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2017 Capitol Highlights 

Special Session 

The 2017 Special Legislative Session has a tentative date of July 18, 2017, to pass a state budget. 

Budget Proposal 

The House Democrats have proposed a two-year spending plan that would increase the state sales tax to 

6.99% to help fund Hartford and other cities and towns.  

• The plan also allows municipalities to decide whether they would locally add 1% tax on sale of 

food and drink at restaurants and bars.  The additional revenue would then be given back to 

municipalities.   

 

• The House Democratic plan also supports restoring the $200 property tax credit, no new taxes on 

hospitals, and future tax cuts in the 2020 fiscal year for college graduates and senior citizens who 

are collecting Social Security.  

 

• Democratic House majority leader, Matt Ritter, claims that if Hartford adopts the additional 1% 

tax on food and beverages, the city would generate an estimated $3 to $4 million annually. 

  

• Republicans anticipate much more significant savings than the amount negotiated by Malloy and 

the unions. (Hartford Article) 

Public Safety 

Police Lobby Day: The first Police Lobby Day was held on March 10, 2017, at the State Armory and the 

Legislative Office Building. The HPU and President John Szewczyk were instrumental in setting up and 

facilitating the event, along with other police unions across the state. There were close to 75 individuals in 

attendance with Police Officers coming from as far away as New Haven and Ansonia. Many legislators 

attended the event as guest speakers and promoted a pro-police point of view as well as pledging their 

legislative support. Officers were able to speak with their own legislators about a variety of bills, 

including HB 7050. HPD Officers did a terrific job of tracking down individual legislators and presenting 

a pro-police viewpoint on many bills. 

HB 6663 police reform advocates debated HB 6663 this session, a bill that would have strengthened 

accountability for police officers after incidents of excessive or deadly force. HB 6663 was passed 

temporarily in the House, but due to heavy HPU lobbying efforts the bill died once session ended at 

12:00am (Thursday). Police officers across the state had been voicing their disapproval about the bill.  

 

http://www.courant.com/politics/hc-democratic-caucus-budget-20170629-story.html#nws=true
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Initially the proposal would have established a five-day deadline for investigations into police use of 

physical force even if it did not result in death.  If inquiry determined that the use of force was not 

justified, it would have required the officer involved to be suspended immediately without pay until all 

investigations related to the case were completed.   

The proposal’s language was then changed so that would have required the investigation to be completed 

within 40 days (instead of 5).  LCO 8383 would have: 

- mandated that all officers of municipal departments over 75,000 must wear body cameras 

- allowed for anonymous complaints against officers 

- mandated that complaints against officers must be posted on department websites 

- barred police officers from using deadly force on a person in a motor vehicle if the officer 

“reasonably     believes” that they can safely retreat from the path of the vehicle.   

- dropped the controversial proposal, highly opposed by police unions, to suspend officers without 

pay until the investigation was completed.   

- put the Commission of Equity and Opportunity in charge of studying and recommending 

independent police oversight. It would report to the Labor Committee rather than the Public 

Safety Committee 

 

Minority House Leader Representative Klarides called the bill “anti-police” and that the bill was a bad 

one, “There are still checks and balances put in place here that are above and beyond what is necessary.”   

Rep. Klarides has been a great supporter of the police and wanted to be able to say on the record… “that 

we go after police day in and day out, the people that put their lives on the line.”   The bill was tabled and 

was never acted upon after.   

HB 6662 would have revoked the pension of a state or municipal police officer who was convicted of or 

pleads guilty or nolo contendere to any crime related to such officer's employment. The HPU again 

lobbied to defeat this bill. Although it passed through the Labor Committee, it was then referred to the 

Public Safety and Security Committee where it was never acted upon.   

HB 7257 “The Grand Jury Bill” proposed to expand the reasons for empaneling a grand jury to conduct a 

criminal investigation into “abuse of public authority.”  

- The HPU deemed much of the proposed language in the bill to be too broad and vague.  

- This bill proposed that investigative subpoenas from a grand jury could have been retroactive 

- Proponents of this bill suggested that the bills mechanism for prosecutors to convene grand juries 

for police misconduct appears to be an appropriate solution which the HPU strongly opposed.  

- Police officers believed that the HPD Officers would have been specifically targeted by this bill. 

The HPU successfully killed the bill. 
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HB 7308 was passed as Public Act 17-225 An Act Concerning Camera and Recording Devices and 

Equipment Used by Police which, established a task force to examine the use of body-worn recording 

equipment by state and municipal police in accordance with section 29-6d of the general statutes. HPU 

lobbied to have the bill amended so that there would be four seats in the task force created that would be 

held by police officers. The task force will examine the following: 

- Decisions on who should wear body-worn cameras 

- When and where to record incidents 

- How long to retain recordings, redactions, storage and freedom of information issues 

 

HB 6044 was an act concerning collective bargaining and the use of body-worn equipment, which died in 

committee.  

SB 242 was an act proposing a study for the use of body-worn recording equipment by law enforcement 

that also died in committee.  

