fixed income, elderly people might be
able to save quite a bit of money for drugs that are equivalent.
Thats the whole point.

THE CHAIR:¢

Will you remark further? Senator Ives.
SENATOR IVES:

Mr. President, very briefly, I concur with the gentleman
from the First, and oppose this bill. And when the vote is taker
I ask for a roll call vote.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Crafts,
SENATOR CRAFTS:

Mr. President, very briefly I too wish to concur with the
Distinguished Senator from the First District. And point out
to the members of the circle that if a doctor were to conform to
this bill., It would make it necessary for him to review his
calendar of his catalogue and find the exact duplicate of the
drug that is needed. And the doctors just don't have this much

time on their hands. I'm referring to a catalogue, ladies and
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gentlemen that might very well be as thick as the one I have in
my hand. I don't believe that we could logically expect a busy
doctor who is seeing hundreds of patients a day to prose through
all his literature to find a drug that would not only be safe
but would be equal in the effect.

THE CHAIR:

Will you remark further? Senator Eddy.
SENATOR EDDY:

Mr., President, I rise to oppose this bill. Not to add
anything I cencur on the remarks of those who have opposed it.
I just wish to stress that what worries me most of all, is I think
it will open up the field to the back-yard drug manufacturer.
Who feels that he can merely mix up some generic ingridients
and produce a drug as effective as those which are put out
by the highly controlled, highly efficient major drug companies.
And I think this is enough of a danger so while I had an open
mind on it. This is enough of a danger to me to vote against
the bill, .
THE CHAIR:'

Will you remark further? Senator Strada.
SENATOR STRADA:

Mr. President, if I may for the third and last time. Just
to address myself very briefly to Senator Crafts remarks. This
is exactly one of the reasons why I am going to vote for the bill

Because doctors will have to take a look at the formulary. I
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don't care how big it is. To find out what the drug is., If
they had done this with thaladmide. They might not have pres-
cribed it when it had 52 different brand names.

THE CHAIR:

Will you remark further? 1If not all those in favor of
passage of the bill. A roll call has been moved. All those in
favor of a roll call signify by saying aye. AYE. Opposed nay?
The ayes have it. More than 20% having voted for a roll call
an immediate roll call vote is ordered in the Senate.

THE CLERK:

Will all Senators please return to the chamber? An
immediate roll call will be taken.
THE CHAIR:

Results of the roll call vote on H.B., 6483,

Whole number voting 33

Necessary for passage 17

Those voting yea 12

Those voting nay 21

Those absent and not voting 3

The bill is defeated.
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PUBL.IC HEALTH AND SAFETY
THURSDAY FEBRUARY 5, 1971

Dr. Estelle Siker, Director of the Community Health Division in the
3tate Derartment of Health: The State Denartment of Health
wishes to summort H.B. 5725, Accildent is the most common

cause of death in children and we would 1ik%e to do every-

thinr we cen to close all the loovnholes and make our state
safer for our children.

Sen. Pac: Thank vou. Anyone else sneakine in favor? Anyone onnosed
to H.R. 57257 If not we'll move on to H.B. 6221 (Ren.
Dudn of the 5Rth) AN ACT CONCERNING THE EXANINATION OF
BEIRTH RECORDS. Now we have around four or five bills on
this. Anvone wishin~ to sveak on anv one of these, in
favor? These are YH.R. 6382, 383, 6505, 6508, 6509, Any-
one in favor? Yo one in favor. Anyvone onnosed?

