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I'm sorry Commissioner Dunn.

Commissioner Dunn: That's perfectly alright. I would like to
speak on the general subject of unit pricing and not
on any individual bill that has been submitted. We favor
unit pricing. As long as Bill #6990 is by title only,
we feel it is difficult to select the bills with the
proper provisions to protect the consumer. New York City
has adopted and has run into legal problems with unit
pricing concerning the constitutionality of certain
aspects and provisions of their bill., Massachusetts did
pass the first unit pricing law in the country. They
have called for a public hearing on this bill on Feb. 25th
in connection with the establishing of regulations and
commodities to be covered. Their lawwas effective on
January 1, 1971. Therefore, we recommend, if we may,
supplying you with supplementary information on their
bill and how it has worked out, after we hear from
Massachusetts on their experience. We know that probably
holding a second hearing after their hearing would be
impossible, but either way would be fine with us as long
as we could profit by their experience after that hearing
which is just several days hence.

Rep. Webber: Well, the hearing, if I understand you correctly, will
be devoted to the selection of those products that are to
be put on the unit pricing basis?

Commissioner Dunn: ©No, they're going to...their hearing is in
connection with establishing regulations, they have in
their provision...they allow....its a different set-up,
they do not have a commissioner such as we do, but they
are allowed to have these commodities placed on unit
pricing at various times, in other words everything in the
grocery store, as I understand it, does not come under unit
pricing at one time, so that they have a little different
form of a bill than we have. If there seem to be any
major problems in Massachusetts, we would like to have the
privilege at that time of recommending....in other words,
if they incur serious difficulties, if they find they have
a terrible problem, then if there is an enormous problem,
we would then suggest to you perhaps maybe an interim
study to try and bring proper legislation so that we can
avoid that type of pitfall and then discuss it in the 1972
Session under a committee bill. It might be proper, but on
the other hand we may be anticipating problems and they
will have none. We would like to leave these options open
after February 25th. While we are anxious to implement
this now if possible, we caution passing a bill which would
prove to need constant study or drastic emergency changes
in 1972. If such a bill passes now, we recommend the bill
include the following: (1) a sufficient time for merchants
to prepare for the program. (2) that the Commissioner of
Consumer Protection should be able to desisnate artiel
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tion on consumers....

Commissioner Dunn: Not that I'm aware of....just one second, I'll
check with Mr. Eaton Smith, the Division Director
have you.....

Mr. Eaton Smith: ,...have no figures at the present time....of
course, we expect more retail stores in anyway....
inaudible......

Commissioner Dunn: I think maybe there would be a slow-down in
some small personnel, but they are in there...I know
that that wasn't picked up on the mike......any other
questions?

Rep. Webber: Any other questions, members of the Committee? Go
into your other bills...

Commissioner Dunn: Alright. The next one is the DATING AND
LABELING OF FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS, #352. Its the one
bill I have a copy of, I think there were perhaps
several.

Rep. Webber: I might point out, Commissioner, and ladies and
gentlemen in this room, there are many additional
consumer bills that are still in the office of the
Legislative Commissioners, that have not been printed
yet, so there will be additional hearings on other
bills in this area.

Commissioner Dunn: Having just this one at my disposal right now,
it is #352. I would speak again to the general subject.
In general, we believe the consumer should have a
maximum opportunity to purchase wisely, and this idea
would receive widespread favor with the average housewife.
We are anxious to have the proper procedures adopted, but
we hesitate to advise on proper methods at the present
time because we cannot determine how best to date, whether
to use the date of manufacturing and if so this might
possibly be misleading as applied to such items as frozen
food. While the date of probably spoilage is extremely
difficult to find in many food substances, we just find
that this can be a problem. We wonder if sufficient
research statistics are available for the department to
make the proper judgment on the many types of food to be
sold. We would be happy to leave several newspaper
clippings with you on this subject which we have prepared
that would help you perhaps. Mr. Smith, I think, possibly
may also have from his experience something to say on this,
do you wish to.....o0.k....We then just do caution you as
we get into this with the frozen foods, that we don't in
our eagerness to help the consumer find that by adopting
this too quickly until a very fine method has been
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will cost too much is fallacious and should not stand
in the way of passage of unit price legislation.

