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WALLINGFORD - Legislation passed by the General Assembly earlier this year does not require local 
police departments to install a prescription drug drop box and instead allows municipalities to receive 
reimbursements if a box is installed.Some residents and members of the Coalition for a Better 
Wallingford have questioned Mayor William W. Dickinson and Police Chief Douglas Dortenzio about the 
lack of a drop box in town.  
 
The coalition, formed in 2013, consists of community leaders and parents working to prevent drug 
overdose deaths in town. The group originally viewed the new law as a way to get a drop box installed, 
but is now disappointed.The state Department of Consumer Protection clarified the new law in a recent e-
mail.The "only two differences between the voluntary drop box program and the new law is that the new 
law (officially) recognizes the drop box program in the State of Connecticut under the Department of 
Consumer Protection. (It also allows the state to) appropriate funds to assist local municipal police 
department either purchase a drop box or receive reimburse if box has already been purchased. No 
other differences. The program is still voluntary."Language in the bill originally said the installation of a 
drug drop box would be required for every municipality.  
 
Rep. Mary Fritz, a Democrat representing Wallingford and Cheshire, was one of eight co-sponsors of the 
bill. She said Thursday that when the language madeSee Drugs / Page A5 From Page A1the drop boxes 
mandatory, "it wasn't going to fly.""That's why we put the money in consumer protection - to make sure 
that though it was optional, there was money there for (the towns) to build the boxes," Fritz said, referring 
to a $50,000 fund with the Department of Consumer Protection.Rep. Mary Mushinsky, D-Wallingord who 
also co-sponsored of the bill, said the language was changed by Rep. Elizabeth Boukus, who represents 
Plainville and New Britain."What Representative Boukus is doing - and she may be on the right track here 
- is starting with the incentive, or money. It takes away the excuse of cost and see how that works," 
Mushinsky said.  
 
Cheshire, Southington and Meriden all either have a prescription drug drop box or will soon have one 
installed, according to the state.In the past, Dickinson and Dortenzio said they were concerned about 
costs associated with maintaining the box, as well as safety.Dickinson could not be reached for 
comment."Our position hasn't changed," Dortenzio said Thursday.  
 
"Law enforcement is a poor substitute in what amounts to a simple personal responsibility to dispose of 
drugs that you purchase in a prudent fashion."Ken Welch, a founder of the Coalition for a Better 
Wallingford, said the change in language is "extremely disappointing.""From where we're standing, we 
just can't see the reason to not make this happen," he said. "It's extremely frustrating."Rich Figlewski, 
owner of the Dry Dock, questioned the changed language in the bill. The Dry Dock, 68 Quinnipiac St., 
serves as a cafe and supports recovering addicts and other people seeking a substance- free 
environment."What's the point of passing a law that people can ignore?" he said. Figlewski said he and 
the coalition will continue to push for the town to install a drop box. Mushinsky, who regularly meets with 
the coalition, said she would try to change the language. 
 
Frank Apuzzo, the Republican candidate running against Mushinsky in the 85th District, said he supports 
having a drug drop box in town, "as long as it's installed to the proper specifications and in a place that 
provides anonymity for people.""I also think the education of proper health disposal needs to be 



addressed, as well," he added. "But if there is a grant that the town can apply for, I don't know why we're 
not pursuing it."Richard Abbate, the Republican candidate running against Fritz in the 90th District, said 
he isn't "wildly opposed" to the bill."I don't think it's a bad thing," he said of the bill. "I just think there are 
other ways to solve this problem. We need to look outside government to solve these issues." 
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