Yarold Rurder, State Nenartment of Health Public Henlth Statistices:
I'd 1ike to sneak arainst J.B. 6221. The other bills vou
mentioned arentt directly related to thls one narticular
one, I take 1t indirectly relnted. One of the vproblems
welve had in adminicterine. the vitel record pro~ram is
nrecisely who may have access to a vital record and as
von mentioned there nre bi11s +to this effect. _6221 would
nut a definite £time 1init as to who may at what time and
neriod wonlA won f9al1tvr sevrntinise Fhiag racord, Tn
other wordas, » homdred wnagr Jevel. And I would object
to this. T thin¥ this is le~igliatior thet would initiste
o point where we conld reneal it later on to provide
full accens to 2 birth rccord. The Department of Health
tAlmee the mogition thet vital records are 1ot mublie re-
corda due to gituntions that mar havpner concerning
11l e~ritim~oer, denth renorde which may reflect sulcide,
denth from ~lcoholiaer, This really is concernine only
the imdividual »nA not the public. Enourh spid on 6221,

On the other ®i11s AZ08, 6500, 6505, €, 6383 and 6513
roncernin~ the deter~ination of parentage. This once
arein §a » bill the State Yealth Denartment bas nronosed,
e heva A wralern in those cnseas, those birth records
mhinrh inrolve Jesitimecy. VWeld have ore statute, astrtute
7580 -"hieh indicates von can't mut a father dorm on the
birth word without his ernress written consent. llow
that 1l hnmnen ias, the mother may teke this fellow £n
ronTrh anAd the pourt will ad jund~e him the father. Yet we
ct1717 ernmmet correct that birth record until we et his
p~mrner written consent. And this lepgislation s to

~11 o the courts to nrovide us with that written consent.
And honefully it will make our Jjob just » 1ittle~ hit eacijer,
Jelre ane~l-ine for the other bkillae., Yea., The amlv one
welre in opnogition to is 6221.

Ben, Coher: AE12, you anmnrove of thot.
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PURLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY
THURSDAY FEBRUARY 25, 1971

The other Hills T've heen Adlscussine the Hosnital Associa-
tion would be in favor.

Sen. Gunther: On the bhill that you Tast sno%e of, avnarentlv vour
orcanization 1is aware of the situation un there. Dont't
wou molice vour ow» ran—s?

Mr. Tillson: Well, we have no anthoritv over it and T don't know
who 12 rirht and whn i wronm on the situation., Perhans
therels a 1ittle bit of rirhtness and wroneness on both
narts., This same 117 or a sinilar one was in at the Tast
seasion of the lemiglature and I had honed that there!'d
heen digenaeion sirece then., The sitnation had auieted
down. T'm sorrv to henr that what T thourht wae the case
annarentliy in Mr., Portridcels view heos not falen nlace.
But we A1d mal¥e the hoanital sware that there was a fersline
in that narticular towm that?thev were ~etting cnzses Te-
norted to them, nsa I snvr to ta¥e care of this five dav
notice reoniremert thet we renily cantt heln, hit that the
hoanitel merhana ovrht +n he more caraful and not submit
as mMany cases to the town ns weare heine submitter, This
didntt mean that the toun had tn nav them hut it 41° mean
there wna aome invearicatine wark that had ta he done.

Rev. T.vonsg: You brou~ht un o wverr dntere~tiny noint that waeni+
hrotirht un in nrior teatimony and that is that in fact
whether the hosnit~l rernortes {1t lncorrertly e correctly
the torm =£111 has to make the investiration, Te that
correct?

Mr. Tillson: That 1is correct.

Rep. Cohen: Thanlkt wou wverw mich., Any more te annnls on W, B, AP037
Tor or arairst? TFf naot wel?) conadider the hearins ¢l oced
"nd ~o on to H.B., 6370, Anv nrononents? Anv onmonitinn?
If not, wrl11l econaider the hearine elnsed on thet hill,
H.R. 6382 (Yen, T™i1Aon of the aznd,) A ACT COMCERNING
PROTRCTTON AGATNST WRARLRKS ANT) RUREITA FPY IMMUNTZATTON,

