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SPONSORS OF BILL:
Education Committee
REASONS FOR BILL:

The bill is designed to implement improvements to the states’ educational system by
implementing proposals from the Department of Education. The main goal is to improve the
guality of education by updating existing statutes and introducing new measures that align
with current statewide and national educational needs and standards.

Specifically, the bill clarifies the authority of boards of education to lease or sell school
property, modifies provisions related to state funding for school construction and
reimbursement rates, expands current eligibility for magnet school transportation grants,
adjusts reporting deadlines and administrative requirements for school districts and the Dept.
of Education, establishes updated measures for local charter school approval, and provides
technical corrections to outdated statutory language for clarity and consistency.

SUBSTITUTE LANGUAGE:

The substitute bill removes original Sections 2, 6, 10-15, and 17, and revises their content to
clarify responsibilities and streamline processes.

For special education and Section 504 services (original Sections 2 and 17), the substitute
maintains the requirement that the sending district in the Open Choice program holds the
Planning and Placement Team (PPT) meetings. However, it shifts the responsibility for
providing services to the receiving district, ensuring students receive support where they
attend school.



In Section 6, the bill exempts the school Choice lottery algorithm and placement protocols
from the Freedom of Information Act. This change is intended to protect the confidentiality
and integrity of the student placement process.

Section 10 remains unchanged, with testimony from the State Department of Education
indicating no substantive modifications were made.

The substitute also revises the charter school application process in Section 11. Applications
for new charter schools will now be considered only every other year, aligning the approval
process with the state’s biennial budget cycle.

Sections 12 and 13 update how families are informed about special education and 504 rights.
Instead of a general informational handout, the bill now requires the creation of a formal “bill
of rights” to better inform families of their entitlements.

Finally, Sections 14 and 15 preserve the Seal of Civic Engagement proposal, though no
changes to its content are noted in the substitute.

RESPONSE FROM ADMINISTRATION/AGENCY:

Connecticut State Department of Education, Commissioner, Charlene Russell-Tucker,

thanked the committee for raising this bill on the behalf of the DOE, which included the
recommendations of the State Dept. of Education.

NATURE AND SOURCES OF SUPPORT:

Derby Public Schools, Superintendent, Matt Conway, supports this bill because, they support
the provision which requires special education services to submit base tuition and service
costs by December 31 preceding the school year in which services will be provided. They say
this will help districts plan more effectively and enhance accountability.

2025 Connecticut Teacher of the Year, Julia Miller, supports the bill's provisions creating a
Connecticut State Seal of Civics Education as they feel it will encourage civic engagement.
They are neutral on all other components of the bill.

ACES Wims-Aces Wintergreen Magnet School, Fifth Grade Teacher, Donovan Doviak,
supports this bill because, they say magnet school funding allows students to engage in
opportunities that show them various paths they can take in life.

Taneta McCaw, supports this bill because, they are the parent of a child that attends a CREC
magnet school, loves their school, and feels represented at their school where they say
diversity is celebrated. They support expanding CREC magnet school funding as a result.

Connecticut Association of Public School Superintendents, Executive Director, Fran
Rabinowitz, supports this bill because, they say the bill modernizes policies, promotes
financial responsibility and strengthens educational equity, which they say will enhance
student success, empower educators, and create a more accountable and transparent
education system.
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CT Council for Social Studies, President, Anthony Roy, supports this bill, specifically the
provision allowing local and regional boards of education to award the Connecticut State Seal
of Civics Education and Engagement.

AAFTCT, At-Large Vice President, Federation of Teachers, President, Mary Yordon, supports
select sections of the bill. They support section eight, saying eliminating the mandatory
reading instruction survey for educators will free up more time to focus on student literacy.
They say section nine’s plan to update the teacher mentoring program to reflect the
elimination of the provisional certificate is a good fix. They say section sixteen will help
address the volatility of special education outplacement costs. They also approve of
provisions for expanding PreK. They do NOT support reducing the state contribution to the
TRM teacher health fund.

CEA, Vice President, Joslyn DeLancey, supports this bill because, they support the
provisions establishing criteria for local school districts to aware a Connecticut State Seal of
Civics Education and Engagement to students. They also support the repealing of the
provision removing a requirement for elementary school teachers to complete a reading
survey, which they say will allow for more in class instruction time. They also support the bills
attempts to increase transparency and cost control in special education, especially regarding
private providers.