Rep. Webber: Thank you very much,

Mr, James Olson, 271 Humphrey St.,New Haven: I'm a student at
Yale Law School. I work with Yale Legislative
Services and with the previous speaker was co-drafter
of a unit pricing bill which was adopted by the
Council of State Governments in 1970 as proposed
state legislation and has been introduced this year
with some modifications by Rep. Vicino as Bill #6990;
(Copies of Abstract of Consumer Information Act left
with Committee). The intent and content of the
several unit pricing bills introduced is generally
the same but they vary in specifics. I will briefly
describe to you our bill and why it is structured the
way it is, It begins on page 15 of the report I
distributed to you....6990....it consists of six
sections, the first consisting of definitions
basically of what items are to be regulated and what
unit price is. The second section am originally
written listed certain goods which had to be unit
priced and gave the Commissioner authority to
designate others, Thats page 15 of the report I
distributed to you. I'm going over the second section
now, As 6990, it omits the list thus giving the
Commissioner more discretion. We have no real
preference here, I believe Rep. Mettler introduced a
bill, a unit pricing bill that did have a list...it
seems to me that its a matter of how much authority
the legislature wants to delegate to the Commissioner,
That section also provides that the total selling
price of all consumer commodities must be listed.

It seems to us self-evidently desirable. Yet it is
surprising how many times if you go to a market, the
selling price of an item just isn't marked and there
is no way of finding out. I went shopping yesterday
myself in Fairhaven, my local store, and there were

at least ten items ranging from a bag of potatoes to
tuna fish that you couldn't tell the price of without
going up to a check stand and finding out, which no
one is going to do. Section 3 provides that the unit
and total price can be disclosed in any of several ways
giving maximum flexibility to the stores consistent
with protecting the public's right to information.

I believe Commissioner Dunn mentioned the danger of
requiring labeling of eachitem as being hard on the
retailer, and therefore we tried to give the retailer
maximum flexibility and various options as to the kind

of labeling he could do, such as just placing the unit
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particularly pertain here, but.......
Senator Strada: Thank you very much. Mr, David Blount?

r, David Blount: I represent...in fact I'm an Executive Board member of the
Transport Workers Union. I represent on the Executive Board of the
Federation in the Stamford shops here of the Penn Central Railroad
many workers, railroad workers. I support and I am coming away from
my job at the Penn Central ......... supporting bills in relation to
credit, credit bills. I don't have many notes with me, but I marked
some from the shopper today. H.B. 6990 relates to unit pricing. I
support this bill because it would protect workers who need to see
what the price is before and have the full price on the label, which
includes every...taxes and whatnot, and when they get away from the
store they know exactly what they're paying for. The other bill, I
believe, is H.B. 5228. This is in regards to credit cards. Today
before I left the shop I asked many of my fellow workers and I told
them I was going to be at this hearing, what they had on their mind
in regards to consumer protection, and they did talk of credit cards
being loosely sent through the mail....where a woman might get one of
these free cards and all of a sudden she runs down and might buy up
$300. worth of products and the bill comes in maybe two or three
months later and all of a sudden they don't have the $300. Vhat I
am trying to out in regard to these credit cards, eventually many
of these workers who..s.see.inaudible...ccicecereccsnsncsssaceccea
get caught up with a collection agency. In turn, it eventually leads
into garnishments, and many of these workers have many children and
of course they are protected by bills that have been supported by the
Conn, State Labor Council in regard to the amount of money which would
be collected from them provided this money.....but in other words, I'm
trying to bring out, this loose sending out of credit cards can be
very damaging to a family who don't understand these credit cards, how
easy it is to come by, to get caught and fooled by them, by not reading
them properly. I feel that I support this bill wholeheartedly that
they should be stopped, and before a credit card is issued they should
be checked like it was in the past.

