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through and including on page 5, Calendar 1306. I move for
acceptance and passage of these Bills.
DEPUTY SPEAKER COATSWORTH:

You have heard the motion, all those in favor of the
motion please indicate by saying aye.
REPRESENTATIVES:

Aye.
DEPUTY SPEAKER COATSWORTH:

Opposed, no. The ayes have it, the Consent Calendar is

gassed.

kkkkkk

Substitute for House Bill No. 7426. AN ACT CONCERNING
CONSTRUCTION OF BUS SHELTERS. Favorable Report of the Committee
on Appropriations.

Substitute for House Bill No. 5550. AN ACT CONCERNING
SPECIAL TRAINING PROGRAMS FOR DEAF-BLIND PERSONS. Favorable
Report of the Committee on Appropriations.

House Bill No. 7903. AN ACT CONCERNING INDUSTRIAL LOANS
FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY AND ENERGY CONSERVATION PROJECTS.

Favorable Report of the Committee on Finance, Revenue
and Bonding.

Substitute for House Bill No, 7166, AN ACT ESTABLISHING
THE CONNECTICUT RIVER ASSEMBLY. Favorable Report of the Committee
on Appropriations. ' '

Substitute for House Bill No. 7919, AN ACT TO ESTABLISH
AND ATTATN ENERCY PERFORMANCE GOALS IN STATE BUILDINGS.

Favorable Report of the Committee on Appropriations.

Substitute for House Bill No., 7662, AN ACT CONCERNING
THE TOLLS AND CONCESSIONS ACCOUNT.
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Wednesday, May 30, 1979
Page 249
THE CHAIR:
Thank you. Senator Matthews,
SENATOR MATTHEWS:
Mr. President, I also Join and do ask for full support of
the bill, I have a number of people in my community who are
paraplegics and who are depending upon this blll to help then
as I'm aure many others in this State are hecause of thelr lna-
bility to keep finances up and keep thelr care in the State which
they need when they're dolng thelr work at home. Very wonderful
bill.
THE CHAIR:

Thank you. _Hearing no objection, it may be placed on the

consent calendar,

THE ASST. CLERK:
Calendar No. 1161, sSubstitute for House Bill No. 5550, File

No. 1003. An Act Concerning Speclal Tralnlng Programs For Deaf-
Blind Persons.
SENATOR O'LEARY:
Mr. President,
THE CHAIR:
Senator 0'Leary.
SENATOR O'LEARY:
Mr. President, I move acceptance and passage of the Joint

commlttee's favorable report.
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Page 250

THE CHAIR:

Would you remark?
SENATOR O'LEARY: ‘

Thls blll wlll enable the Board of Education and Services
for the Blind to spend up to $10,000.00 per person per filscal
year for persons over 21 years of age and over who are blind or
or visually lmpalred and deaf to gend to a gpeclal training fa-
cility. The bill will cost approximately $36,000.00 which is
ear-marked in the FAC acts without approprlations. If there ig
no ohjection, I would move the item to today's consent calendar.
THE CHAIR:

seﬁatof Ruggiero,

SENATOR RUGGIERO:

Mr. President, I obviously have no objection, I just wish
to rlse and speak in favor of the bill. I happen to be one of
.the sponsors of the billtbéck in January. I think 1t's a pro-
gram that's needed in the State of Connecticut. There are very
few people in the State, I belleve the total number 1s 50 people
that would be able to avall themselvessof this project. They
received thelr particular disahbllities as a result of the rubella
outbreak 1n the early fifties and I concur with Senator O'Leary

that it should be placed on the consent calendar,

THE CHAIR:

Hearing no objection, so ordered.
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Page 335

bill concerning Manchester Communlty College under emergency
certification. I didn't hear it. It's not on the calendar,
but it is on the consent calendar and 1t should be read in.
THE CHAIR:

You're absolutely right, Senator Barry. This is a matter
that was not printed in the calendar, It was glven emergency
certification. The Clerk wlll please announce that one also.

THE ASST, CLERK:

The Clerk will ammounce, let's see, Senate B11ll No. 16865,
It's a committee bill, LCO No. 8%28.

THE CHAIR:

That is also on the consent calendar. Any errors or omlgsions?
Are we ready to vote? Machine is open. Please record your vote.

