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HEARIHGE BERORE THR
QONHITIEG O T JUDIGIARY
O HOUSE BILL 977,
fpidoy, Web., 26,0t 21185 P M,
The Cholrmant fog thoere sny one heve in favor of the
measure?
M. ﬁenmayz There ore a number here opposed to i,
Yhe Chairmeni: Ve will meke a record of that fact, I
there appesrs to be any occmwion for a hearing, we will endenvor
to pgive you o change to he heard, Yo would raether not hear

it unlens it is necessary.

Thursday, Mareh 4, at 23156 P4,
Representative Willismsoni I eppear for jouse Bill

¥o, 7%, which repeals ﬁ@étian 3816 of the general sitetutes,.
Ko, 3916 was passed in 19035, It was firet oalled to the
publiels atbtention at the session of 1909, At that bime
the Howland situation came up in Bridgeport. The Howland
bry Goods Gompeny run a deporbtment store and they have thelr
private electric plant, which ig wmore then sufficient fox
thelr own purnoses, They nave the vpporitunity to sell to
the neighbore and the nelighbors wanted to buy because they
could purchase at o lower rate than they get from the local

COMpPRTLY « In 19G9 the right was extended on the part of
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privatenanufacturers to gupply properity within the block,
Thal met the Howland situation) they were pérfecﬁly satisfled
and gbsepted the oroposition of the coamltiee. How, undarp
the present law, iT A,owning o building on one gide of the
street aad another one on the other side of the street, and
he has a plant in one of thew, he can extend o pipe line and
supply hig other builiding, If be haos wmore than he needs for
himself snd hes a nelghbor scross the street who wants to buy

+

from him, he cannot run o pipe acroas the street and sellto
him, I think it is pexrfectly obvious that the wan who has
the nyivate planid ought bo ave the right to zelil to his
neighboy. I think it ought %o be a right on the part of
e neighbor to get it 1f he mees £it.

The Cheirman:  Mr, Williomgson, it seems that Mr. Hyde
and Senator Kkett - that we sgreed to let My, Henney and
others know when this matiter wes reb down,  They haventt
had notice of this hearing today. Under the olrounsisnces
would you just ag aoon e

Hr, Williswason: .i would 1like lto have My, Yheeler
neard, I am perfectly willing to have it set down for another

he

\J

aving and let Judge H@nnﬁy md Judge Beers be henrd, I
would like Hr, Wheeler to say a word, I got notice through

the melil and I assumed everybody else hnd,
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BMR, He 8, WHERELER, of Bridgenort: Hr, Ohaliman and

gantlemen, I wos nresent when the cmmyramlss that Me, Yilllons

is speaking of was made, That was not made, I an sure,

becanse it was lp accordance with the Jjudgment of the pare
tles before whom the hearing wos Pad, but it wes sccepted
becnuse we were told it wes all we gould get., It afterwapd
trangpirved that 1t was not so, oot of the Commibties were
in sympethy with 1% and would have gupported the eaell for
the reneal of the LIilL,  Then it wan hrought up alterwardg
it wes stated there was no general demand oy ite revpeal,
Of eouvrse there was not bhe general indignotion wroused thet
blere Am& been before that, se there was not the genernl demand
expraegsaed, but o demend avises every once in a while and it
is general, beceuse whon aome enterprise ig etoarited they have
not the same righte as othew tovms o neighbors who ore Lo
gated on routes just over the line, The property holder of
one locnllty is handicaopped because his nyam@*~y is not
available for o service that his Triends or neighbors have,
OFf course there are n thousand and one srguments, but it is
generally asid « I know 1t was olaimed when this fivet lew
wan yaﬁsed = fuat it was on aacount of the danger of ellowing
@very one to handle electiricty for power oy Light. ﬂéw

Whinge are very different from what they were then., It




hag worked dn thie way, that the monopoly hae nolt token

proper gure of elegtrical instellatlon, and in pluaces where

5

there 19 no competition and the work of ilngtalliotion is in

o

P

the hande of a few people, it il wmore Gﬂ?ﬁi@ﬁﬂ&y dope and
theve is worve danger, ag won evidenced in o few cnses wheve
firve started not oo very Long ago. That is the way it wovks,
so thot argument is done awvey with.
Then 1t was stated that the controlling company would
not egxereoise any btyrannianl inflm@nae;'that they would not
interferve wibth enterprise, but people who are storiing large
enterprises do not wish to have ﬁ@ei@ copital Jeoporvdized by
living undexr the sufferance of any cowpany. They want thelr
vighte, if they are going to invest lergely ln any new enteres
prise and thelr properby ahmﬁl& have the gome rights as the
towa or towng, instend of being cut off by some luaginary
iine of land or population for which there ip wnot the
alightest baeis, OF eonrse thin woe done so thoel the law
yould not have the opposition of the represenitetives of the
smnller places, Ror a grest nany yesrs new enterprices
have puffersd on sovount @f thin law sud I think 1t should
be very eoreiully considered,

Mr, Taylor: In velation bto the public utilities

thet now furnish electrialty, are they requirved to safeguard
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life and property?