Rep. Holdsworth: Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could just chrify this situation
relative to this bill., It is illegal to indiscriminately send credit
cards through the mail. This bill, all it is doing, is that the law
now states that you have to request a credit card either by writing or
verbally. This bill just strikes out the verbal part, so that a
credit card can only be sent out by written request.

Mr. Blount: well, I choose to stand here and say that you're wrong, because I
have received numerous gasoline credit cards, Texaco, Citgo, call it
what you could, I've had it from stores just sending them through the
mail, a card....

Rep. Holdsworth: As of December 1, 1969, it was illegal to send them out indis-
criminately ana as T....

Eep. Webber: The bill came out of our Committee in the last Session. It is
illegal to send out a credit card unless its requested either by
written request or verbally. Now, this bill, as Mr. Holdsworth points
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Act Concerning Taking Land to Enlarge Hespital.
MR, SPEAKER:
Would the Majority lLeader care to have this passed
temporarily.
MR, CILLIES:
Yes, Mr, Speaker,
MR. SPEAKER:

Calendar 1387, Substitute for House Bill 6890 - An Act

>

‘Concerning Unit Pricing of Consumer Commodities, from Ceneral Law
MR, SPEAKER:

Gentleman from the 113th.
MR. WEBBER:

Mr. Speaker, we 1in the law committee are thrilled to see
this matter on the calendar, This is a great bill. T move
accepbance of the Jjoint committee's favorable report and passage
of the bill.

MR, SPEAXER:

Would you remark,.
MR. WEBBER:

We think this is & housewlves b1ll. This %11l would elimina
the necessity of housewives to carry with them a portable compute
a slide rule or all types of measuring devicez. This bill requir
the conspicuous posting of the unit vrice of consumer cormmodities
and unit price. It would zlsc regulre that unit prices include
in advertising of all consumer commodities, I shall like fo

yield to Representative Vicino.

L
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MR, SPEAKER:
i Gentleman from the 2Wth.
MR. VICING:

Byrpassing the Unit Priecins Bill recommended by the General
Law Committee you will heln glve the copsumers of this state the
weapon they need to fight inflation in the supermarket. With so
many different sized and different priced nackages of the same
commodlity available today, the average consumer cannot shop
intelligently without knowing the wnit cost-the cost per pount,
per ounce or pint, of the items he or she buys. How can the
~ shopper choese between a 15 ounce package for 43¢ and a 17 ounce
package of the same item for 51¢ without knowing the unit cost
of each? How can the shopper declde whether fto buy the regular
or the gilant size of his favorite brand without knowing which
size cost less per unit? And how can the shopper fight inflation
when 1t reouires & slide rule to figure out which of many
comneting brands will cost the least? |

The bill we are proposing does 2 very simple tﬂings. Flrst,
it requires all stores to display the total selling nrice of all
items sold. This regulirement needs no explanation. Secondlv,
this bill empowers our Commissioner of Consumer Protection to
designats selected commmedities to be unit nriced, and recuires
all stores with gross yvearly sales above $250,000 to show the
unit prices of such commodlties. By allowing the Commissioner to
choose the ltems to be unit-priced, we ensure that unit pricing

will be used where it is most helpful. And by exemnting stores
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with sales below $250,000 we exempt small so-called Wom and Pop
stores, but include the large chains that sell over 757 of the
food in the state, and in many cases have computers available teo
Tigure cut unit prices,

There is really very little that can be szid against unit
pricing. Disclosure is one of the most basice of consumer
protective devices - our free enterprise market system depends on

possession of maximum Information by consumers, who are then able

to choose freely among competing goods. Unit vricing provides thi

needed information.

Now some retailers have claimed that unit »ricing will be
costly, and that the costs will be passed on fto consumers. We
are convineced, however, on the basis of studles performed by the
New York Department of Consumer Affalrs and Yale Legislative
Services, that the cost of unit pricing will be minuscule, and
even 1f thls insignificant cost 1s passed on to consumers, 1t wil
be heavily outweighed by the 107 or more that studies have shown
consumers can save by using unit prices. Sc¢ economically unit
pricing 1s a wvery sound proposition. This fact has been
recognized by a few large food chaing across the country, which

during the past 6 months have voluntarily instituted unit

pricing. with generally favorable results. Unfortunately, howeve
most stores in Connecticut have not seen fit to implerent unit

priecing voluntarily, so we must give them a prod. This bill will
do just that.

