
 

 

 

33 Whitney Avenue • New Haven, CT 06510 • Phone 203-498-4240 • Fax 203-498-4242 Web Site: www.ctkidslink.org 
53 Oak Street, Suite 15 • Hartford, CT 06106 • Phone 860-548-1661 • Fax 860-548-1783 E-mail: voices@ctkidslink.org 
 

 
Testimony Supporting Changes to the Truancy Statutes as Proposed in H.B. 6499:  

An Act Concerning Minor Revisions to the Education Statutes 
Annemarie Hillman and Alexandra Dufresne, J.D. 

Education Committee  
March 7, 2011 

 
Senator Stillman, Representative Fleischmann, and distinguished Members of the Education 
Committee: 
 
We are testifying today on behalf of Connecticut Voices for Children, a research-based public 
education and advocacy organization that works statewide to promote the well-being of 
Connecticut’s children, youth, and families. 
 
Connecticut Voices for Children strongly supports changes to the truancy statutes as 
proposed in H.B. 6499. 
 
Truancy1 is a significant risk factor for dropout, delinquent behavior, and school failure.2 Research 
shows that attendance rates in ninth grade are the best predictor of whether a high school freshman 
will graduate on-time from high school.3 In Connecticut, police officers have noted the significant 
link between reducing truancy and preventing juvenile delinquency.4 Truancy is also a risk factor for 
adult criminal justice involvement and incarceration.5 Given the serious consequences of truancy, it 
is clearly an issue to be monitored and addressed. 
 
We can infer from school attendance data that truancy is a significant problem in Connecticut.6 A 
recent study by the Connecticut Consortium on School Attendance found that nearly one-fifth of 
students in selected districts were absent for more than 10% of the school year.7 Those students 
who were absent for more than 10% of the school year, on average, missed almost a month of 
school each year.8 Even the “typical attendance” student in consortium districts missed more than 
two weeks of school, with the average high school student absent for 17 school days per school 
year.9    
 
Extensive research indicates that unmet educational and mental health needs are significant causes 
of truancy.10 Accordingly, it is critically important for truant students to access support services as 
soon as possible. The passage of a few weeks before a truant student receives services – what might 
seem to an adult like a reasonable delay – can make all the difference to a teen who is struggling 
academically, socially, and emotionally.   
 
H.B. 6499 would help reduce truancy and improve academic success by requiring schools to file a 
FWSN within thirty (30) calendar days after the failure of a parent or guardian to cooperate with the 
school’s attempts to solve the truancy problems. Connecticut law already requires schools to file 
FWSNs to report failure of parents or guardians to cooperate with their efforts to reduce a student’s 
truant behavior.11 This amendment to the law would simply help ensure that students access CSSD 
and/or other agency support services in a timely manner.  Although this time limitation would 



 

represent a significant improvement over the status quo, Connecticut Voices for Children supports a 
much shorter time limitation of 5-10 calendar days.   
 
In addition, H.B. 6499 would include a requirement that the student’s parent or guardian be notified 
by mail of the legal consequences of unexcused absences. Such notice is critical to helping parents 
and guardians understand the seriousness of truancy. In addition, we recommend that the notice be 
provided in both English and in the primary language spoken at the child’s home, as Connecticut 
data suggest that Latino students experience significantly disproportionate rates of absenteeism.12   
 
In short, given the connections between truancy, increased drop-out rates, low academic 
achievement, and increased crime and drug abuse, Connecticut Voices approves of efforts 
designed to identify truant students and help them quickly and effectively improve their 
attendance record. Accordingly, we support the truancy-related changes recommended in 
H.B. 6499. 
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