ConnCAN, Executive Director, Steven Hernandez, supports section eight, removing the
reading survey for districts which they say will free up time for instruction, and they say
section eleven creates an important step for charter authorization that they say will help
communities better anticipate funding periods and ensures the governors budget includes
recently approved charter schools.

Connecticut Secretary of the State, Stephanie Thomas, supports sections 14 and 15 of the
bills because, they say the provision allowing local and regional boards of education to award
the Connecticut State Seal of Civics Education and Engagement will help provide our
students with a better civics’ education, and will encourage real-world civic engagement and
activity.

NATURE AND SOURCES OF OPPOSITION:

Ten persons submitted testimony anonymously, in opposition to the legislation, in general
stating their belief that approved private schools are not included in relevant grant
opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and
because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite providing comparable
services.

Special Education Teacher, Cailyn Aichelman, opposes this bill because, they say approved
private special education programs are not included in relevant grant opportunities that public
schools have access to, which limits the systematic programming that happens at private
special education programs.

Milestones Behavioral Services, Elena Almodovar, opposes this bill because, they say
approved private special education programs are not included in relevant grant opportunities
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that public schools have access to, and that it is unrealistic to provide tuition rates in the
middle of s school year.

BCBA, Clinical Director, Milestones Behavioral Services, Marisa Amico, opposes this bill
because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities,
providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs
are not included in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Natchaug Hospital CDT Schools, School Nurse, Cheryl Armstrong, opposes this bill because,
they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing
tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not
included in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Natchaug Hospital Schools, School Principal, Kim Bennett, opposes this bill because, they
say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition
rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included
in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Joanna Berardesca, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not
included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school
year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite
providing comparable services.

RN MSN, Lisa Berardesca, opposes this bill because, they say it will have a significant
impact on special education services.

SESI Schools of New England, Senior Director, Matthew Berardesca, opposes this bill
because, they say it will create confusion, by requiring interdistrict magnet schools to provide
all necessary services because public schools often lack the specialized resources needed to
support high-need students. They say the bill prioritizes administrative procedures over real
educational outcomes.

Behavior Specialist, Rachel Bernstein, opposes this bill because, they say approved private
schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the
prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the
language despite providing comparable services.

Benhaven School, Speech Language Pathologist, Bobie Bessette, opposes this bill because,
they disagree with the proposed caps on private special education programs, arguing that
these caps will limit access to individualized services for students with disabilities, causing
financial and emotional burden for their families, and potentially forcing students our of
programs that meet their needs. They urge the committee to expand, not restrict access to
specialized education.

Kathleen Blomquist, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not
included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school
year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite
providing comparable services.
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Senior Behavior Analyst, Jennifer Boisfeuillet, opposes this bill because, they say approved
private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by
12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Behavior Analyst, Tyler Brock, opposes this bill because, they say the bill will have lasting
negative impacts on special needs children.

Benhaven School, COTA/L, Dianna Burkle, opposes this bill because, it proposes placing
financial caps on private special education tuition, because they say special education
students often require highly individualized services, and capping the tuition does not reduce
the cost of serving these students, it merely shifts the burden onto schools already stretched
thin.

Ben Bronz Academy, Transition Paraprofessional, Amy Cerasoli, opposes this bill because,
they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing
tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not
included in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Behavior Specialist, Amber Clayton, opposes this bill because, they say approved private
schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the
prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the
language despite providing comparable services.

Elizabeth Cranmer, opposes this bill because, they feel the bill threatens the funding of
approved private special education schools and says that shifting these students back to
local districts would overwhelm resources and harm the education of both special and
general education students alike.

Margaret Crawford, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not
included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school
year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite
providing comparable services.

William Crawford, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not
included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school
year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite
providing comparable services.

Goodwin University Magnet Schools, Director of Operations, David Daye, opposes this bill
because, they support funding for all Connecticut schools and magnet schools, and feels that
without increased state funding, magnet schools face a reduction in programs and an
increase in class sizes. They fear shifting 504 financial responsibilities to magnet schools
may harm their ability to provide quality education to their students.

Education Assistant, Kyla DesRoberts, opposes this bill.

Benhaven School, Speech and Language Pathologist, Giovanna Diana, opposes this bill
because, they say students with special needs require individualized support that public
schools cannot adequately provide. They ask the legislature to understand the deep extent of
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care required for these students and to protect the funding and services offered by approved
private special education schools.