Wnen vou vote for this ©bill you're veting for the hard-
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pressed homemaker trying to strefch 2 shrinking food dollar to
cover expanding ceosts: you're voting for the low income inner
city resident who out of economic necessity must get the most for
his money - and you're voting for consumers across Connecticut,
who have voted for you, and whe now look to you for help in thelir
battle against inflation. Don't let them down. Vote for unit
pricing.
MR. SPEAKER:

Gentleman from the 125th.
MR. HOLDSWORTH:

Two important factors by unit vricing are compelling argumen

o

for the adoption of this bi1ll., One is that properly used unit-
pricing can mean savings up to 10% of the weekly food budget in
most families. The other fact is that 40 or more supermarkets
chains around the country have already adonted unit pricing ‘
voluntarily and more chalns have jJoining the parade every week.
Obviously. unit-pricing is good business. A fair deal for the
shopper, a fair deal for the retailer., two zood reasons why this
bill deserves our strong support.
MR. SPEAKER:

Gentleman from the 146th.
MR. NEWMAN:

As many members are aware, unit-pricing took effect in New

York City June first. The New York ordinance ralsed no great

outery cof protest from the large chain stores which are principal

affected. The chains are aware that unit-pricing is an elementar}

Saturday, June 5, 1971
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| Protection which all consumers shall be entitled, rather than

imooging a burden on the stores, unit-pricing is actually a good
constumer relations fool for them. This is a good'bill and it
should be passed.
MR. SPEAKER:

The lady from the 17th.
MRS. YACAVONE:

This is a problem that I've been saying for years, talking
about and saying, why don't they do something about it and T can
now jein in and help do something about it.

MR. SPEAKER:

Representatlive Frazier.
MR. FRAZIER:

I rise in support of this bill. There 1s just one thing
wrong about this bill I don't like and that is the $250,000 high.
I believe that this should be reduced to about $50,000 gross
because these stores that are open on Sundays and I have watched
the way that they upped the prices Saturday aight in poor
communities, this 1s & practice that is used and no one seems to
be deing anything about if. |
MR. SPEAKER:

Gentleman from the 56th.

MR, BLUMENTHAL:

This bill will allow the consumer to shop intelligently.

The unit-pricing Bill makes sense and saves dollars and let's pasd

it.

.
[ ]
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Gentleman from the 172nd.

MR, HARLOW:

It is a good bill.My wife has difficulty telling the differehce
between the giant economy size, extra large size and the super
size. T suspect many other fellows have wives like thsat.

IMR. SPEAKER:

Representative Edwards,
MR. EDWARDS:

I heartedly support this bill. I have from the beginning,
it was part of my campaign, I think If we get the pricing down
to a sensible basis, we can begin talking about the merits of the
various produets and not try and pull some little phonies on the
public.

MR. SPEAKER:

Gentleman from the 152nd.

MR. FOX:

T hate to throw a comment in here, but the New York Times
did gquite a study on the introduction of unit-pricing and the
jest of thelr article was that the consumers in the stores were
paying no attention to 1t and were more confused than they were
iIhelped and the conclusion they came to was that this was not going
to do the consumer any good. It might help a few, but it would be
a bigger cost to the majority.

MR, SPEAKER:

'l Gentleman from the 46th.
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~f MR. DONNELLY:
To echo the remarks of so many previous speakers, in my
opinion, this bill will be a tremendous help to the housewife,
1lthis is not a housewives blll, this i1s a husband's bill. We are
the fellows that pay the bills and I am in favor of this bill.
ME. SPEAKER:
Gentleman from the 116th.
MR. VOTTO:
'r I have to agree with the Chairman ¢f the General Law, I

think this iz a major plece of legislation and I am proud to have

some hand in supporiing it.