Ann Switzer, Comm, Aecariation for Retarded Children: T conlAntt
heln bt notice the mumber of hesrine aide Ren, M ehonnff
mentioned, T thinl- he g~1d4 thirteen hnndvnd anad comethine
rendad For henrine immatired children in Corn, And 4
thon~ht that he n1naved vicht into my hande thie marrine
hecnnse if the children were nroteeted or the narentes
nrotected araingt the cause of the handican, merhane vonu
wouldntt he acled for any financisl »~id fthie mornine for
Weariny ajda, However T14A 1i%e to eav ta won that tuo
reprs aro wr neme bhefore this committre with the eame
hi11 and o compromise HL1T came out of the last ascemblv
malrine the Imronization acainet menacles and ruhelln mor.
missive., 1In snite of that nnd all the assur~nees we had
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that neomle oA £floer £ thedir dortors o he immumized,
we have onl  ahont AGL of nreaschanl sre child»en immonioed
anAd nceordine ta A recent editorinl v the Hartford Courant
1t wng egtimnte” ond T nassume the erditorial rmriter oot hire
information from the Tommi=sioner nf Health or somehodw
renntable to answer this nnegtion, that in the New Britain-
Hartford area, therr ~re abtout 32.00 children who shovld

bhe irmmunized, T thinkt Ttm cavine to wou, Mr, Chalrmen ~nd
memhers of the committee that our associntior so often
comes to von for money for mrorrama for retarded children,
a lTot of monevw and voultre heen eoviremel-r cenerona, welre
askine vou todav to consider the nravention of mental re.
tardation nnd other hirth Aefrets, And I know that Ren.
Tudan is deenly committed to this 111, FHe thns » 1ot of
informetion that he can share with wvou. The Iationnl
Agsocinmtion Tor Hetarded Children and United Cerebral

Palsy have done n marnificent dob of ~ducation, and I don't
thinlkk T need to take vonr time,

T want to remind vou thnrt the Tact major Serman bMen-les or
Rubella enidemic was in 1964, and it was ectimated nt that
time that about 20,000 or 30,000 infante were horn with
severe defeota, e eynect these enidemics abont everyr siv
vears, and airece we Ttnow howr to nrevent them, mv aescoctio-
tlon feels that 1t 1a morally wrone not to do somethine
abhout this., So T urere vou to swmrt H.1. A3B3, AanA T177
lTeave this materinl with the committee,

Sen. Gunther: ¥Mrs. Switzer, motody i1s dented Imrrumication, ‘e Ao

have the free mnrorram ri~ht now don't we in the statn?

Mrs. Switzer: Well, I don't Ynow the answer to that., If we hnve o

free nrorram, elther our educ~tional Job hnantt been ~ood,
e don't omnerate cliniecs near enou~h where neonle in the

clties can ~et ot them easily. I've been workine in the
inner citv here in Hartford in mentel retardation and T
find that narents do not "lways have the onmnortunitv to ~o
to the nearest clinic Adue to the need for bhaby sitters or
tranenortation or one thine or the other. I hove a feelin-~
that we would have more clinice, I think we wonld he n

hetter educational job, if this were mandatorv for <=chool
admission,

3e. Gunther: Yov've nartially answered my next ouestion. I thin®

that arain it behooves the eroun to take and educrte the
neonle because we constantly find sovernment coins in and
tellin~ neonle how to do things and what's good for them.
And T think this is another area where every time we «o int
comnulsion and telling veonle what they have to do, I find
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ot times it malres the nrorram even less effective ultlimately
becanse voulre talking about 69% now. Whet was the percent
before the bill in the last session, do vou khow?

Mrs. S witzer: No, I dontt

Sen. Gunther: You don't know how effective this vnrogram has been
even on a voluntary basis within the mnagt two years.

Mrs. Switgzer: No, but I think we could easily find out, There may
he some meomle here from the state Health Department who
will testify here. I think we also found out this in re-
1ation to the PKU testing which 1s a serious cause of
mental retardation, and the committee at that time was
skentical about the mandatoryv blll askine that all hosni-
tals see that babiles were examined within the first fortv-
elght hours of life for this deficiency, 1tt's a protein
defictency in the Blood. And I think that even Dr. Foote
at that time was slentical. But after we prevared some
very cood testimonv and had neonle who had retarded children
due to his condition and had a very dramatic nresentation
from a youns girl who had a baby saved because this was de-
tected enrly, in snite of the fact the hospitals sald they
would do this snd coonerate, we were terribly afraid that
when mentnl retardation ns a subject matter was no longer
ponular, hosnitols misht not be thls interested. So we
have saved throurh thls mandatory lesislation, we have
seved the state of Conn., Senator Gunther, a lot of money
because of detection, somethinpg which would have caused
severe handican, nrobably involvinz institutionalization.
I thourht this bill nerhans would interest you because it
doesn't really call for a lot of money and nobody wants to
mention money. It's more & mhilosophy than it 1s moneyw.