818
SENATOR LIEBERMAN: % '1?1;;: % 55561 HB 5701, HB 64841 HB 65401 HB 681 s HB 7548,

B 7715 7808 KB 7014 I8 5107, HE 7032 EB 5399, 1B 5550,

Mr. Presldent.yy 6256, B 6258, HB 7166, HB 7426, HB 7662, HB 7766, HB 7919,

‘ HB 5297, HB_ 7233, B 7240, 1B 248, WB 7442, HB 7497, HB 1903
THE CHAIR: HE 7076, K5 6270, W5 6259, BB G553, H T14T, 55 1148, 1B 5643,

Machine may be closed. Clerk please tally the vote. _Result

of the vote, 36 yea, O naj. The consent calendar is adopted,

Senator Lieberman. 7889, H8 7951, SB 382, SB 595, SB 803, SB 303, SB 1533,
SENATOR LIEBERMAN; oB_ 1020y 5B 1314, BB 247, 581685

Move for suspension of the rules to allow for immediate trans-
mittal to the House of those items that should go to the House,
THE CHAIR:

Hearing no objection, so ordered.
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MR. PATTON (Continued): and Services to the Blind, and I'm here
today to testify officially on behalf of the Board of
Directors of the agency in support of bill 5550 concerning
special training programs for deaf blind persons.

As I'm sure most of you are aware, in the 1960's there was

a national rubella epidemic. This resulted nationally in
30,000 children with serious birth defects and in the state

of Connecticut, we presently have 60 children from this
epidemic who are classified as deaf blind. These 60 are
currently receiving special education :services mostly at the
Oakhill School for the Blind in Hartford; some at the Southbury
Training School; a very few at Perkins School for the Blind

in Massachusetts.

At age 21, the special education funding for these children
stops. Practically all of these youngsters can benefit by
continued training. Practically all will require lifelong
supportive services. Because of the multiplicity of handicapping
conditions involved and in many cases it's more than Jjust
deafness and blindness, there are a number of agencies,
programs and interested parties involved in planning and

there has been an activeée planning committee for the last

ten vears. I presently chair this committee, and some

of the programs involved are of course, the Board of Education
and Services for the Blind, the State Commission for the

Deaf and Visually —-- and Deaf and Hearing Impaired, the
Department of Mental Retardation and its facilities, the

New England Regional Center for Deaf Blind Persons, the
federal coordinating group, the American Foundation for the
Blind, the Helen Keller National Center for Blind Adults

and Children, and parent representatives.

In 1977, the legislature passed Special Act 77-8l1, and this
—- the bill originated and was favorably reported from this
committee and it supplied funds for a study on the needs

of these 60 deaf blind children after they reached the age
of 21, and I have recently sent copies of this study to each
member of the Education Committee.

Essentially, the study recommends the .development of new
community residence facilities and programs for these children
after the age of 21. Bill 5550 is a product of that study

and of the planning committee. It gives one agency —-- and

it was felt that it was important that one agency should

have this responsibility -- it was a consensus of the planning
group that it should be the Board of Education and Services

to the Blind. It gives one agency this reponsibility. It
includes a statutory definition of deaf blindess, and the
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~ MR. PATTON (Continuned): definition included is the federally

REP.

recognized definition, and it authorizes funding to pay for
residential training programs for these youngsters after
age 21.

In terms of implementation, in the fiscal year 79-80, there
will be aid to these youngsters who xreach the age of 21, By
1985, there will 21. By 1992, all 60 will have reached 21.

Current planning is to develop basic new communities, residence
facilities and programs at the 0Oakhill School for the Blind
in Hartford, which is a state supported private institution.
It's important to stress that without these new community
residence facilities, most of these youngsters would require
lifelong institutionalization. The current cost to the state
for basic maintenance at a state institution is $14,000.

With additional special training, this figure can go to
$19,000 and more. The majority of the 60 deaf blind
youngsters can benefit by a residential community training
program at a cost to the state of $10,000. There will be

other private and federal funds that will supplement this

planning. The projected cost for this bill in fiscal 80,
will be $31,500. I would recommend two technical corrections
in the wording of the bill, and I have written testimony

that I'1ll hand in.

In line 22, adding per client, before -- per fiscal year,
and in line 24, adding public and private before specialized
facilities. I would strongly urge your support of this very
significant planning. I want to thank you for supporting
the-original study and for your advocacy for handicapped
people. Thank you.

BERTINUSON: Thank you Mr. Patton. Would you repeat those
corrections that you made so that they are in the transcript?