My, Wheeler: Nob that I koow of; I nevey heard of it,
I krow that they do not use ordinsey precautions. In other
plaged, Lor instenne in Hew York, they caanot make en installoe

tdon but what hes pome wort of sofeguards around it, but in

opy town theve ig nothling of thet kind, Thay are givea the
use of %%@ streets Tor thelr swbways and condults wibhoud

any aﬁmw@ﬂmﬂbaun vhatevey ., In Mew York statve 10 the gompany
makes aoplication for the use of o sitreed or subway oy cone
anibes they sey , yeg, you esan have ouy sireadts bhub you gauned
mogopolise them; you must provide what will be rvemived by
others and you must let then have thoat ot some reasonoble
abe ., e the cpse in Rﬁé@géger@ ig thig « they sre given
the upe of the streebowith no conditions whetevar, it
hoppenad in this last gsesgson thalb the tusiness neople of the
town wished bto indtall what they ealled o white way, thatb

A9 o thorovgh illuminatieon of the medn slreets; they called

upon the public compeny to do it, The publie company eaid,
yes, we aun do that, but it will be o very vostly eoperntion,

.

Yo have got Lo wmoke pew ponduite snd subways and teny un all

the streets fop tlwﬁg Yhen we sald you alyesdy have the sube
ways and condulie, they weld we want those conduits for ouw
nadural growth and we eonnoet put thise dats them) therefove we

want this extre cowpensation for doing thab. The nublia had




giﬁam then the uge of the sitreets for this very purpose and
they turned right eround and d@nied it snad denied the use of
it again for the very use the pubiia wanted of it. There are
hundreds of instances I aoﬁ&d give but I won't delay you to
ligten %o m@xe; I thauk you,

Mr. HWilliomson: This right already exiastas under in
wowns under 10,000, The statute only anpplies to ﬁ@wn%
exceeding 15,000, If the right exiets in one town, why
not in another.

The Chalrman: Would you prefenr to he hesrd now
while you are &b 149 If you want Judpe Henney tm aome i,
we are bound to give you notice,

Mr, Willismsons ALL »ight,
Vednesday Hereh 17, 81106 P,

T s, P T Y . 2 Ty 0}
Ihe Chal¥man: wye pirgt wmatter on the List this

afternoon will bake oulte some time, There are one op
two athe%ﬁ whigh I belleve ave very shorbt, The atinrneys
who. 2re here would like to be heard and g@% BYY o It has
been our cusbom to hear capes in the order in which they
have been asaipgned, I, bhowever, those whm'@ra presend
and iat@r@a%@d in & long metteyr ave willing to walve their

rights &ﬁﬂ pemnlt shord uaatcr& %0 be heard, it will be an
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pocommodatlon to them and it will be & Little relief to

the Cormilttee.

Hy. Henney: I think most everybody here ls inteprw
egted in those other matiters, Ag Tar ag I an concernead

I am perfeatly willing to hove that course taken,

M, Banls I wish %o spesk on the blll »roposing the
rapeal of gection 89148, |

The Cheirmen: Is theve ony one here who would object
bo baking up House Bill Ho. 977 first® If not, we will
assume that everybody ig apreed to it.

Hie Bonksg: 1 am obliged for the eourtesy of the
Gommittee; also for the courtesy manifested by gentlemen
who are here ln relation to the other measure, in vermitting
g to go shead out of orxder, I appear foy Mr., Samuel
He VWoeeler of Bridgeporty one of the lavgest proverty owners
in oup section of the stete, a gentleman who was formerly at
the head of the VWheeler and Vilson Sewing Machine Conpany
before 1t was sold out Lo the Singer veople, He hag, I
think I may fairly say, done more to improve busine%a real
estate in ﬁridg@yarﬁyﬁh&n axy other ope man, He is s
resldent of the town of E%iﬁfiald and has &Léw been o pub-
Lie benetfactor to that town. Thir ile,of course,merely
preliminary., I may sy thet he feelp very deeply and

eayneatly obout this nessure and Tor this reason,
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In the ©irst plage, can anything be sald in favor of
tiiia leglslatlon? It wos adopbed, T think, in 1893
originelly at o time when becsuse the general acsembly woas

rather esay in pewmitiing matiers to go through in favor of

apeglal intevests, In 1909 on atbeok was made upon thig
Law. L remember 1t very well « I wap wot on the comuittee

at the time, but I was spesker and 1 vemomber the disoussion
in relation to it. The injustice of the law woe cledrly
pointed out then, bul those who were here asking itg repend

were puocifiied by an amendment of the Law which took care of

23
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them, In caryrying out that course of procedure, it was
srended by chapter 28B4 ol the public aots of 1900,

How, to illustraotbe, Mr, Vheeler's view of il is that
ia subgtence this law creates a defect in the title of hisg
raal estata, That 1s, of course, atating it broadly, bub
in o sense it does, Tor he connot use hisg resl estate to
the full adventoge thot he would like bto use it. He owng
the Dtretfield Hotel, a loxge hotel which hag, &8 I undere
sbond 1t, o privete Lighting plante Two short blocks
distant be owne on Maln Street in Pridpeport an exbrenely
valuable olece of buaiﬁ@ég property uninmoroved, He
desires to improve thed vroperiy, putting & large business

building upon it and he desives to supply that second
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building with electricity fpom the one plant, bubt this law
ahands in the way of his doing it. Vhy shodldn®s he have
pernigsion Lo supply hig two pleves of wnroperby in olose
proximity to each other with one plant? There is no
reoason ol wll excepl,of aonrse,the reason that the law giving
the pub;ié wtillty sompany which is Lighting the ity of
Heidgeport the right, does not permit him to do i,
The Chadran:  Ie thet o concrete ouse or an illusityobiony
Fre Banka: X% ig by way of illustrotion, That i nob
the oniy illmatratimﬁ L eomld give in relation to Wr.
ﬁﬁ@@l%?’% Q?ap@a%y,‘ Ite ovmg other business property which