HB 5173 was proposed to exclude the use of body-worn recording equipment being a subject of collective 

bargaining but died in committee. 

HB 6716 was proposed by Rep. Minnie Gonzalez (D-Hartford) to prohibit the Department of Emergency 

Services and Police Protection and a municipal police department from accepting the resignation or 

retirement of a state or municipal police officer if such officer is under investigation for serious 

misconduct that calls into question such officer's fitness to serve as a police officer.  HPU lobbied heavily 

against this bill and resulted in the bill dying in committee. 

HB 7050 was the Governor’s Bill, which President John Szewczyk testified in the Finance, Revenue and 

Bonding Committee.  The bill’s purpose was to implement the Governor's budget recommendations. The 

HPU lobbied against this bill died in the House. 

Refer to: http://portal.ct.gov/office-of-the-governor/press-room/press-releases/2017/01-2017/gov-

malloys-budget-proposal-will-include-mandate-relief-for-towns-and-cities  

• Provided for the random selection of 9 neutral arbitrators and the use of a single neutral arbitrator 

through an agreement of the parties in the binding arbitration process. 

• Allowed towns to negotiate employee contributions under the Municipal Employees Retirement 

System. 

• Excluded 2017 state aid increases from collective bargaining’s ability to get pay increases. 

- HPU President John Szewczyk testified against HB 7050 at the city council meeting 

along with the AFSME Union.  Most of these city council members were not aware of 

the ramifications that were in the bill.  

 

A portion of this bill could possibly come back in Special Session which could be put in the Governor’s 

Budget. 

http://portal.ct.gov/office-of-the-governor/press-room/press-releases/2017/01-2017/gov-malloys-budget-proposal-will-include-mandate-relief-for-towns-and-cities
http://portal.ct.gov/office-of-the-governor/press-room/press-releases/2017/01-2017/gov-malloys-budget-proposal-will-include-mandate-relief-for-towns-and-cities


MALLOY & ASSOCIATES 

189 GEORGETOWN DRIVE 
GLASTONBURY, CT 06033 

4 
 

HB 5552 would have brought state and municipal collective bargaining statutes into line with neighboring 

states by removing retirement benefits as a subject matter for such bargaining.  President John Szewczyk 

testified against the bill in the Labor and Public Employees Committee where it died in committee.  

HB 5148 would have established Connecticut as a “Right to Work” state but the bill died in committee. 

HB 5374 would have created wage parity between comparable public and private sector jobs under 

municipal binding arbitration awards but the bill died in committee. 

 

HB 5553 would have required that a collective bargaining agreement between a municipality and its 

employees be approved by the municipality's board of finance or equivalent body and to require that a 

representative of the municipality's board of finance or equivalent body participate in collective 

bargaining agreement negotiations and vote on proposed collective bargaining agreements, but this too, 

died in committee. 

HB 5020 would have provided funding from the drug assets forfeiture revolving account for drug 

treatment beds but died in committee. 

HB 6510 was also to increase drug treatment options in Connecticut but died in the Senate. 

HB 5135 proposed that a person was allowed to present his or her automobile insurance identification 

card electronically on a cell phone or other electronic device, instead of in paper form, to law enforcement 

officers. The bill died in committee.  

SB 27 and SB 763 were both bills that discussed workers’ compensation for those in certain occupations 

that suffer from PTSD.  Both bills unfortunately died without it making through either chamber.    

HB 7258 The Alvin W. Penn Racial Profiling Prohibition Act proposed changes regarding the existing 

standardized method law enforcement officers and certain other officers use to record and report required 

traffic stop data. This bill died in the House. 

Transportation  

HB 5680 was a proposal that would exempts parents or guardians from attending the required driving 

instruction courses with their child if they attended the course with another child within the previous three 

years. It passed out of the Transportation Committee 22-14 but died in the House. 

HB 6058 was a proposal that would implement electronic tolling systems in Connecticut.  The Bill would 

authorize the Department of Transportation (DOT) to build, maintain, and operate electronic tolls, or 

contract with a private entity (toll operator) to do so.  The bill would have allowed DOT to set toll rates, 

collect toll revenue, and spend the revenue according to the bill and federal law.  There were a total of 16 

different amendments filed on the bill but only one was actually called.  After the bill was discussed and 

an amendment was called, the bill was then tabled resulting in its death.   

https://www.cga.ct.gov/2017/FC/pdf/2017HB-05680-R000315-FC.pdf
https://www.cga.ct.gov/2017/FC/pdf/2017HB-06058-R000422-FC.pdf
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Though it did not pass this session House Democratic Majority Leader Matt Ritter, stated, “Tolls are 

inevitable… Whether you have Republican or Democratic governor, they’ll be here in the next five years” 

(Tolls Article).  House Minority Leader Representative Themis Klarides on the other hand argues that 

tolls are, “just revenue grabs.” It would not be surprising if Connecticut sees this bill brought up again as 

early as next session. 