MR, PATTON: Yes. In line 22 of the proposed bill, to add "per

client” before "per fiscal year" -- to make it wvery clear
what we're talking about; and in line 24, to add "public
and private" before "gpecialized facilities" to give us as
much flexibility in planning as p0331ble. I'll be happy
to respond to any questions.

BERTINUSON: Thank you Mr. Patton. Before that, I would

like to note that House Chairman of the Education, Representa-
tive Dorothy Goodwin, has joined and ranking member, Dorothy
Osler, Representative Alice Meyer, and Representative Lawlor.
I think I've found everybody now.
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REP. BERTINUSON: I have a couple of guestions, Mr. Patton. Would
you explain to the committee how the special education for
these children is funded now before they reach the age of 217
Is it funded in the same way as it is for other special
education children?

MR. PATTON: Well, it's funded in the same way as other special
education programs for blind youngsters. We have —-- we
are the Board of Education and Services for the Blind, and
a separate state department of education really for blind
and visually impaired children. We have statutes that will
-— that authorize up to $6,400 per student per year for
a student who is just legally blind, and up to $12,000 per
student per yvear for a multihandicapped blind student. The
majority of our children are in public schools at an average
cost much less than that.

REP. BERTINUSON: And the children who are in public schools —--
are any of these children in public schools -- the deaf
blind group of children?

MR. PATTON: No.
REP. BERTINUSON: No?
MR. PATTON: ©No.

REP. BERTINUSON: The children who are in public schools are paid
for by their local boards of education or by the state
board?

MR. PATTON: Well, we furnish and the statutes provide money for
us to see that they get the kind of services they need in
the way of special education. In some cases, this may be
an itinerant teacher who is the staff of the Board of Education
and Services for the Blind, that goes to the local community
and provides and arranges for whatever necessary materials
and consultation and special tutoring aids. 1In some cases,
where there are enough children in a local public school
system, the local -- the city, with our approval, would
hire a teacher and we would reimburse for the total salary
and related expenses.

In terms of a residential program, we would pay tuition
directly.

REP. BERTINUSON: So that this group of deaf blind children now
are currently the total responsibility of the state through
the State Board of Education?
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MR. PATTON: That is correct.

REP.

REP.

BERTINUSON: Thank you. Any questions from members?
Representative Pier.

PIER: Representative Pier from the 15th. If I understand
correctly Mr. Patton, this is a relatively, on 5550, a
relatively discrete group right now. The group of about
60 is primarily a result of the German measles epidemic,
wasn't it?

MR. PATTON: That is correct.

REP,

PIER: Would -- given the fact that -- if my calculations
are correct -- I think probably, there aren't very many
at least of those 60 who are over about age 15 or 16 now,
are there?

MR. PATTON: Most of them are in that age bracket.

REP.

MR.

REP.

PIER: Would there be any objection on the department's —--
on the part of the department were we to cap —~- since we've
got another 5 years of experience realistically in terms of
determining what kinds of needs these children are going

to have, what kind of resources are going to be available
at other levels, and to eliminate some potential objection
to what might look like an open-ended process; that if we
were to cap this at let's say, age 25, recognizing that's
going to get us another full 10 years of experience,
hopefully a lot better data, comparative date from other
states to be able to compare what our ongoing needs might
be?

PATTON: No, that would really be contrary to what we're

recommending. What we're really recommending is long-term
community residential placement that would include training
services, but the alternative to the state is going to be
long-term institutionalization at a higher cost. So, T
think we would be opposed to capping it at age 25.

PIER: Even recognizing that potential distinction might be
made between educational service and for want of a better
term, what we.would call ultimately welfare or custodial
care?

MR. PATTON: I'm not sure I understand your --—

} REP.

PIER: Well, I am fully supportive of the attempt to bring
these children out into the specialized facilities, public
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REP. PIER (Continued): and private. My question is, is this
appropriately effectively an educational expenditure or is
it more appropriately for want of a better term -- I don't
like the term, welfare, but I can't think of a better one
at the moment -- custodial care, I guess would be the --

MR. PATTON: Well, ves, I think we are talking about -- well,
more basic maintenance care plus building in a very needed
factor of training, and let me give you an example. Most
of these youngsters as we see it would eventually live in a
community -- a group home kind of thing, and this is what
we would be paying $10,000 -- the state would be paying
$10,000 per client, as opposed to the current $14,000 for
just basic maintenance in an institution. In addition to
this, however, the whole concept of the community residence
is that these youngsters would be able during the day to
get out to a sheltered workshop, to some kind of an activity