Ana Dias, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not included in
relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not
feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite providing
comparable services.

HFET, Ms. Cheryl Dinnie, opposes this bill because, they oppose cutting back on what the
state contributes towards teacher retirement.

Amanda Dix, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not included in
relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not
feasible, and because they feel if the state can mandate what their school charges for tuition,
they wouldn’t be able to operate, hurting the families that are dependent on their services.

Special Education Teacher, Megan Donadeo, opposes this bill because, they say approved
private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by
12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Special Education Coordinator, Katie Dube, opposes this bill because, they say approved
private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by
12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

SVSNS, Principal, Gerilyn Durnin, opposes this bill because, they say approved private
schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the
prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the
language despite providing comparable services.

William Erb, opposes this bill because, they are a magnet school student that enjoys their
education environment, and fears they may lose it without sustainable state funding.

Shannon Findorak, opposes this bill because, they are concerned about the significant
impact it will have on special education services.

Kelly Finnucan, opposes this bill because they feel it is detrimental to students with special
needs and their families.

Behavioral Specialist, Sarah Frey, opposes this bill because, they say approved private
schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31
of the prior school year is not feasible.

Ben Bronz Academy, Education Director, Cynthia Fries, opposes this bill because, they say
approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition
rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included
in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Courtney Gagne, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not
included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school
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year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite
providing comparable services.

Milestones Behavioral Services, Behavioral Specialist, Aaliyah Gilchrist, opposes this bill
because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities,
and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Melissa Grabowski, opposes this bill because, they say providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the
prior school year is not feasible.

Milestones Behavioral Services, CEO, Lisa Gregory, opposes this bill because, they say
Approved Private Special Education Programs (APSEPs) must account for fluctuating costs,
including staffing, inflation, and program needs, all of which can shift significantly throughout
the year, and if tuition rates are set prematurely, schools may not have the resources to
provided essential support services with they say may lead to cuts resulting in both larger
classrooms, and reducing individualized attention for students in need.

Milestones, Assistant Behavior Analyst, Victoria Hamilton, opposes this bill because, they say
approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing
tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Milestones Behavioral Services, Director of Transition Services, Aimee Haray, opposes this
bill because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant
opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Jenna Haydu, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not included
in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is
not feasible.

Natchaug Hospital, Assistant Director of Schools, David Heg, opposes this bill because, they
say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition
rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included
in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Benhaven School, Education Director, Karen Helene, opposes this bill because, they say
rate-setting will severely impact both students with special needs and the APSEP’s that serve
them. They say set rates may not cover the actual cost of educating special needs students,
leading to fewer in-state options or forcing out-of-state placements, APSEPs may be unable
to adjust services to meet student needs, APSEPs may cut programs, limit placements, or
stop serving students most in need, students that thrive in APSEP’s that meet their needs
may be unable to do so otherwise, rate caps threaten APSEP viability due to high operational
cost and the need for qualified staff, and if APSEP’s downsize or close, public districts will
need to absorb these students exacerbating staffing shortages and budgets.

Damelfri Hernandez, opposes this bill because, they feel the bill is detrimental to students
with special needs and their families.

Behavioral Specialist, Evy Hill, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools
are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior
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school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the language
despite providing comparable services.

St. V's Special Needs Services, Manager of Therapy Services, Patricia Hornak, opposes this
bill because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant
opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and
because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite providing comparable
services.

Brittany Humphrey, opposes this bill because, approved private schools are not included in
relevant grant opportunities.

School Social Worker, Diana Hutchinson, opposes this bill because, they say approved
private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by
12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much
of the language despite providing comparable services.

Co-President CT Council on FOI, Michele Jacklin, opposes section six of the bill, because it
would exempt the Open Choice enroliment algorithm and placement procedures form FOIA
disclosure and they ask the legislature to delete this section of the bill. They say if left in, it
would bypass due process, decrease public accountability and transparency in school
placement. They say this section needs to be deleted to preserve public trust.

Wheeler Clinic, Vice President of Education, Northwest Village School, Principal, Douglas
Jackson, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not included in
relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not
feasible.

Jennifer Jacobson, opposes this bill because, their child attends a school that gives
specialized attention to children with special need, and they fear for the changes in services
that may result if this bill is passed.