he would Like to trest in the samne way., Bubt on genersld

pringiplen, entively aside from MNr, Yhoelerts intecvests,

< Y

there ils nothing that truthfully and falerly cen be said

in behall of this law, nothing at all, exeept that it grante
2 wonopoly which the compony vwho enjoys it would Llike iohove
continved, I don't critiocise the company Torx liking to
neve it econtinued,« that is bumen nature, but thet is the
oenly bthing that can be gald iu favor of the law, Hothing
else ever has been sald in faver of it, Hothing wag ode
vengad four yeays sgoe and nothing else gan be advanced in
its fevor. It exbitrarily drawe an lmagioary Line ayound
towne hoving 15,000 inhablbants and puts them in one class,

"

and 2ll towns below 1H,000 in snother cluss, That was
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done begauvse when 1t was poaped %ﬁ%g desired the support
if the representabives Lrom those townsg heving less thon
15,000 population end they secured 1t, but there is no
logical reapon thet can be advanced why tewms of 15,000
should be placed in one oclass and towns below 15,000 put
in snother claga,

How, to illusirate sguln. The towan of Horwallk leg
periaps o striking illua%raﬁiam, Phat town le vexry close
to thet population of 15,000, and people who have thelr own
plants theve, when the tmwﬁ beoornes of more than 15,000
population as it probably soon will, will be adversely

affected,» their cirvcumstanses will be changed by the

operabion of the law, Take the town of Falrfield ap an
illustretion, That town is now growing by leaps and

hounds,  Only within the past two or three years has 1%
gone to grow vapidly, In 1900 it had about S,QQQ populae
tlon., How it has practically L0O,000 and in five yeanrs will
doubtless go beyond the 185,000 period, Some fooctories srve
being started there. Yhy should they be differently
affected the minute the town in which they are locited goes
beyond the 15,000 mark. There isn'i any reason for thot
arbitrary provision of the statutes that ftwae towms Be of
16,000 should be treoted one way but towns below 15,000

should be treated the other way,

A
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I may say without guestlon that this lew would have
been vepealed in 1909 except that the pentlensn who wes oroe
posing the repeal baoked dowm because it was omended to toke
gare of the nartleular situstion whioh those who come here in
favor of the bill,happened to vepresent. Kow, it‘@ugﬁt e
be vepenled; it ought to be repealed for the good of the
aommunlty at lavge, I think I Imow how fair this commithee
i snd I don't ecave Lo amplify it for I have stobted in o Beners
al way the ressong why it should be repealed.

e, Beers:  Ag Brother Banks has sort of localized this
gitu&tién, placing 1% upon Dridgport, and as I am connetted
with the United Illuminating Uompany vhilch furnishes light in
Bridgport, it in perhaps very proper that I should apeak Tirvst
in regard to the matbter, I think it ig perhsps unfortunate
that Bgother Bankes ghould spesk sbout ¥y, Samuel i, Yheeley,
who, 1%t is brue, ds & taxepayer in the city of Sridgport slse
in the town of Foirfield, ond o large taxepayer; but 1f it
is 2 guestion of tares, I would say to the committee thalt the
United Illuminating Company is the seocond lavgest tanpayer
intie ¢lty of Bridgport, while Hr, Damuel Yheelew,in cam@a&i%@n

to the United Illunidnsating Company is very smellindeed, o

plamy in the matter of baxaws, The penibleman apeke of his
desire to conneet hie propertles, I think if he wad made

inguiry, he would have found that ¥r. YVheeler has connected




his property wpon the opposlite side of the atresl from
wiloh his hotel standg,

By, Banke! ‘Thet is not the oreperiy I refevred to,

My, Beers: le has already connected it without the
warrant of lawi he hap slmply done 1t and yet uno one has ¢one
plained of that, I don't speik of 1t se o nabtbter of cowmplaing,
but he has other properties in whieh he 18 interested in other
porteof the city, and so he im interested in having this law
vepealed so that he can ubllize hisg glenise that he hag in other
vroperties in various parts of the elty, not sloue for furnishe
ing electriclty and vower foxr his own building, but Tor the
purpose of furnishing elegtricity and powey within the iwmmediate
vielndty of all these buildings of his, without having the
expensge and without being under the burdens that the electric
Light company is under in doing that same work. The motive
for &b is very aleay « it is purely o pérsonal matbter ond not
one sctuated b o desire Tor the publie good, Thet ie all
L vore to say sbout that vhase of 1t

Hr. Peasley: Vhat expenge oy buvrdens do you refer to
that he would esgaype,
A The matter of PBles upon streets and the maintenance of
wires in the openy ULhe matier of conduls in streebs, ve we

sre B obliged to have inthe city of Bridgport costing thousends
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of dollars per mile to place wires sbove the surface of

the street and underground for the probtection of the public,
Those burdens he would not have to beay, How the purpose of
this low was very evident, ‘