Belt 2 during the day, to continue to receive physical therapy and
these kinds of services. Does that relate at all to --

REP. PIER: I'm still having a little bit of a problem because

. while I'm fully supportive of the concept, what I'm really

. trying to head off is an objection to what might be considered
basically, a totally open-ended proposition that we can't
cap either in terms of experience or expenditures. It would
seem to me -- not saying that's where we want to end up --
but if in the interim, we made this facility available up
to -- for somebody as a support and as a training expenditure
up to age 25, it effectively gives us -- from my perspecitve
—-- another 10 years to see both what our needs and our
experience in this program -- not within our own state,
because this problem isn't limited to the state of Connecticut
but we have some experience we'd éither be able to share with
other states that have experienced the same kind of a problem
and a similar kind of a situation --

MR. PATTON. Well, if the legislature chose toc do that, we, of
course, would have to live with it, but it would be contrary
to everything we're planning, and in my opinion, it doesn't
seem the best planning, because what I think we are proposing
is along-term community residence kind of setting, as
opposed to institutionalization, but we're offering more
kinds of services, hopefully for a -- well, as we see it,
for a price less for a cost to the state, less than basic
institutionalization, and I do have some projections.

5 It would be -- if you need a cap on it, it might be more
| logical to talk about the numbers of students than an upper
M’ age limit, and I have some projections I'll be happy to share
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MR. PATTON (Continued): with the committee in terms of the numbers
that would be involved, where we would project they would be
and what the total cost to the state and these numbers
indicate that by 1992, there -~ they are based on present
cost factors -- there would be a savings to the state of
$87,500 over basic institutionalization.

REF. BERTINUSON: Representative Otterness.

REP. OTTERNESS: This is Representative Otterness. The ~- if you
could just help me, I have a few questions and again, I also
am supportive of the concept, but I just want comparative
kind of ideas to other programs. It's my understanding that
children who are mentally retarded and are placed in
institutions, part of that cost is borne by the parents
according to their ability to pay, and correct me if I'm
wrong in this understanding.

MR. PATTON: Well, I have been advised that that is true up to
age 21, but not beyond that time, but we'd have to verify
that.

REP. OTTERNESS: At age 21, then the state assumes full responsibility
or --

MR. PATTON: This is my understanding and I specifically clarified
it with DMR, yes.

REP. OTTERNESS: Okay, we'll check on that and so -- then the
other question I was going to ask you related to that is,
the full funding for these programs is borne by the state
presently for the deaf blind chilren, is that correct?

MR. PATTON: That is -- well, let me say that we pay $12,000 to
the Oakhill School for the Blind, the state pays that, but
that represents only 50% of the actual costs, and that other
$12,000 is coming from the private offers or federal sources.

REP. OTTERNESS: Do the parents in any cases contribute to the
care?

MR. PATTON: No, they do not, and in the planning we're talking

about, there would also be the same kind of private and
federal funding supplementing the state.

REP. OTTERNESS: Thank you very much.

| REP. BERTINUSON: Representative Orcutt.
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REP. ORCUTT: Representative Orcutt of the 98th. I was wondering
Mr. Patton if you could be more specific about where the
cost ceiling is. I don't way to imply that I'm not supportive
of a community based group home, because I think there are
lots of good reasons for supporting that as a solution for
these young people, but how does it happen that we could
have group homes with supplying more services than the
institutions do, and still come out with a lower figure
of $10,000 per child rather than $14,000?

MR. PATTON: I think the difference would be -- well I think
current studies are showing that community residence programs
can be cheaper than -- can be less costly than insitutionaliza-
tion, but I think probably the real answer is the fact that
there would be private and federal monies supplementing
the state expenditure, and this presently is presently so as I
gave the example of the $12,000 for the multihandicapped
student at Oakhill., That's only half of the actual cost
to the school, and Dr. Guier who is superintendant of the
Oakhill School will be testifying later and can relate
directly to these types of questions.

REP. BERTINUSON: Representative Allen.

‘REP. ALLEN: Representative Allen. You mentioned that there were
60 students who would be eligible for this largely as a result
of the German measles epidemic. Is that the total number of
children in the state who are eligible for this as a result
of all causes?

MR, PATTON: Yes, that's the total number of children in the state
that would meet the statutory definition of deaf blindness
which is part of this proposed bill.

REP. ALLEN: Thank you.
REP, BERTINUSON: Any other questions? Thank you very much.