Educational Assistant, Vuk Jankovic, opposes this bill because, they say approved private
schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the
prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the
language despite providing comparable services.

Cierra Jordan, opposes this bill because, they are concerned about the significant impact it
will have on special education services.

Benhaven School, Adapted Phys. Edu. Parent, Daniel Kahl, opposes this bill because, they
are an educator and the parent of a child with autism, and they say this bill which proposes
capping tuition rates for APSEPs, could be detrimental to the academic success of their child
and other children that require individualized programs to succeed. They say if tuition rate
caps are instituted, APSEPs may be financially unable to operate or operate properly, which
would be due to reduced services and/or staffing from lack of proper funding. If certain
APSEPs close, some of the students most in need would be absorbed by local public-school
districts, burdening them because they are not equipped to handle the specific needs these
students may require assistance with. They urge the committee to consider alternative
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solutions to address cost concerns while ensuring the continued provision of high-quality
special education services.

Milestones, Behavioral Specialist, Day-Tyrell Kennedy, opposes this bill because, they say
approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing
tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

St. Vincent Special Needs School, Director of Education, Karen King, opposes this bill
because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities,
providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs
are not included in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

E.L., opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not included in
relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not
feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite providing
comparable services.

Ben Bronz Academy, Education Director, Christina Lamphere, opposes this bill because, they
say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition
rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included
in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Ben Bronz Academy, Executive Director, Gail Lanza, opposes this bill because, they say
approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition
rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included
in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Hartford Healthcare, Rushford CDT, Principal, Alexandria Lazzari, opposes this bill because,
they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing
tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not
included in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Milestones Behavioral Services, Special Education Teacher, Mallory Loschiavo, opposes this
bill because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant
opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Assistant Clinical Director, Angela Luca, opposes this bill because, they say approved private
schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31
of the prior school year is not feasible.

Ben Bronz Academy, Learning Mediator, Andrew MacPhail, opposes this bill because, they
say it's important that approved private schools have opportunities to receive grants as a
matter of equal educational access for students who attend these schools instead of public
schools.

Augustine Marino, opposes this bill because, they say private special education programs
serve as collaborative partners in districts when they are not able to meet the educational
needs of the students they serve.
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Connecticut General Assembly, State Senator, 14" District, James Maroney, opposes lines
167-176 and asks that they be removed, because they say the section would exempt the
enrollment lottery algorithm used by the Regional School Choice Office within the Department
of Education from disclosure under the FOIA. They say this exemption undermines the
transparency protocols as outlined in PA 23-16 (An Act Concerning Artificial Intelligence,
Automated Decision-Making, and Personal Data Privacy) and the intent of Sheff V. O’'Neill.
They say deleting lines 167-176 will help preserve transparency in Al usage within our
government.

Omar Mellow, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not included
in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is
not feasible.

Samantha Mendoza, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not
included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior
school year is not feasible.

Goodwin U. Magnet Schools, Superintendent, Salvatore Menzo, opposes this bill because,
they support the Sheff Movement position to fully fund education for all students in the state.
They say magnet schools face rising costs but cannot raise local tuition or count on increased
state funding at present. They say without increased state funding support, magnet schools
may struggle to maintain Minimum Budget Requirement standards, and they say changes
that prevent magnet schools from charging districts for the cost of services provided to 504
5udents, may result in these schools' diverting funds from general education, increasing class
sizer and reducing programs and resources.

Ben Bronz Academy, Special Education Teacher, Michael Morus, opposes this bill because,
they say public schools cannot properly accommodate special needs students that require
specialized instruction in a variety of subjects. They also say when public schools absorb an
influx of these students, they may exhibit disruptive behaviors that negatively impact the rest
of the students in the class. They say public schools lack the proper staffing and environment
for students with special needs, however private schools specialize in helping these students
that need specialized instruction.

Fionna Mullarkey, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not
included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior
school year is not feasible.