In gities of 15,000 ighabitants or under, it is not
Likely that there would be more than one electric light
GOMPARY »  Phere would not be any ineentive to sny speoulator
to gome in and eetablish a gecond light company, becauss no
community having 15,000 population or less could furnish busie
ness that would vay the running expensaes of twe electyic
Lipght vompanies, let alone one. THen agein it was for the
purpose of giving people who were inaelined to lavest their
money in this public utility, some thought of an assursnce in
ragard bo thelir jinvestments of money. ¥oat of you gentlemen
are old enought to know thet the clectric Light business, like
the telephone busineas in its infancy, was looked upon by
suspicion by investors. People did not belleve in either
gnge that these inventions would make any money for the ine
vesntor, so they hesitated sbout investing their money in ene
terprigses of this charaoter. The law was fTor the purpose of
glving stability o the corvorablons that should @nggg@ in
this business. S0 people came, for instanece, into & community

like Pridgeport and invesited thelr money under thils law, and
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upon the foith of the law, in an elegtvyrie light plant, and
provided a plant with all the wodern improvements capable of
supplying that commwunity. hey hove invested Llarge sums of wm
money in dolng that, wpon the faith of this bill, thet thelw
investments would mmy be in some way probected,

How there ls no compalint, sertainly not in our Commtity -
there i wo complaint that the elecgric Light companies are
not trg&timg the people fairly and that fov that rosson there
should be & change in the law, There s no reason exoept
that some one wishes to get in and get sonme of the fruits of
the labors and of the imVQ@ﬁmamt of these people who went into
thig eompany and into this business when its outeome was
doubtinl .,

CApadn, 1t seeme to we thob the object of the law was that
in the lavger communitiss the genersl sssembly of this state
ahould have some conbtrol overtne use of the gtrects and the
manneyr in which they should be usged and vho ghould earyy on
the business in these communities, »~ so I say that for all of
these ressons the low ought o be repealed, I don't think
the gentleman can produce a witness who will show that the
interests of any community have been injured by the feet ithat
thig lew ie on Lhe statute books,end that the only time it
has been atitacked hag been when sonme private individual de=-

sired for his own personal gain to come in and make o lititle




16,

money ¥ he could out of the situstion, Tha Llaw ag it stands
is a protection w0 the people who have invested thely money,
Ib works %o give to the commnities to which the law applies
batter plants and betteor service than they could get 1f there
were dompetlin companlies, You gentlemnen of course know

the faota that whér@ there are competing companies in wmabttery
éf agfﬁg telephone or sleotdle light, or whatever 1t nay ba,
that the competitlion is not for the beneflt of the community
in which they sye locabed, The service you get iz not oe
good a geyvice se that renderved by the gingle company, In
adddtion ta all of tunt, i there were a cause of ommplaint
ageingt the elevtric lipght gowmpany or companies; that they
did not furniah sdequate and proper gserviee, or that thelp
charges were unreasoneble, there is a tribunal in the stete
of CGoanectieut to which they cen go end get vellef; but thatb
the people wre savisfied is evident from the fact thet there
are no such spplicatlong,

Ve nay, if the comuitted please, that it would be an
inJustice to the peole who have put thelr money into these
coxpoxntions which &f@”@m@agad in this vuginess, and have built
ap thedd planis pod ave sble and willing bo furnish all of the
commodity that is reguired afd atb @@aaanﬁbl% prices, and thraw}

the matter open to a general competitlon,
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Mrs Hyde: if this were pepesled would e privete
individual have no right to erveet poles or gitving wives
on the street@ithout the sonsent of th@‘manicipaliﬁy?

Mrs Beera: No, siv,

Hr. Henney: ¥es he would, why not¥

Yr, Beers: The wight to do it winhtout the gonsent of .
the munieipality?

He.Hemney: Yes, If thla went off the siatute book what
law is there %o compel him to get the consent of the runiel-
pdl, Lty

e, Beers; The municipalbiy posgibly would not have
anything to do with i, At the present time the gonsent
of the munielipelity must be obtained before any wirves oy
poles can be erested inthe streeb.

Yy, Hemey: There are ceritoin elity charters to that
effect, but thet is not frue universally,

Mr, Bears: And that the gonsent of the ol ty must be
obhsined in order %o plece conduite in the sitreet.

e Ba@k:‘ I wes golng to vk a wuestion that went eny
further. Vould they have any vright Ho vut poles and wirves

in the street anyway, even with the consaent,-a private

individual?
¥r, beews: My undergtending of the low la that the prope

erty owner hes sowmethigg to sey sbout thet.
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Mr. Henneys Suppose yvou got the consent offthe adjoining

proprietors te put hie wires higﬁ enough so they would not
interfers with public travel » what bas the municipality got
o do with it%

Mr, Steddaprd: Under the present law can an individual
gonatruet wires acrose the ptreet to snotherpleae of propepdy,
aaauming he ovwny preperty on both sides of the sitreety

¥r, Beers: Ho, siyv.

Hr, Henney: I think you ere mistaken sbout that.
Hr, Stoddard: I am thinking of Malley & Cowmpany of

Hew Haven, who owned property on bodh sides of the stveetl.
& & matter ol fact, they are aonn@a%@d; but 4t may be a
qurention of law whether bhey can lepslly do so éz not.
Is there any objeotion on the part of your sompany t0 exe
tending the law go that NMelley & Gomoony could extent their
wires aorosg the streebt?

Up. Begers: I am speaking of Bfidg@pért a&&ma,' I say
as to us, that we are not in favor of extending this law
50 88 to boke away the income of the COMPELLy .