MR. PATTON: Thank you, and I'm available to answer any questions
at any time.

REP. BERTINUSON: The next speaker is Eliot Dober from -- head
of the Office for Protection and Advocacy for the Handicapped.

MR. DOBER: Good morning. My name is Eliot Dober, and I'm going
to go into the long—-term in my office, I think you all know
it by now. Number one, I would like to endorse 5550 for
the reason that wa$ just given, and I would like that to be
a possibility.
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MR, FALLON: Thank you.

REP. BERTINUSON: Thank you Mr. Fallon. Laz Guillerre from
Cakhill.

MR. GUILLERRE: Madame Chairman, members of the committee, my name
is Laz Guillerre, the superintendant of the Connecticut
Institute for the Blind, the 0Oakhill School for the Blind,
as being the same institution.

The Oakhill School for the Blind has since the late 60's, had
a superb program for deaf blind children. Therefore, today
I'd like to speak in favor of _bill 5550. Before coming up
here, I was a little afraid of putting one 5 too many in there.
(Laughter)

The children with a dual handicap at the 0Oakhill School have
gotten a great education. There's a very high staff-student

ratio at the school. There's input from all kinds of professional
fields -- medicine, etc., and recently we have established

a therapy program, so added to our therapy program, OT,
occupational therapy, therapy, music therapy, etc.

The school is very concerned about what is going to happen
to the children when they turn 21, when they no longer can
pProfit from the education program provided by the state of
Connecticut. All the children, or 99% of the children would
be in need of a supportive service for the rest of their
lives. They would not be able to live alone, and therefore,
there is a need for some kind of a sheltered environment for
those students, for those people when they leave the Oakhill
School.

I -- and I believe that is the general feeling in special
education today, that the alternative to completely independent
living in the community would be a group home situation.
Therefore, 5550 should be supported because we strongly

believe that that gives the provision for creating group

homes, for deaf blind people for the state of Connecticut.

I think it speaks in its favor too that at this point, we are
only talking about 60 children over the next period of years
that would be in need of that service. I have a prepared
statement for an article I'd like to hand around and I'm

-—- would be available for any questions.

REP. BERTINUSON: Thank you very much Dr. Guillerre. Are there
questions from the committee? Senator Nancy Johnson.
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SEN. JOHNSON: Why originally do your kids come to school?
MR. GUILLERRE: I didn't hear you.
SEN. JOHNSON: Why do yvour children come to your school?

MR. GUILLERRE: The children ~- well, let me take two steps back.
The 0Oakhill School for the Blind or the Connecticut Institute
for the Blind was established in 1893 as a school serving
singly handicapped blind children. Today, with 94-142 and
the local legislation, a singly blind child is not coming
to the 0Oakhill School and should not come to the 0Oakhill
School. He or she is going to the public school system and
that is 100% supported by the 0Oakhill School or the Connecticut
Institute for the Blind. However, there are still multihandicapped
children in our state that cannot be helped in the public
school system, and maybe I can give you a sample to that effect.
A youngster coming from one of our big cities at the age of 4,
not being able to chew, still on a bottle, not able to walk,
not toilet trained and not able to speak, within a single
family with 13 siblings. I think that child is in need of
a special education program. However, I feel very strongly
that a residential school should not take on, should not take
on students who cannot be served in a local public school
system, and therefore, the Qakhill school today -- we serve
children with a vision problem, but in addition to that, they
have many other problems.

SEN. JOHNSON: What I'm trying to ask is, what are your goals in
-- with these children? For instance, would that child --
is your goal to have that -- teach that child to be able to
care for himself physically, to eat, you know —— your people
at 21, what skills do they have? What is the prognosis? 1In
this group home, will they work some of the time or is this
merely a different level of institutional care?

MR, GUILLERRE: This -- our goal is to bring the students as high
as we possibly can on the ladder of independence, and the
students when they leave 0Oakhill School -~ some of them will
be able to work in a sheltered workshop of the multihandicapped
population, the deaf blind population; others might be in need
of a day activity program, but they are in need of a small
group home where they can live and then, a day activity
or sheltered workshop where they can spend the day.

SEN. JOHNSON: Okay, what is the responsibility of the family
of the children in your school during the time they're in the
school?
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> MR. GUILLLERRE: The responsibility of the family is that of, like
in any other family, the children if they are in full residence
at our school -- they go home on vacations, they go home

A weekends, whenever possible, but it also has to be realized

and understood that I'm talking about the severely multi-
handicapped child and in some cases, acting out children

-— that it is very difficult for a family to have a child

home for a long period of time.