Sen. Gunther: The only difference between the parallel you draw with
the PKXU ia one is a diagnostic test and the other is the
annlication of immunization.

rs. Switrer: Yer, but thev're both nrevention and I think the voint
I wont to lerve with yvou ig that our organization feels
thnt nnot enourh effort has been nut on nrevention. ‘e
snend too much money after the deed 1g done. I think this
is our feelins.

Sen, Gunther: Yell I mirht cite that mavbe not enourh is nut on educn-
tion to have the vrogram imnlemented rather than denandine
by law that it be mandatory. Could be that <«ide,

Ren, Cohen: Any other cuestions?



nZaBG 158

PURLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY
THURSDAY FEBRUARY 25, 1971

Dr. Jamec Hort, State Denartment of Health: Dr. Foote and the denart-
ment are in favor of this bill which I think will aid us in
our immunization nrorram, It's a modification of a blll
alrendv on the honls *thich wonld nermit local hoards of
education to nrotect arainst mesgles and molio., And I
mirht seav, ligstenin~ to Miss Switzerts testimony that this
nrecsent law has helned us a 2reat deal by vermitting loceal
boards to reauire immunization arainst these two diseases.
The same thinr is true with gmallvox vaccination and so on
which 1o n different law. Fronm our information over the
vears about two thirds or three fourths of the local towns
do nasa this reonircment and =see that children are immunized
arainagt these disennco before they enter school. I think
the nroof of the nnddine really is what are the results of
thies imnunication nrozram, and what ~ood effect can %we
show? Well I con anv that mnollo hag renlly heen almost
erodierted from the United States. In 1969 there were only
nineteen cnrser in the whole United States and not a sincle
death. Ile haven!t hnA » Adanth from nolio since 1960. And
I thin wetve Med only onrn cone in five vearn. So that the
imrmunization nro~ram whether itt's comnulsory or voluntary
or what hns seen very ~ood rTesults.

With recerd to rensles, e have In a three vear verlod with
the menasles vaceline, seen n Adrcrerae from many thousands

of cameg » venr, rith gome Aenths and comnlications of
course, irecludin~ encenhalitis nnd retardation and the
other bod effects, the number of cases have decresased re-
mortahly,  Lest veor, in 1070, there were only 117 cnses
renorted to us for the whole state for the whole vear

which wns one of the lowest incidences in the United States.
Anéd we heve had verv few 1f anv serious comlications from
meanles. There certainly have been no-deaths.

We storted in Sentember 1969. And the objective is to
iimiinize all the children between one year of ase and
nubertr, And it was decided nationally and I might say that
this vaccine is ~iven to us now by the federal sovernment,
free, so that we are not buvinr any rubella vaccine, this

ia not costinr the astate anv more money at this time. The
kinder~nrten vun to the fTifth grade, from five to eleven
vears of are, because at that age, these are the children
most ant to have it, most apt to snread the disease and
therefore most ant to infect their mothers who if they may
he nregnant, could come down with the disease and of course
have a severly handicanned child. And this has been our
national nrosram. And at this noint we're about half way
into the nrocram. Yelve immunized in the 1lst year and nhalf
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abont 250,000 children, ~chool childm in Connecticut and
1A0 towns out of 160 have n2lrendy had school pro~rams and
we hone naturall-r by nersuasion that we on ret some of the
others to do it., But if this law were vassed it would see
that every school avstem would have a vrogram and would see
that these children were nrotected.