My, Stoddord: I gothered that from your atbiibude,
I didn't know vhether thers was By serioas objeotion
to extending the lew so thobt en individual user could light

all of hip pProperiye
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By, Beers;: Yherever it mighﬁ be situated?
Mr, Stoddard: It would have to be within e given radius
of coursge,
Hr, Beers; In pragtice an objJection ls never nade,
Certalnly for our people I should not wish o nee it 1@galizéé

K

Kr. Hehmey: Wr, Chairoon end fentlemen, 1 oppesr for the
Haruford Xlectvic Light Comnany, and we are very earnestly ope
voned to the propesition to repemlihis law. There is a

point which has not been touched upon that I think had a great
deal to do wlth the powsage ef the law in the flret place,
Bleotnd azusg off eourse, is a highly dengerous commodity to
doad with, and every electrie Light cowmpany in this siote

and every eleotrio power dompany in this state knows that Lo
thaly sorrow, You are liable bo de very grave damage to
g@rcon anad preperty by transmitting through the highways

or any where else currents of electriolty, and it is only

the public convenlence and negeselity that want a compunity

in teking sny such risk. How, in answer to one of the
Committee's inquirles, as to whether there is sny objeation

to & man running & wire acvose the sityveet from one plece of
properiy to enother, I must expreesn the objection, that you
are allowing any i?f@@p@ﬂ%ibi@ individual to use the highways

£3 A

for the purpose of conveying acvogs them and under them and
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above them this very donperous commodityd  You eve exe
poslng to the wisk of Tire and 1é$m,af life and injuries,
the citiseng, 1f it 1g handled in o recklens way.

How vt doen this law propose » whot ie there that is
unjust or unfair sbout it? It simply says that so long og
any oune wishes to heve the privilege of usling the highways
far the transmission of o current of elsctricity, he shell
to the legleloture and get speclfic cuthority for doing 8o,
reeégniziﬂg the dangerous choraster of the cument which is
transmltted in these wives. - You might hove o wire wrunning
from one building to sncbher across the stroeet owned by the
spme party, snd that might commnicate a conflagration to

that seation of the bown. The poyty might not be able to

ragpond in demsges ond 1t mdght be his own fault; i it
might be his method of operaiting 14, or the method of

sonstruction, end there would be o lose possibly of Life or
property asnd nobody liable because nobody was of sufficient
responaibility to nay. How you are going to let loose that
kind of an animal upon the highways of Connectiocut. L am

in saying
eighty 1 think you will say, gentlemen, that there ig renson
in thia btoo, awnd the resson is apoarent on the face of it,
That law ss8 amended by chapter 2B4 of the pencrasl slatutesn
ia as followse:

(Fudge Henmey read chopber 264)
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It simply says unless you get spedilsl outhority from

the lepgisleture, you muet keep thig deangerous curvent oud

£ the highways, Thet io all it ssys, and yet it lg proe
posed to repeal that, How ia theve any protection to the
public using the highway ogainat dawage to person and propevty
' )

from this highly dengerous commoedity whioh they nropse to
put throuch the wires? Vihat s the remedy? It there iz a
sdtustion where the law presses somevhal heavily, lebt thenm
gonme to the 1@gislatuyé ondy as the law saya, end get thely
autﬁcrity of this glééﬁria gompany, and let them iancorporate
it &%m wat to.,  Hr, Vheeler nay be all right, very carveful
sad highly vegponsible; his sugcessor enbtlitled to thalt prop-
erty way be entirely lirrespmmsible. This thing they ask
you to sengblion might kill people or destroy property and
nobody would be found who could respond in demages. That

. well
is the reason of this law. I take 1t bto be preliy sete
tled thot the munielpality has in these highwoys simply a
ripght of way, with a right to use them for ohssing and re-
pasaing and such other purposes og the municipalities way
naturally require, But the suprewe couyt of the sitebe of
Gonnectiocnt has sald that by the condesmation of that land
for highwoy purposes the ocommunity dld not take pay for the
right to ereot poles and wives in the highway snd that 1f

snyvbody wants to evect poles and wires in the ,,z;wa the;
B £



must get the consent of the adjoining proprigtor, I
kuow th@t law sonetines 4o my great arief - the concerns
that I am interested ln have been up and sgainst iy over
and over sgain, They camot put anything in the highway
in the shepe of o pole or wire wihtout gebting consent of
the adjoining proppietor, You have got before you this
afternoon o proposition to require that that consent shall
be @vidana@d in weiting, signed by the party to be chavged,
amount
or it won't hedkd to snytlhing, 1t won't be valids  You have
@ot that before you this afterncon, Uader the low ns it is
a man ownlng on bobh sides of the highway can put bis wire
where 1t will not obsiyuvet publio travel - con pub his wire
atross there and nobody can stop him, If he cannotb g@t his
m@ighﬁar‘an the other side to gocent to it, he can put his
wive across there ond nobody can ston him, | You arve ashked
to repeal this law and allow Ton, Dick and Harry to go and
fool with this dangerous element end let the comaunity thatb
you represent take the congequances,. I say there is no
penge ov reason, beoasuse there is a glven case where the
operation of the law way be hevah, in repewling thie sitatute,
ather letv the gentlemen gowne here to the lesislature and
aak for the right, That is all they are told to do in
this law they are trying to eliminate, I trust the reporid

of the committee will be unfavorable,
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sny dnstange of trouble arising in a town under 15,000,
Mr, Hemmey:  There may have been. I don't suppose

Suftield has 18,000, has it?

