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March 7, 2016  
Re:  HB No. 5556 - AN ACT CONCERNING THE REGIONAL UNIFORM 
SCHOOL CALENDAR 
 
Dear Education Committee, 
 
I am writing in opposition of HB 5556, which imposes a penalty on school districts 
that fail to follow the regional uniform school calendar.   
 
Bill 5556 makes a bad statute even worse. The mandated regional uniform 
calendar was meant to offer cost savings and allow for sharing of services such 
as transportation and PD.  In actuality, there is no evidence of cost saving, and it 
complicates the local calendar planning process while impacting student and 
family events.  
 
Cost savings are not clear.  However, if evident, these would easily be identified 
and managed at a local level.  Districts would certainly embrace them on their 
own as a result of local awareness.  Currently, districts have no limitations on 
working together and collaborating together on calendars.  However, having the 
state mandate it by region, under threat of financial penalty, is over-reaching and 
ineffective.   
 
Local and community preferences are also ignored with a mandated calendar.  
There are construction issues, community events, and other activities taking 
place in all districts, which place demands on school calendars. Although the 
given flex days added a bit of flexibility, our district was limited with regard to 
vacation days in order to comply, which led to the elimination of the Columbus 
Day Federal holiday.   
 
This uniform calendar also impacts student and family events.  In my own 
experience, my child participates in a multi-town sport, for which a winter camp 
and training event is held in Florida every year.  Many of the towns, which have 
children in this sport, have adopted the regional calendar.  As a result, those 
towns will no longer have vacation during the week that our camp takes place.  
Unfortunately, this training opportunity will no longer be held going forward.  
 
As it becomes clearer to families that this mandated calendar is not saving 
money, and is actually removing a great deal of local control, there will certainly 
be non-compliance.  It is unfair to penalize a school seeking to do what is best for 
its local constituents, and districts need the latitude and local authority to do what 
meets their needs.   
 
 
Sincerely, 
Maria Naughton	  