MR. SPEAXER: '

W1lll you remark further on the bill. If not, the gquestion
is on acceptance of the joint committee's favorable reoort and
passage of the bill. All those in faver will indicate by saying

Ave. Opposed, The bill Is vassed.

CLERK:

May I call the member's attention to page 6 of the calendar.

MR. SPEAKER:

Tor the benefit of the members at this time, hy agreenmant,
a large number of individual apnropriation items will be taken up
for passage. To initiate that action, the gentlemanr from the &2n
this is not the budget, this is not the tax program, not the hond
program. These are indlvidusl apprcpriation bllls, which, 1f we
obtain vour cooperation can be roved from cur celendar to the

Senate calendar, so we will have a manageable calendar next week.

can
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THE SPEAKER:
Is there cobjection to suspension. Hearing none, the
rules are suspended. Is there objection to immediate transmittal

Hearing none, the bill is transmitted to the Senate.

MR. AJELLO: (118th)

Mr. Speaker, directing the Clerk's attention to Page 9,
that's withdrawn, Mr. Speaker. |

I would ask the Clerk to call the Disagreeing Aéﬁon
which he has just received from the Senate being Sub. for H.B,
6990. An Act Concerning Unit Pricing of Consumer Commodities.
This has been received as a Disagreeing Action from the Senate
just momentarily;

THE CLRRK:

Substitute for H.B. 6990. AN ACT CONCERNING UNIT

PRICING OF CONSUMER COMMODITIES, as amended by Senate Amendment
Schedule A.
THE SPEAKER:

The Chair mecognizes the gentleman from the 34th.
MR. VICINO: (34th)

Mr: Speaker; T move acceptance of the Committee's favor-
able report and passage of the bill as amended by Senate A.

THE CLERK:

Senate Amendment Schedule A for Sub. H.B. 6990, File 1559%9.

In line 95, beginning with the word retail, d&lete the remainder
Section 6 and ending on line 102. In line 95, after the words

to any insert the words owner-operated single retail store.

roc
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MR. VICINO: (34th)

Briefly, Mr. Speakef, the amendment excludes the pro-

{ visionsof this act to individually owner-owned businesses. T

move adoption of the amendment.
THE SPEAKER:

Further remarks on Senate Amendment Schedule A. If
not all those in faveor indicate by saying AYE, Excuse me, the
gentleman from the 48th, Mr. King.

MR. EKING: (48th)

I object to the amendment. In our community alone,
there are single, owner-operated stores that are larger than the
chain stores, operating in the same community. I think, Mr.
Speaker, that when yvou indicate as this amendment does that you
are exempting single owner-operated stores who are creating a
built-in discrimination that has the mark of unconstutionalities
stamped all over it. I do not object to unit pricing but Mr.
Speaker, when you attempt to achieve your objective in this
fashion, you have defeated all rules of fair play. This amend-
ment is plainly, in my opinbn unconstitutional and it should be
defeated.

THE SPEAKER:

Further remarks on the amendment. Rep. Webber.
MRA. WEBBER: (113th)

Mr. Speaker, I support the amendment. We must realize
that unit pricing is brand new with us. This is a complete new

concept and we feel that in one fell swoop we shouldn't make

roc
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such a complete and radical change as the original bill would
indicate. And I would point out too that we can play this matter
by ear for a year or so and if it doesn't work out satisfactorily
we can always make that change when we come back.let's not kill
unit pricing at this point, it is an important thing and something
Qé all need and want and I hope you support the amendment.
THE SPEAKER:

Representative DiMeoc.
MR. DiMEO: {98th)

Mr. Speaker; I rise in opposition to the amendment. I
concur with the comments made by Rep. King. The obvious purpose
of this bill was to protect the consumer and one class of consumer
which is usually the one who suffers most by the unethical
practices which we now see in the food industry are those people
wh6 live in the poor neighborhoods. The poor are the ones who
are purchasing these items in the smaller neighborhood stores -
because they do not have the advantages of having the larger
department store and larger supermarkets. So when we pass this,
we are actually defeating it because the poor are those usually
least able to make a judgment as far as the mathematical compu-
tations.neceSSary the way the packaging is carried on today. I
think that we would actually be destroying the piece of legisla-
tion by passing this amendment and the intent of it.