Hye Banks: 1 presume not,

By, ﬁ@mney;‘ Something like thst, Mr, Alcorn would
gount for a great meny » perhaps he would make 1@,@%0,‘b&t

in that eame very serious trauble might avise in the town of
Buffleld or any other towm, but I heven't nny statietios and
I don't suppose you have sa to whether it happened or did not
hapoen,

With all the safegusrds which you have thrown mround the
digtribution of eleotriocity 1vn wvnblic hig&wayé by your oublle
utilitles conmission snd by your expminations snd insnections
1d allihat, = with all that you have very &@@iauﬂ aocidents
nd very great danger to the communitby, %mé it stands to

you let Tom, Dick and

&

aapon that you will have many more if
Haryy do this work,

Mpa 5 toddard; Didatt the public utilities commision
find that the duffield case wes coused by the negllipgence of
the telephone cowmpany?

Hr, Henney: They did not; you are nmistaken about that,
ﬁ@y‘gaiﬁ it wae o gort of bowmbined negligence of the eloctric

ight company and telephone company.
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sny instange of trouble arising in a bown under 15,000,
Mr, Hemmey:  There may have boeon. I don't suppose
Suifield has 185,000, haz i1t?

Mye Banksi I presune nol,

Mr, Hemney: Something like tuet, Mr, Alcorn would
sount for & great meny » perhaops he would meke 1@,@&@,‘%ut
in that ease very serious trouble wight avige in the town of
Sufileld er any other town, but I heven't sny statistics snd
I don't suppose you have sa to whethey it happened or did not
haoopen,

With all th@’%&f@guards whieh you have thrown around the
digtribution of eleotricity dvn vublic highwayé by wyour public
utilitles cormmission and by your exsminations and insnections
and allthat, « with all that you hove vewy &@riauﬂ ascidents
and very great dangey to th@'gcmmunitye and it stands to
reason that you will have mony more if you let Tom, Dick and
Haryy do this work,

Mr. 5 tpddaprd; Dida't the public utilities commisdon
Tind that the Juffield cane wap aoused by the negligence of
th@ telephone company?

My, Henney: They did noty you are mistaken sbout thab,
They seid 1t wae o sort of bombined negligence of the electric

light company and telephone odmpany.
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5 enntor Klati: Who poid the damagesy
Hy. Henney: Hoth of them, Loam very glad that you
agked that questlon, Senantor, besoupe that 1s an answer
to the whole thing. They both of them pald.,
¥r., Book: I don't kaow pe it dg very important ln this
disguselon, but do you undergtand thot a pole can be ergoted in
2 highway wilthout the aonsent of the local suthorvities?
Hr, Hemney: Qhe United O tates Supreme Court has sald
this with reference to postroads, wnd I suppose thet is good
enoust aubthority for any of ue, that they may erect poles and
string wirves In the highway but that thet gives then no
title in the soll at all. It is & merve License and 1f they
interfere maborinlly with the uses of the highway by iha
rmunicipality they wmust zettle with the munieipality and pay
for that diminished uBe., They say that @ha municipal ity
hag nothing to do with 1%, beoause they say that when the
Lond wes condemned for highway purpose it included all th@é@
modern luprovements. Hmfurﬁgﬁ&t@ly the supreme court of the
phate of Connectiout hags diffeved with them snd it s diff@r@ﬂ@@

geomna Lo siead vo to date,
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It is cleimed here,a8 1 underatond it, that this

smondment to the orlginal ech was passed in behalfl of the
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publie, to proteet them fwom injurles which might be inflicted
upon them beeouse of negllgense on the part of any one using
the highway,  Thet originel bill was pasgsed in 1893 when we
were runnify orosy on brelley cherbers md eleotrical

charters of all kinds., You read that original wot mnd 1%

will ot once strike you genblenen - you ave all lawyers -

that you might just s well ppes om agt to prohibit o mon

Trom pelling the produse that he ralses on his farm o his
adjoining nelghbor, or to sitop him from furnishing hay

from his land oy watey from hig mill to his adjoining propricteor
snd say that was constitubtlonal, as to say that you cannod
mepufacture & comnodity, & necesclty of Life,end furnish It

to the man next door 0 M8  OF course when wen did this
throughout the Htate of Gommectient, when they coneulted
counzgel nnd essid: "Hove ¥ a vipght to esteblish o plant in
my store, end con I furnish heat oy light to the adjoiniag
store,”" the lowyers sdvised them to go shead 1€ they woanted
te go Lo the &&pr@me court; that they B@lievaﬁ the aupreme
court would say it wes unconsitutional. That wee brought
tm'th@ pttention o the counsel for the cowpanles and it

was cmended but not for the purpose of protecting the publio,
but for the vurpone of vutting & peg in iﬁ upon which te

hang the ssddle, For that and thot only was 1t smended

that was the only purpose in swmending it. There would have




been no other.
¥r, Taylor: Didn't the smendment proceed on the

theory of police vegulation, of safety to Llife and properiy?

Mr. Valsh:!: That was when they came before the legisla-

ture and asked to have 1t, but the guestlon of coustitution-

ality was not ralded ian the court, on the original act)y had it

been, it would have been at once apparent.