H.J. 100 was a proposal that passed through the House and the Senate.  This transportation-funding bill is 

a potential constitutional amendment establishing a constitutional “lockbox” protecting those funds from 

encroachment. The amendment goes before Connecticut voters on the 2018 ballot. (Lock Box Article) 

HB 7097 was what the Legislature referred to as the Tesla bill – it addresses the licensing of new and 

used car dealers.  This was the 3rd year that the legislature has discussed the bill, but there was no 

resolution once the regular session ended.  (Tesla Article 1) 

Energy 

SB 106 passed in the Committee on Appropriations and was tabled in the Senate where it was never 

called.  Similar language to the bill was then seen in SB 778.   

SB 778 was defeated just hours before the General Assembly adjourned.  Dominion Energy Inc., the 

parent company of the Millstone Power Station, continues to hint that the Waterford plant may be shut 

down. Since the beginning of session Dominion has been lobbying for legislation that would help the 

Waterford plant compete with abundant and relatively cheap natural gas. Though the proposed legislation 

had passed in the Senate with a 23-9 vote, it did not have enough support in the House to pass. There was 

a strong lobbying work effort by Eversource, United Illuminating, and many other CT companies. 

(Millstone Bill Article) 

Casinos 

On the last day of regular session, the House passed a bill that will give the Mashantucket Pequots and the 

Mohegans exclusivity over a new casino in East Windsor, CT before it passed a separate bill that included 

additional “sweeteners” and sent it to the state Senate. The House passed the tribal exclusivity bill on a 

103-46 vote then continuing to pass the “sweetener” bill on a 77-72, which was then sent and passed in 

the Senate. MGM, the owners of the Springfield casino, lobbied heavily against the bill and vowed legal 

action. At this time, it is still unclear if there will be a one-time fee to open the casino. (Casino Article 1 

and Casino Article 2) 

 

 

 

 

http://wtnh.com/2017/06/01/lawmaker-says-tolls-inevitable-for-connecticut/
https://www.cga.ct.gov/2017/ACT/ra/pdf/2017RA-00001-R00HJ-00100-RA.pdf
http://www.ctnewsjunkie.com/archives/entry/senate_sends_transportation_lockbox_to_voters/
https://www.cga.ct.gov/2017/TOB/h/pdf/2017HB-07097-R02-HB.pdf
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2017-05-21/greenwich-driveways-await-as-tesla-tries-seizing-on-budget-mess
https://www.cga.ct.gov/2017/TOB/s/pdf/2017SB-00106-R03-SB.pdf
https://www.cga.ct.gov/2017/amd/S/pdf/2017SB-00778-R00SA-AMD.pdf
http://www.ctnewsjunkie.com/archives/entry/senate_sends_millstone_bill_to_house_in_final_hours/
https://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Bill&which_year=2017&bill_num=6948
http://www.ctnewsjunkie.com/archives/entry/lawmakers_pick_home_team_in_casino_battle_house_approves_otb_expansion/
http://www.courant.com/business/dan-haar/hc-haar-casino-fee-not-dead-20170613-story.html
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Social Issues 

HB 6695 proposed a ban on conversion therapy and was voted out of both the House and the Senate with 

few “no votes” and was immediately signed by the Governor into law under Public Act 17-5 An Act 

Concerning the Protection of Youth from Conversion Therapy. The CT Catholic Conference defines 

conversion therapy as, “any efforts by a licensed medical professional or counselor to convert a minor 

identifying as gay or transsexual to identify as heterosexual." Because the definition is very broad, 

passing a bill that mimics this broadness could infringe on right to free speech. Family Institute of 

Connecticut was the only organization to publicly note that banning conversion therapy was a solution in 

search of a problem. There was a lack in data and evidence that conversion therapy was being practiced in 

Connecticut. 

The variety of bills that would legalize recreational use of marijuana all died during the course of the 

2017 session.   

HB 7320, which was a proposal to create a study by the Commission on Economic Competitiveness of 

state tax, revenue and bonding policies, was called in the House and an amendment was offered that 

would legalize recreational marijuana.  The amendment was shortly debated in the House of 

Representatives for about 90 minutes but was then passed temporarily, not to be acted upon again.  Both 

sides of the issue passionately argued for and against ending the “pot prohibition” for 90 minutes, but the 

House leaders decided to table the bill. There was also an agreement that lawmakers would not focus on 

the more than $100 million a year in new tax revenue that legal pot might bring in to help with the 

projected $2 billion budget gap. (Marijuana 1 Marijuana 2 ) 

 

https://www.cga.ct.gov/2017/FC/pdf/2017HB-07320-R000736-FC.pdf
https://www.cga.ct.gov/2017/amd/H/pdf/2017HB-07320-R00HA-AMD.pdf
http://www.courant.com/news/connecticut/hc-marijuana-hearing-connecticut-20170322-story.html
http://wtnh.com/2017/06/07/connecticut-house-debates-but-doesnt-vote-on-marijuana-bill/