THE SPEAKER:
Further remarks on the amendment. Rep; Stolberg;

-

MR. STOLBERG: (112th)

roc
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Mr. Speaker, I feel the amendment is a bad one and
Rep. King's point is extremely well-made. Unfortunately, it is
an amendment that has been tacked on because of various reasons
in the Senate. Nonetheless, as an expression of confidence in
the concept of unit pricing, I urge this body to pass the amend-
ment and pass the bill.

THE SPEAKER:

I would remind the members that unless they take action
on the amendment, this item will die as a disagreeing action.
Further remarks on the amendment. Rep. Kablik of the 22nd.

MR, KABLIK: (22nd)

I realize that we have just barely 50 minutes left but
I would indicate that the disagreeing action in terms of this
change from what we sent up there is not particularly as bad as
it may seem in that what we sent there as I recall had a dollar
gross test and frankly that requires examining of books and
everything else - that had problems. This has a few problems
too, but T think it is a decent amendment, one we can live with
and we need unit pricing.

THE SPEAXER:

Further remarks on the amendment. Rep. Vicino, speaking
for the second time.
MR. VICINO: (34th)

Mr. Speaker, all we are attempting to do with this
amendment is to exclude the mom and pop stores, the corner grocery

store. This bill might place an unnecessary burden upon them.

b

roc
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There are many stores iﬁ the State of Connecticut who are
voluntarily involved in unit pricing. We do not want to place
a burden on a small family store. This is what the amendment -
addresses itself to.
THE SPEAKER:

| Are we ready to vote on the amendment. Rep. Rose.
MR. ROSE: {69th)

I just want to make two comments. First is we will
lose the bill if we don't accept the amendment. Second, I think
the amendment is not that bad because the large personally owned
stores will either adopt unit pricing in order to attract their
customers or they won't, There is nothiry that prevents them
from using unit pricing and if unit pricing is a good thing and
they want the cuwtomers, they will adopt it. T see no harm at
all with the amendment. I approve it.

THE SPEARER:

Further remarks on the amendment. If not, question is
on adoption of Amendment Schedule A. All those in favor indicate
by saying AYE; Opposed. THE Chair is not in doubt. Senate A
IS ADOPTED. The gentleman from the 34th;

MR. VICINO: (34th) |

Mr, Speaker, I move-adoption of the bill as amended by

Senate Amendment Schedule A. and passage of the bill.-
THE SPEAKER:
Further remarks. IL not; all those in favor will in-

dicate by saying AYE. Opposed. THE BILL IS PASSED.

roc .
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- clarify matters relating to State Taxation, in exemption of the bonds which
now varies from bond act to bond act from section 3-20. Tt would also auth-
orize the State Bond Commission to adopt resolutions authorizing the bonds
and appropriating and allocating the principle smount of the bonds suthorized .
for the purpose of project therein stated 2nd permit delegation of all other
powers with respect to the bonds to the Treasurer unless the Bond Commission
elected to resume such powers. Tt would permit the sale of bonds or portions
thereof, authorized under separate bond acts, to be sold as a single issue.
And it also makes the Commissioner of Finance and Control the Secretary of
the State Bond Commission, to require official records of proceedings of the
state bond commission to be maintained in his office.

Mr. President, it's a good bill and ought to pass.

THE PRESTIDENT IN THE CHAIR

THE CHATIR:

Question is on passage. Will you remark further? If not, all those in
favor of passage signify by saying, "aye". Oppose, 'nay". T@e bill is passed:
THE CLERK: |
CAL, NO. 128L4. File No, 1559. Favorable report of the joint committee on
- General Law. Substitute House Bill 6990. An Act Concerning Unit Pricing
- of Consumer Commodities.
| SENATOR STRADA:

Mr. President, I move for acceptance of the joint committee's favorable

" report and passage of the bill. The Clerk has an amendment.

" THE CHAIR:

3

% !