That new legislation was enacted, in my ooinion, for

the purpose of gilving to the cowpany o standing in the supreme

gourt Lf the Gmngtitutianality of the act was attacked on
the ground of ite being classed legislation, by saying that
it was an exercise by the leglslatuyre of the polipa power of
the state of Uonneotlcut to ensble them to protect the

cltizens agalnst irresponsible parties who might use the

streets to the debriment of the public., That was the
purpose, It was not for the purpose of extending the

power which an individual pwoperty ovner might have to all

the other owners in the blook. That was not the ides, but
that was an inoident, - .

fr, Taylor: I presume that there was o sinister
motive back of that on behsalf of those who had charter
rights, The theory of the law itself was of police repgu-
Jation and protection of Life and nroperty.

¥r, ¥olend Y don't kvow what the .theory of the




legisleture was, L oassume that when that smendment was
asked, it was nsked beoanuse they sald to the commititee that
we are extending the vights of ciltisens to & black of various
ovwners where it heretofore hos existed only in the individual
m@ﬁbar of' that bleck and therefore we ave glving away Bomes
thing whilch we wnow possaess, for the benefit of the people
of the state, You ought to allow us to do that, becouse, of
gourge, we seldon do it

I want to say one other thing in relation to thie, It
is, as of course appears on the faée, clazs legislation,
selecting out one particulsy commercial enterprise for pare
ticulayr protection ot the hands of the state as the law
stonds at the present time, and 1t does not extend to all
the other articles that are mmnufa@tur@d by men and sold to
the inbhohitants of the state « 1t pgoes to the mamufacture
of electricity and that alone. In that eense it is elasp
lagislntion. What is the purpose in asking for its repeal?
ALL of you geuntlemen know and my friends here know that no
human beling ever invented s commodity since the dawn of
history that furnishes the eneryy,s bthe aid and the assistance
to mon, which can be manulactured in proportion to itn
quanitity, pst cheoply as electricity, That ia; you ineresse
the gquantity and khs you decrease the price of mmnuf&cturing 

that to a greater extent than any other form of energy that
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men ever dé?igad end harnessed for hisg own use, so the.
larger the plant the lower the cost of the product of that
nlant. They bhave by that very fact which cunnot be lgnored
an economic protection that plages the lavge menufasiturer of
electricity so far in advence of the small menufacturer that
he does not need any protection from you or snybody else
againat cwnmﬁtitar% unliess they approach his gize in the
mamfacture of that srticle. We wakht to have thls large
mpnufacturer go conduct his business that individuals of

the state of Conneeticut will not be driven by his arbitrary
conduct to m&kimg‘it themselves; but that 1f be does so cone
duct himself, then they can manufacture thelir own electricity
aad usme it themselves, ln other wowvds, we want a check
there becaouse there ls no man in the state of Connectlout can
dight his building or a block of bulldings, oy turn power
into his plant and do it ng economicnlly as the Llighting
company cen furnish it to him =« it cannot be done. Therafore
the only effest it will hove upon them is to check their
conduct and the wcts which every citisen of the state feels
that he eshould not be called upon to stand up under and be

forced to zgoenb. 1 think that ought to be considered geri-

ously, The state cannot do them sny haym ond 1t may PO B
Qibly do the people good, It way do them good to have a

salutary cheek placed upon then,
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The Unhzsirman: &fe you egreed with Judpge Henney in
his view, whethier you would like the matter-lefﬁ with no
regulation,; no state regulation?

Hre. Banks: If the committee deom that the public
pafety requires some regulation of this matter, very well «
some yegulation that is individusl, let the commities advipe
it 88 & general law, I don't think there is need of it,
but if the committee find there is, lel there be & genernl law
passed providing for gsuch safety, The feet is there has been
trouble in towns under 15,000, and in towns under 15,000 the
repeal which we are asking for dmswam does nob applys and
certoinly if safety is reauirved in one town it is required in
aﬂeth@r. To be sure there may be some need in greater proe
portion in lovgey towns thon in amell towns, It is evident
the need muet be present in towns of 16,000 ox under, There
are electric light plants in little towans of lé,mmu oxr 12,000,

As I said, there nos been no reason given here except
that these corporvations have ithis right and they want to
retoain it. To be surve they do not vut it in guite sueh blunt
language apg that, They clothed 1t in pleasanter words,
hut analyzed 1t mesans that Jjuast the sanme, Gf courge no one
can put poles on hlghwaye without the congent of the municipsale-
ity; everybody knows that, The United U tates supreme
court mey have held that they don't xe acquire any title in

the land which they occupy, but that is not the aueation at
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all, It is guite true, as Judge Weleh hae said, that
probably the only practical effect of the repeal of thie law
will be to roquire these public corporationd, electyric 1ighﬁ
madxgan compenles to glve more reasonable rates, because, os
Judge Ynlsh well sald, they csn menufacture and deliver elec-
ticty chepper than any small concern and sell the commeodity
at o prmfit; and they hold this statute over the ﬁaadg of the
papple at the present time, That 18 the very purpose of 4t.
Lt hes been used in that wey by the corporation which Judge

Beers vepresents in Bridgeport here, He says you haventi

sny complaints, You can't find snything but complaints
about that company. $ know of no publie service corporation
in Fairfield Gounbty about which complaintis are souniversal
a8 they are about thot corporation, in Iridgepert and in Falre
field, That is eather wide of the mark perhaps, but it is
true that the main purpose of this siotute 1o o usme it as a
elub over corporabtions when they ask for reasonsble rote for
elactric power ov lLighting purpuses,