Therets one 11ttle correction that I think would have to be
made in this bill and that 1s since we do not immunize
children sbove puberty, twelve years of aze, the 1imit we
have set is under twelve because there's alwavs the possi-
bility that a child twelve and un could be nregnant and

1f they recelved the vaccine there's some nguestion whether
it might be harmful. And so I think that you have to insert
in this law or this bill a nhrase where 1t says protected
acainst measles and, to nut in each child under twelve years
of are then acainst rubella, because we would not want to
insist that children twelve or over be immunized with
rubella vaccine.

Therel's another nhrase in there that I don't think is
essential but I don't think it's really a great harm and
that 1s insertine the nhrase: or a member of his immediate
family., YWe Aon't think that is a necessary nhrase in there
but again if it's left in I don't think it's any great
harm,

Well, T think this wald be the only testimony. We feel that
such a law of course will by versuading local boards of
education to require this will helv us in our immunization
program because our objective is to tryv to get every child
from five to eleven protected.

Sen. Gunther: How many towns are vnarticipating now?

Dr. Hart: We have about 160 out of 169 have paticipated and we have

several more who are making plans at the moment, probably
three or four so that all but half a dozen are in the
school onrogram, But I want to point out one thing. As you
probably know when yvou nut on a program, we have sent peovle
in with jet guns and so forth and the local people have
innoculated and it's been a tremendous effort. You never
get 100% as you know in eny vorosram of this sort. And we
estimate that at the moment, only about 2% of the school
children, the elisible school children, are innoculated

with rubella vaccine. MNow this would include the towns that
haven't had a program of course and also the children who
for some reason or other, sometimes thev're out with a cold
that day you know, and for many reasons, and thelr narents
didn't want them to go and be innoculated, so that we have
not reached anywhere near 90 or 100%.

Sen. Gunther: But you're saving that 160 towns are narticinating inthe

proeram?
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NDr. Hart: Rirhh.

Sen. Gunther: Well, then vonlre talking sbout tHs Hi1l beineg involved
in six to nine towne,

Dr. Hart: No, no, no. T!'m savine that in each town you never ecet
100%.

Sen. Gunther: But theyv are still particivatine in the vrogram,

Dr. Hart: Yes, but the reaulrement would reanire thet each child be
immunized so that the other ?8% would be taken care of, vou
see, in each toun.

Rep. Cohen: They are narticinetineg but not fully.

Dr. Hart: Risht

Sen, Gunther: Well, thev are narticinating but they are not followine
un annarently. On the ?2R%,

Dr., Hart: Well merelyv because they cannot reacuire this vou see and if
a narent refuses, 1f 2 child is sieclk that narticular day or
weelz, von can't ret it done. This is the noint

Sen. Gunther: Incidentally vou £aid all the vaccine is availahle for
nothine even to the nrivate nhysicians?

Dr. Hart: Ye«, the federsal, the rubella vaccine. At this time 1t g,
Sen. Gunther: No von have anv idea; do thev charce for visits? T
would iYmacine for thie,

Dr, Hart: Well, the one condition thetle oiven a »rivate doctor, by
the wny we have renllv not oiven un te nrivate doectors,
this 15 done hy the 1o0enl director of health, hut the con-
dition 1< that he not charrme for the wvaccine. He may
char~e for his service hut not the vaccine.

Sen. Pac: Any other ~uestions? Anyone else in favor of £387? Anyore
onvose?? e'll move on to H.B, 6384 (Ren. Griswold of the
109th.) AN ACT COVNCERNING CONMSENT @WOR AUTOPSTFS, Anvone
in favor? Anrvone onnosed to ARRLY?  We']ll move on tn H,P,

(Ren. Cohen of the B1st.) TO 6511 (Ren. Yed=zinialk
of the EZth,) AN ACT CONOERNTNG THE DRFIVITICN OF PONTATRY,

Peter Kelly renresentineg the Conn. Poadiatry As-acistion in favor of
H.R, 6811, Tyo venrs n~o as Ren,., Yedrininlr anr]ier enid
thic rommitter And the seneral assemhly recornived the »ro.
nriety and the necesaity of encurins the nodintrictts richt
to prescribe and sdminister Avee in the mrartice of hir
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