We will return to this matter a2s soon as the amendment is located.,
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THE CHAIR:

Senator we have found the amendment.

SENATOR STRADA:
' Mr. President, I would move the reading of the amendment be waived. I
' will exxplain it, if T may?

THE CHAIR:
l SO ORDERED.

" SENATOR STRADA:

l Mr, President, the original bill, this is the unit pricing bill, the

original bill exempted & store grossing less than 250,00 dollars a year. This
~ amendment inserts in lieu thereof, the words owner operated single retail
store. So that, any owner operated single retsil store would now be exempt
- under this act. I move adoption/
| THE CHATR:
h Question is on the adoption of the amendment. Will you remark further?
Hearing none, all those in favor signify by saying, '"aye". Opposed, 'nay'".

i The amendment is adopted. YOu may remark on the bill, as amended. |

? SENATOR STRADA: ‘

| ﬁ Mr. President, members of the Senate, are aware of unit pricing took |
¥ affect in New York on Tuesday June 1. The New York ordinance raised no great;

[ v outery of protest from large chains which are the ones principally effected.

‘ I think the reasons it did not are two fold. First, the chains are aware

1 % that unit pricing is an elementary protection to which 211 consumers should

{ " be entitled. Second, rather than imposing =2n burden on the stores, unit pr-

icing is actually a good customer relations tool. And the cost of it initi-

7  atine and meintaini {4 . . 1 11 frapds
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the gross volume of the chains. By enabling the consumer to compare prices
quickly, unit pricing increases the shoppers confidence in the store. And

eliminates the confusion which too of'ten surrounds super markets shopping

I think the Connecticut consumer has a basic right to truth in Pricing

i and this is all this bill calls for. Today's super market shopper is beset

on every side by what seems to be calculated confusion. Consider an iten,

 Mr. President, like laundry detergents, which every household uses. They |

" make up for what that tiny cost item with improved consumer relations. L

actually come in 15 different sizes. And for what conceivable reason, I
really don't know. And, yet, the housewife tries to select from a bewildering?
aray of brands and prices, doesn't have any way of knowing what kind of value
she is getting for her money. Unless she were to carry a calculator, or a
slide rule in her purse. T used to think that the larger package, really the
lower price. But, a very careful survey of two large sections of the State,
has shown that this is not at all the case. For example, in the case of 98 ;
percent of laundry detergents, it is actuzlly cheaper t0 buy a smaller size
than the bigger size. T think it is about time, that we, the legislature, |
liberated the consumer from the jungle of jargon and confusion in which she
is entrapped. I submit that this bill imposes no great burden on the food
retail industry. The small stores, the so called, mom and pop stores, have %
been exempted and for the large stores, the cost of unit pricing would be on

the order of 2/10 of 1 percent of their gross volume. They would more than

The shopper who trusts the store more, will be inclined to buy more. g

So, Mr. President, T say let us move with the times and let us vote for

“euth dn pricing.
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THE CHAIR:

Question is on passage of the bill, as amended. Will you remerk further?‘

If not, all those in favor signify by saying, "aye". Opposed, "nay". The

. ayes have it; the bill is passed.

SENATOR STRADA:

Mr. President, I move for suspension of the rules for immediste trans-

1 mittal to the House.

THE CHAIR:

If there is no objection, it is so ordered.

THE CLERK:

. CAL, NO. 1357. File No. None. Senate Bill 1084, Favorable report of the

. joint committee on Appropriations. An Act FEqualizing the Retirement Age of

: Men and Women State Employees.

SENATOR HOULEY:

Mr. President, I move the acceptance of the joint committee's favorable

- report and passage of the bill. This act, if T;m correct here, equalizes the E

retirement age of both men and women in State service. Tit's long overdue., T

~urge adoption of the bill.

THE CHAIR:

Question is on passage. Will you remark further? TIf not, all those in

. favor signify by saying, "aye". Opposed, "nay". The bill is passed.

* SENATOR HOULEY:

Mr. President, T move for suspension of the rules for immediate trans-

' mittal to the House.

THE CHATR:

If there is no objection; it is so ordered,

|
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