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Still, it seems, "baby bonds" were apparently considered so vital that it overrode concerns about 
the difficulty convincing the Legislature to raise taxes in a highly charged political year when all 
120 seats are on the ballot. 

Even Murphy's defense of the proposal seemed strained as if he recognized the optics of increased 
spending in a period of shortages and instability were less than appealing. The pandemic, he said 
accurately, had created a disproportionate hardship in minority communities and setting aside a 
guaranteed nest egg for the younger generation will help ease that burden and potentially head off 
misbehavior even if it's nearly 20 years in the future. 

His budget quickly drew criticism from disparate quarters - as budget proposals normally do -
but there seemed no point in needlessly drawing political heat by asking for additional spending 
on a program which hasn't been thoroughly vetted and for which there's been no discernible effort 
to build public support. 

While the "baby bonds" didn't land with a dull thud in the Legislature, it didn't generate a burst of 
enthusiasm either. With $1 billion in tax increases on the table and no guarantee approval of all of 
it will be forthcoming, Administration staffers with responsibility for lobbying the legislative 
leadership will have their hands full and attention concentrated. 

All involved recognize the unprecedented environment that's been created by the pandemic, the 
most serious public health crisis in a century, and that dealing with it demands hard and 
potentially risky political decisions. 

Senate President Steve Sweeney (D-Gloucester) and Assembly Speaker Craig Coughlin (D
Middlesex), in whose hands the budget now rests, pledged a fair hearing and a desire to work with 
the Administration along with the customary" everything is on the table" caveat. 

It's likely the "baby bonds" proposal will occupy a prominent spot on the table. 

Either the state faces an existential crisis that demands an unprecedented response or it does not. 
Business as usual, including hanging spending items on the budgetary Christmas tree, should be 
out of the question. 

Whether opening state-supported savings accounts for children is sound public policy can be 
debated and decided in the Legislature in a less frenetic and pressure-filled atmosphere, one in 
which the governor can make his case for its value. 

The sincerity and motives of its proponents is not in question, but in the current climate it is 
impossible to assign any sense of urgency to the idea. 

As for now, it's an idea whose time hasn't come. Odds are a majority of the Legislature will see it 

that way as well. 
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