How, tobe sure, I appear personally for v, Wheeler. I
b%liéve in the general proposition, and I have no hesitancy
in saying thot I urgd the Judiciary Committee to pass it in
1909 and they came mighty neer doing it too, but I appesr
hér% today speclally for Mr. Yheeler, It is true that he

does mmy own & building divectly across from the Stratfleld
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Hotel, Apd it is true « I don't know whether with or
without warrvant of law - 1t ia.trm@ anyway that he is
connected up and is supplying electriclity from one plant
to light those two bulldings. He has tunneled undexr the
highway and there has been no oppositlonto 14, Thie
company did not dare objeot tb it, and whether with or
without warrsnt of law, it is true he has tunneled under that
highwey and is lighting the two buildinga on opposite sides,
But, as I lhave said, he owans other lands a hlock or two away;
he owns & valuablé niege of property losated within a blook oy
two opnd he can get the consent of the municipality ond
everyvody except this electric Llight commany. That statute
stonds in hia way. And he would like to hsve it repealed
in order thal he moy light his seversl pleceg of property aai
is mont econonical Tor him from a centrsl plant, and light the
others from it. %by ghouldn®t he heve it? I know of no
reason at all, |

Mr. Tayloy: Ia there any requirement of the Llaw that
would prohibit the Bridgeport SCompany from discriminating in
Tevor of My, Yheeler? Deontt be shoeked pt the question =
I think you want to know the facta,

¥r. PBanks! I think there might be some trouble with
the publice utilities comnmiseion, if has apny forge at all. Ny

own view ls that that commission won't make sny ovdeyr which it
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tninks may likely take it into the appellate court. I

think 1t does not, as I un@@raﬁamd the law, Assuming that

the law under whieh it s opernting is velid and will stond

any test, then I think the pnawer to youf guestion ies that they
covld not do it without coming in contaet with the public
utilities commission,

Hr. Henney: Juidge Banks, will you pordon me for o
question or two? fen't it a feot that the public wiilities
lew would cover any complaints such as have been slluded to
here = inefficient service, unvessonable vates and digerimina-
Pion and all {thai? The law ltsell would cover it, wouldn't
it,» the law relationg to pmbii@ utilities?

My, Benks? I think the form of the law does cover thai,
HUppose some one has o gerious compladint, = dontt you think :
he would prefer to emart under it rather than travel &ll the
wiyy 0 Hartford and teke it up before the public utilitiles
commivaion?

Wre ﬁénﬁeys By experiense is that he would delight to
gome here and gebt inbo the lime light. One obther aguestion,
tan't it & foot that there was o private conosrn, not an
ingorporated congern, in VWindpor Locks that distributed
electricity across the shreet and that it wade o great deal
of trouble by its wires {alling becmuse they were put up

so lasecurely?
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Mre Banks: I never henrd of 1t.

Mr., Henney: 1 thiok there are peovle in the roowm who
gan tell about it, That is My, Healy'ts town, I don't think
it has over 15,000 inhebitants when he 1g abment.

M Pha;@ax I represont the Nockville snd Yillimantio
gas snd electrie llght company, which furnishes al@é%yicity
end pos Tor Roekville, Willimentle, Stafford Springe and
Willington, and § desire to protest sgoinst the proposed
rapeal of this law, I cone prepared to make a statement of
the reasons why [ moke that protest, but I don't care to
toke the time of the committee znd T wish pardtloulerly to say
that L epprove what has been sdd in opposition Lo the proposed
vevenl , You gentlemen do not cove toheay the sewme ayguments
twice and I egree with you. I wigh 0 register my protests
egeinst the ray@él, There is no section thoat is wiser or
safer to the publisc upon the sitatute books than that section
N RTIN The compenles have been establlshed and have grown
up upon the faith of thabt law and it i6 wnot the time to
knoek thet prop from under them, PTheve is also great dangey
in these smell places, The mont serious accident that hasg
gome to wmy kunowledge within the lusi ten years ccourved in
& town of leas toan 15,000 inhebitants W&%T@.& pirty owning
property endeavored to himself adjust some eleoitric apparatus

and transmit some Tluid from one place to the other beoause
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he wos impatient ebout the arrival of the expert sent by
the company. He thought he could do 1t but it was &
serious acoldent, one of the worst I ever heard of and

he lost his life, Those motters ought to be token into
careful consideration, It is a stetute that people de-
pend upon, the public depend vpon, snd the corporations who
are paying a large smount of taxes must have the protection
which you have given them by their charter. If this is
repealed the benelfite and protection given to them by the
legislature through thelr chartervs are tnken away.

Mr, Beerg: I want to cull the attention of the commitites
to the fact that no complaint has ever reached the publbe
ubilities commission; that our company has never been called
belore thet comminsion, and that 1 think is a sufficient
refut ation of eny claim thatthere have been complaints which
haed any just foundation,

Mr, Stoddard: You speak of the United Illuminating
Conpany?
| Mr. Baers: I do,

Hr, Hemney: The idea is that it ought to have been,
it % is notb.

My, Beers! I know what the gentleman has in nind,

The Chalrmen: Unless we take up the Tivet measure, I

am afraid the little one will be bigger then the big one,