Ben Bronz Academy, Administrative Assistant, Kate Mullarkey, opposes this bill because,
they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing
tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not
included in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Adelbrook, Director of Education, Allyssa Mullins, opposes this bill because, they say
approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition
rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included
in much of the language despite providing comparable services.
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Connecticut Freedom of Information Commission, Executive Director, Colleen Murphy,
opposes section six of the bill which would exempt the school choice lottery algorithm and
placement protocols from public disclosure, arguing that this section tries to override an
existing FOI decision under appeal. They note the importance of transparency in evaluating
how students are selected for schools. They ask section six to be removed from the bill. They
urge the committee to consider narrowing the proposed exemption in the placement process
“to cover only the placement protocol for the current academic year and only until such time
as the placement protocol has been finalized and students are seated using such protocol”.
They say this strikes a balance between the public’s right to know, and the SDE’s efforts to
maintain a fair and honest placement process.

Behavioral Specialist, Tonisha Myers, opposes this bill because, they are concerned about
the significant impact it will have on special education services.

Milestones Behavioral Services, Special Education Coordinator, Marissa Nettleton, opposes
this bill because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant
opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Para Specialist, Michel Onivoqgui, opposes this bill because, they say approved private
schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the
prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the
language despite providing comparable services.

Milestones Behavioral Services, VP of Behavioral Services, Judith Palazzo, opposes this bill
because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities,
and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Natchaug Hospital, HHC, Director of Clinical Services, Ashley Perreira, opposes this bill
because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities,
and because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite providing comparable
services.

Benhaven School, Occupational Therapy Assistant, Elizabeth Pisa, opposes this bill
because, they say the bill will put harmful limits on funding for private special education
schools, making it harder for students with severe needs to get the education they deserve.

Rebecca Pleckaitis, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not
included in relevant grant opportunities that public schools and RESCs are able to access
funds through.

Special Education Teacher, Caterina Poletti, opposes this bill because, they say approved
private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by
12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much
of the language despite providing comparable services.

Samara Popel, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not included
in relevant grant opportunities and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is
not feasible.

Page 11 of 14 SB-1288


https://cga.ct.gov/2025/eddata/TMY/2025SB-01288-R000219-Murphy,%20Colleen,%20Executive%20Director-FOI%20Commission-Opposes-TMY.PDF
https://cga.ct.gov/2025/eddata/TMY/2025SB-01288-R000219-Myers,%20Tonisha,%20behavioral%20specialist-Opposes-TMY.PDF
https://cga.ct.gov/2025/eddata/TMY/2025SB-01288-R000219-Nettleton,%20Marissa,%20Special%20Education%20Coordinator-Milestones%20Behavioral%20Services-Opposes-TMY.PDF
https://cga.ct.gov/2025/eddata/TMY/2025SB-01288-R000219-Onivogui,%20Michel,%20Para%20specialist-Opposes-TMY.PDF
https://cga.ct.gov/2025/eddata/TMY/2025SB-01288-R000219-Palazzo,%20Judith,%20VP%20of%20Behavioral%20Services-Milestones%20Behavioral%20Services--TMY.PDF
https://cga.ct.gov/2025/eddata/TMY/2025SB-01288-R000219-Perreira,%20Ashley,%20Director%20of%20Clinical%20Services-Natchaug%20Hospital-HHC-Opposes-TMY.PDF
https://cga.ct.gov/2025/eddata/TMY/2025SB-01288-R000219-Pisa,%20Elizabeth,%20Occupational%20therapy%20assistant-Benhaven%20School-Opposes-TMY.PDF
https://cga.ct.gov/2025/eddata/TMY/2025SB-01288-R000219-Pleckaitis,%20Rebecca-Opposes-TMY.PDF
https://cga.ct.gov/2025/eddata/TMY/2025SB-01288-R000219-Poletti,%20Caterina,%20Special%20Education%20Teacher-Opposes-TMY.PDF
https://cga.ct.gov/2025/eddata/TMY/2025SB-01288-R000219-Popel,%20Samara-Opposes-TMY.PDF

Kimberly Potocsky, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not
included in relevant grant opportunities and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school
year is not feasible.

Leola Powell, opposes this bill because, they feel the bill is detrimental to students with
special needs and their families.

Behavior Specialist, Angela Rodriguez, opposes this bill because, they feel the bill is
detrimental to students with special needs and their families.

Melissa Ronski, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not
included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school
year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the language despite
providing comparable services.

CT Council for Social Studies, President, Anthony Roy, supports specifically the provision
allowing local and regional boards of education to award the Connecticut State Seal of Civics
Education and Engagement. They say this will celebrate and incentive student civic
understanding and engagement.