SEN. JOHNSON: What is the financial obligation of the family?

MR. GUILLERRE: At this point, there's no financial obligation
to the parent. There was a question asked of Mr. Patton
as far as the tuition at the 0Oakhill School. The state of
Connecticut as of this moment is only paying about half the
cost. The rest of the cost of our facility we get from
directly out of Washington, our endowment fund and direct
fund drive, but there's no cost to the parents.

REP. BERTINUSON: Representative Pier.

REP, PIER: for the record, because I think you clarified one of

the objections I was raising before, or kind of identify a

@ possible objection. You had used a figuré, 99% which I

' kind of pulled out of the air, but essentially these children
as we try to put them in a supportive environment that is
more amenable to normal life obviously than institutionalization
and yet recognizing their inability to live a perfectly normal
independent life and often inability of both financially as
well as probably psychologically and emotionally the normally
family situation -- to be able to provide the normal kind of
support facility. You identified that these -~ I had raised
the question of whether we could, you know, go to 25 realistically
as a holding pattern, I guess as much as anything else, and
yet —— I hear you saying behind, that we might as well face
up to the fact that these kids are going to need some kind of
support facility, whatever that is for the rest of their lives,
and in someone else's consideration, we're kind of
faced, it seems to me, with the possibility of we either do
this or we commit ourselves to institutionalizing them for
the rest of their lives, and there is both a financial and
a social cost that's greater, it .seems to me, in the
institutionalization than in attempting to create whatever
kind of independent facility we can have for them. 1Is that
true?

MR. GUILLERRE: That's absolutely true. Right, there's no, there's
no doubt in the staff's mind and I take the opportunity to
P invite the committee to visit and if you meet some of the
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MR. GUILLERRE (Continued): children, I think that after a few
minutes, you will agree with me that these children as they
grow up will need a place for the rest of their lives, and
it's absolutely for sure that the day the children walk out
of the 0Oakhill School or are leaving the Oakhill School at

the age of 21, if this -- if we do not do something for those
children, there are only two alternatives —-- home or
institution.

REP. BERTINUSON: Thank you Dr. Guillerre. Let me just, for the
record and perhaps for the committee's understanding too --
one of the things that I think that's confusing is that all
services to the blind come under the Board of Education
and Services for the Blind, which therefore falls in the

of this committee, even though some of those services
are not strictly educational, so I think that may be part of
some confusion.

SEN. JOHNSON: Just to make one last comment. I don't at all
disagree with the comments of my respected colleague to my
left, but you know, society at this point is having to
reevaluate whether the public is totally responsible for

; such costs or whether the ability -~- to the best of their
B ability, the family also ought to be sharing in the cost,
and I think that's what I'm wondering.

MR. GUILLERRE: Yeah, I --

SEN. JOHNSON: Especially if you're going to begin talking about

lifelong.
MR. GUILLERRE: Yes, I certainly -- I don't think I can comment
on that, but professionally I can say -- and I don't think I

can put it any stronger that in 2 or 3 years, when the first
number of deaf blind clients are leaving our school, they
are placed in a dilemma, because right now, there's no
program for them. Who is going to pay for it?

SEN. JOHNSON: I do have to ask one more question. In the people
who do leave your school and who have been faced with this
dilemma, have you done any follow-up studies on what happens
to them? For instance, do their skills disintegrate? You
know, and all those kinds of things, I would be interested
in that.

MR. GUILLERRE: Yes, the school started working with multihandicapped
children in the late 60's, and when I came to Oakhill School
two years ago, due to that specific need, we are now serving
only multihandicapped children, and the problems are getting

:
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MR. GUILLERRE (Continued): more and more severe. We have not had

MR.

MR.

a large number of graduates, so if you -- if I was to tell you
about the Oakhill School graduates in the years back, I would
be telling you about the singly handicapped blind persons.

I do like to say, however, and I don't know if that's a plus
or minus -- I am .involved nationally in services to the

deaf blind children, and this piece of legislation right now
in front of you is having national attention and I don't know
if that's a plus or minus that people will be looking towards
Connecticut to see what is happening, but it is looked upon
as a very progressive piece of legislation for that deaf
blind population.

BERTINUSON: Thank you Dr. Guillerre.

ORCUTT: Representative Orcutt of the 98th. Dr. Guillerre,
since there is a high percentage of these persons that are
likely to need support permanently, will they become eligible
for FSI under the program of permanently disabled?

