Another View by Jan Dorenbosch

There has been much criticism accompanying Governor Dannel Malloy’s legislative accomplishments lately, not only regarding his budget, but also other bills. This criticism is all in the form of sound bites with no substance.
Malloy’s budget, while far from perfect, goes a long way to addressing Connecticut’s fiscal crisis. Republicans/Tea Partiers fault the tax-increase side of his budget while ignoring the spending reductions. Malloy faced down the state unions to get the concessions he demanded. (Many of these same Republicans were strangely silent when Republican Governor John Rowland’s administration negotiated the unsustainable 20-year collective bargaining agreement with Connecticut’s state employee unions in 1995 and signed it into law in 1997.) Overall, Malloy expects to achieve about $2 billion in spending cuts. (The reduction of spending flies in the face of the classic cure for recessions. We should actually be spending our way out of this recession, and cut spending during the good economic times.) 
This budget is also billed by the Republicans as the greatest tax increase in Connecticut’s history. In 1991, with Connecticut suffering from a $953 million deficit, former Republican-turned-Independent Lowell Weicker introduced the state income tax to Connecticut to put our state back on sound financial footing after the disastrous economic policies of Ronald Reagan brought many states to the brink. Fiscal 1992 ended with a surplus of $110 million! Quite a turnaround! The tax increase was necessary, it worked and businesses did not flee the state!

The Republicans’ only “solution” to our unemployment problem is tax breaks for the wealthy and for businesses! The fact is Ronald Reagan reduced taxes for the wealthy twice and so did George W. Bush. In both cases, they left office in a recession. In an economy such as ours that is about 70% consumer driven, we need to put money in the hands of those who will spend it. The wealthy already spend all that they will, so putting more money in their hands will do little to kick-start the economy. Extending unemployment benefits, creating projects and programs that put people to work to solve a growing national epidemic of failing infrastructure, and other government programs that address the public good are what we need in Connecticut and elsewhere.
The past two years saw major corporations reap in record profits. Flush with record amounts of cash, these corporations created no new jobs. I’m wondering why Republicans think that piling even more cash in the form of tax breaks into corporate coffers will create jobs. The only time corporations and small businesses will create jobs is when the businesses they run and the business climate can sustain those employees. This will happen only when people start spending money again.

The Republicans chastise Malloy’s recent intent to sign a bill decriminalizing marijuana. What they fail to mention is that it pertains only to first time offenders possessing small amounts (half-ounce or less), which is currently treated as a misdemeanor. Law enforcement needs to focus on more important issues.
Malloy signed a bill requiring employers who have more than 50 full time, permanent service workers (wait staff, e.g.) to provide no more than 1 hour of paid sick leave for every 40 hours worked for a maximum of 5 sick-days per year. While only 5 sick-days can be carried over to the following year, any accrued sick-days cannot be used for any other purpose. This is “anti-business” because an employee will no longer be forced to choose between his health and a pay check.
Malloys “captive audience” bill is also being criticized as anti-business by the Republicans. For the life of me, I can‘t figure out how prohibiting management from forcing their employees to attend meetings extolling the virtues of a particular religion, or promoting a particular politician and/or political party, or castigating unions can be “anti-business”. It may be anti-Koch Brothers or anti-Rupert Murdoch, but it is hardly anti-business.
One Republican representative condemned recent legislation that protects the civil rights of transgender men by saying that it gives them “greater civil rights than women”. It seems to me that if this is the case, we shouldn’t be condemning this piece of legislation for ensuring the rights of a certain group. Instead, we should be condemning legislators for failing to guarantee adequate civil rights of women!
All this criticism (and much more) results from the “one-party government” in Hartford, according to Republican doctrine. The Republicans would have us believe that they should control at least one branch of the state government so that their views would receive proper consideration. Well, at the national level, this is exactly the case, and exactly the problem. The U.S. House of Representatives is tightly controlled by the Republican leadership, and its extreme doctrine is forced upon its Republican members. The House has been completely obstructive to any and all legislation, appointments, and compromises proposed by the administration. Woe to the thoughtful Republican who might vary from the doctrine.
And this is the way Republicans/Tea Partiers would have the Connecticut legislature operate. Our federal political system is severely dysfunctional and broken almost beyond repair. Let’s not do this to Connecticut. 
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