BS1, Devin Salters, opposes this bill because, they say APSEPs serve as collaborative
partners to districts when they are not able to meet the educational needs of students they
serve

Tracy Sanford, opposes this bill because, they say private school programs support our
public schools and are part of the success of our most vulnerable special education students.
They also say providing tuition rates in the middle of a school year is unrealistic due to
unpredictability.

SPED/BCaBA, Lorri Shortell, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools
are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the
prior school year is not feasible.

Milestones Behavioral Services, BCBA, Training Specialist, Kelsey Slater, opposes this bill
because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities,
and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

St. Vincents Special Needs, Assistant Principal, Karen Storminger, opposes this bill because,
they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing
tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not
included in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Benhaven INC, OTR, Darlene Talavera, opposes this bill because, they are opposed to any
proposal to cap tuition at private special education programs, due to the harm a lack of
funding may have on students with complex needs, stating that in many cases, these
programs serve students public schools cannot accommodate and that the cost of tuition
reflects the cost of essential services, not profit. Their key concerns with the bill include a lack
of access to public funding and grants for APSEPSs, higher operational and staffing costs, and
challenges in recruiting and retaining staff. They state that a tuition cap would violate
students’ rights under the IDEA, force inappropriate placements, and shift financial burdens
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back onto public schools. They ask the legislature to reject the tuition cap and instead ensure
adequate funding across all schools for special education students.

Special Education Teacher, Lindsey Tranquilli, opposes this bill because, they say approved
private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by
12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible. As someone who works in the Special
Education field, they say they are concerned that a lack of proper funding could prevent
vulnerable students from receiving the extensive help they may need to excel in school.

ABA Service Provider, Vivian Trinh, opposes this bill because, they are concerned about its
impact on students in private special education programs, specifically the fact that these
programs do not receive the same access to grant funding as public schools, and that the
requirement to provide tuition rates by December 31 is unrealistic due to unpredictable cost
changes.

Milestone Behavioral Services, Special Education Teacher, Randi Trinidad, opposes this bill
because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities,
and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Glenn Vaill, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools are not included in
relevant grant opportunities that public schools and RESCs are able to access funds through.

Psychologist, Lori Van Meter, opposes this bill because, they say approved private schools
are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior
school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the language

despite providing comparable services.

Milestones Behavioral Services, Behavioral Technician, Alexia Vickers, opposes this bill
because, they say approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities,
and providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Tania Vidosevic, opposes this bill because, they say the bill directly impacts services
provided by approved special education schools in the state. They say these schools are very
important for students who have special educational needs and limiting resources to these
schools, such as excluding grant opportunities and having maximum tuition rates, will harm
the students who need special services the most.

Kelly Voigt, opposes this bill because, they are concerned about the significant impact it will
have on special education services.

Daniel Walker, opposes this bill because, they say APSEPSs serve as collaborative partners to
districts when they are not able to meet the educational needs of students they serve. They
say this is a threat to programs that have successfully served so many students with special
educational needs.

Behavior Specialist, David Walker, opposes this bill because, they say approved private
schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31
of the prior school year is not feasible.
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Deston Watson, opposes this bill because, they say APSEPs do not have access to the same
grant opportunities as public schools which they say creates an unfair disadvantage. They
also say providing tuition rates in the middle of the school year is not feasible.

Special Education Teacher, Parris Watson, opposes this bill because, they say approved
special education programs are not included in grant opportunities that all public schools
have access to which will impact special education programs. They also say providing tuition
rates by 12/31 of the prior year is not realistic.

Behavior Specialist, Tiffany West, opposes this bill because, they say approved private
schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition rates by 12/31 of the
prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included in much of the
language despite providing comparable services.

Behavioral Specialist, Iman White, opposes this bill because, they say approved private
schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing tuition rates by 12/31
of the prior school year is not feasible.

Milestones Behavioral Specialist, Jessica Williams, opposes this bill because, they say
approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, and providing
tuition rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible.

Shaqusa Young, opposes this bill because, they are concerned about the significant impact it
will have on special education services.

Ben Bronz Academy, Transition Coordinator, Amy Allen, opposes this bill because, they say
approved private schools are not included in relevant grant opportunities, providing tuition
rates by 12/31 of the prior school year is not feasible, and because RESCs are not included
in much of the language despite providing comparable services.

Reported by: Alex Sferrazza Date: 5/1/25
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