GUTLLERRE: Yes, all the people would be eligible for all the

services, both on the state and federal level, and if the
state decides to go with the 0Oakhill School running some of
these group homes for adults, obviously, the benefit of a
private agency raising money would also benefit the clients,
so that the state would get it for a lower cost, I believe.

BERTINUSON: Any further questions? Thank you very much
doctor and we will come and visit.

The next speaker is Fran Roberts from the office of Child
Day Care. I guess Mrs. Roberts isn't here right now. The
next speaker then will be James Underkofler..

UNDERKOFLER: Madame Chairman, members of the committee. My

name is James Underkofler, and I come to you in two roles --
one as president of the Connecticut Assoclation for the
Gifted, a parents' organization representing 800 parents
around the state, and also as associate director of the
Fducational Center for the Arts in New Haven which is a
regional facility for gifted students in the arts in New
Haven.

The Connecticut Association for Gifted strongly supports

bill 415, and believe me, there are people in this state who

need your help, who need the legislature's help, and they
are the parents of many gifted children. As president of
the association, I am contacted by parents many times, by
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MS. IRVINE (Continued): told that they need plans. for educating
all children, even those who are guick to leaxn. Westport,
which prides itself on the quality of its schools, has a
program for the gifted only in Grades 4 through 6 and that
accommodates only half the qualified students in those grades.
There is no program at all for the talented.

Because Westport is classified as a wealthy town and stands to
ljose substantial state funding, it will become increasingly
more difficult for the local Board of Education to expand

its program for the gifted. We feel that it is most necessary
for this session of the legislature to take positive action on
this issue considering its vital importance to the education
of the children of this state and we urge you to mandate
education for the gifted and talented. Thank you.

REP. BERTINUSON: Thank you. Next speaker is Audrey Knowles.
Sorry, I had misread her name before. Audrey Knowles?

MRS. KNOWLES: I'm a parent of a deaf-blind child and I think by _HB 5330
now you know there was a rubella epidemic back in the early
60's and as a result of this epidemic, we found ourselves
with deaf-blind children. We didn't know what to do with
them. We asked the Blind for help, but they couldn't help
us because they were deaf. We asked the Deaf for help, but
they couldn't help us because they were blind and so on down
the line.

And then through the work of a great many people, federal

and state legislation was passed and programs became available
to us. But we had lost all the early childhood learning years
and for many the programs didn't come about until long after
this. The more severely the handicapped child, the longer

it took to get programming for them.

And never before was there a great need to set up programs

for children with a dual handicap of deaf blindness.’ And they
were a long time getting started and thanks to the medical
profession with the development of the rubella vaccine,

there will be no more epidemics, and there will be no great
need for a great number of these children to be in a program.

Through the efforts of a great many people and particularly the
administrators and teachers, these children began to learn.
Their programs reached an excellence that few other handicapped
children have ever been privileged to receive. But still,
these children had to learn to communicate with a hearing

and seeing world. They had to be taught things that the

normal child learns automatically. But like their peers, that
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KNOWLES (Continued): they can learn for the rest of their
lives, And during these learning years, there was great joy
at their small gain but great disappointment at their
failures. But each child did improve to have a life with
some quality and meaning.

But now we come to the problem that's facing us and really

the need for this legislation. We are .right back where we
started from and for wvarious reasons the Deaf can't service
them, the Blind can't service them, Rehabilitation can't
service them, Mental Retardation can't sexrvice them. And

at this point in theilr development, we can ill-afford to have
an interruption in their program because these children regress
extremely gquickly and this isn't really so hard to understand
if you can imagine yourself in a dark, soundproof room with no
way to communicate with anyone. It's very easy for them to
regress.

And thousands of dollars and many yvears of labor have gone
into bringing these children to where they are today and is
there any way we can justify just throwing it out the window.
And do we really have the right to teach these children a way
of life, a life with meaning and guality and then take it all
away from them at 21? Thank you.

BERTINUSON: Thank you very much. Are there any dquestions?
All right. The next speaker will be J. Katz followed by K.
McLintock, W. Michael Minihane and Willlam Pronovast, I believe.

MS. KATZ: Ladies and gentlemen, I'm Judy Katz. I am also from the

Westport Parents Association for Gifted and Talented Children
representing 120 parents of gifted children. We are pleading
with you to report favorably on Bill 415 and help deliver to
Connecticut's gifted youth the right to be educated according
to their ability, the right not to be turned off to the
process of learning after years of frustration and boredom
because their needs cannot be met in a regular classroom.

The right to be respected and valued as good students.not to
be disliked or suddenly punished for thinking differently or
for needing different materials - they deserve the right to
an advocate for thelr development whether or not they have
interested vocal parents.

Connecticut has been good about its minorities in special
education problems. This other special minority is among the
last to gain its right. The New York Times called this minority
the unfavored gifted few. That's a sad thing because these
children represent our nation's best shot for the future and
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MR. McLINTOCK (Continued) : opponents of such education. The

intellectual capacities a child has are something that he
was born with. They can be natured or neglected, at home oY
at school. Some children are porn with extraordinary in-
tellectual potentials. Some are born with extraordinary
physical or athletic potential. Do we raise the cry of the
leaders in a school when a coach tries to develop an outstand-

¢ ing swimmer or basketball playex or runner? HOW long would
a youngster who may some day play major league baseball be
content to play baseball on a diamond, a little league diamond
one without dimension? Where is the challenge?

1 should also like to lay to rest the notion that gifted
children generally come from the more affluent homes. They
can come from families at any economic level.

It is important not only to identify the gifted but to do
something positive about providing them the special education
they need,for it is special education that they need., The
difference is qualitative not guantitative. It is not a
matter of finding a talented pianist or a talented painter

or a talented poet either. Among the gifted in today's
school population there may be someone who will some day

find a formula for controlling inflation. Another who will
develop a truly workable international language. Another

who will find a way to make farming a more economically stable
way of life and still another who may be ready to do some
day, ready to do somemore basic research in the Connecticut
history.

Such developments can arise from creative thinking. Let us
not stifle creative thinkers. Conventional schoel curricu-
lums do just that or tend to. That is why we need programs
specifically for the gifted, to give them, to give those
ninds states in which to function and grow. So important a
matter should not be at the option of towns. It should be
mandatory statewide as set forth in such as the proposed
Bill 415. Thank you. ‘

REP. BERTINUSON: Thank you very much. The next speaker is
Michael Minihane.

MR. MINIHANE: Michael Minihane, Coordinator of the Deaf-Blind
Program at Oak Hill. I've come just to speak very briefly
in strong support of Bill 5550. My history is as a teacher
of deaf-blind children, a consultant throughout New England
for program development, for deaf-blind children and now a
Program Coordinator at the Oak Hill School and T would
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MR. MINIHANE (Continued): simply like to point out that through
enormous energy, Human Resources and so forth, these
children have made incredible.gains: -, We have not worked
a miracle and we don't pretend that we can, but by our
standards they have made incredible gains. Children for
example who could not feed themselves, were not toilet
trained, could not walk now can feed themselves, are toilet
trained, can walk, can sign for very simple things. This
igs simply an example of what has happened.

By normal yardsticks this may not be much but considering
where we started, it's an incredible amount.

I would like to speak very briefly to the issue of regression
simply because that has come up a number of times. No we
can't document that regression will happen at 21 because
fortunately we have never had that happen. What we can say
is, with the summer of no program, children have lost all
their signs; have become not toilet trained again. I think
this is a pretty clear indication of what can happen at 21.
and I would just like to conclude by asking you to ask your-
selves if we do not provide long term service for them, what
have we done and why have we done it?

REP. BERTINUSON: Thank you very much. The next speaker is William
Pronovost, to be followed by David Mulholland, Rosalie Benny
and Peter Quinn in that order. '

MR. PRONOVOST: My name is William Pronovost. I'm a parent of a
deaf-blind child. I'm here representing all the parents
throughout the state of deaf-blind children and I'm just ask-
ing for your support on Bill 5550. Thank you.

REP. BERTINUSON: Thank you very much. pavid Mulholland.

MR. MULHOLLAND: Madam Chairman, members of the Committee, my
name is David Mulholland. I'm President of The Hartford
Principals & Supervisors Association, the ELCIO. I am here
to speak in favor of proposed House Bill &349, an act con-
cerning reimbursement for Gifted & Talented Programs. For
too long the gifted and talented pupils have been overlooked
in our state. Most estimates say that there should be some
30,000 gifted and another 30,000 talented pupils in our
public schools. The State Department of Education now reports
that there are after many years of growth some 8000 pupils
with some sort of supplementary assistance. To me this is
a dismal record. However, it is not the fault of the State
Department of Education but rather the limited incentive of




