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HEARINGS HSFOKS TNS 
OOMRITTEE ON I'm: JUDICIARY 

ON HOUSE BILL 777* 
Friday, Feb. 26, at P.N. 

The Chairman! Is the're any one here in favor of the 
me&aure? 

Mr* Renney.; There are & nwaber here opposed to it^ 
The Chairman We will me^e & record of that fact* If 

there appears to be any occasion for a hearing^ we will endeavor 
to give you a. chance to be heard* We would rather not hoar 
it unless it ia neoeesary. 

Thursday, Mareh 4., at P.M^ 
Representative Williamatrn^ I appear for House Bill -

No* ?77, which repeals section 5916 of the geaeraa. statutes, 
No, 8910 waa passed in 1908^ It waa first called to the 
public's attention the session - of 1909* At that time 
the Rowland situation came up in Bridgeport, The Rowland 
Dry Goods Company run a department store and. they have their 
private electric plant, which ie more than sufficient for 
their own purposes, They have the.opportunity to aell to 
the neighbors and the neighbors wanted to buy because they 
could purchase at a lower rate than they get from the loeal 
company* In 1909 the right was extended on the part of 



privatemanufaeturere to supply property within the block, 
That met the Rowland situation; they were perfectly satisfied 
and &ho@pt$d the proposition of th# eommittee. Now, under 
the present law, if A,owning a building on one aide of the 
street and another one on the other side of the street, and 
ha has a plant in one of them^ he oan extend a pipe line and 
supply hie other building. If he has more than he needs for 
himself and has a neighbor across the street who wants to buy 
from him, he cannot run a pipe across the street and eellto 
him. 1 think it is perfectly obvious that the man who has 
the private plant ought to have the right, to aell to hie 
neighbor* I think it ought to be a right on the part of 
tre neighbor to get it if he sees fit. 

The Qhairxaaa: Mr* Williamson, it seems that Mr. Hyde 
and Senator K^ett ^ that we agreed to let Mr., Henney and 
others -knew when this matter was set down. 'They haven't 
had notice of this hearing today* Under the circumstances 
would you just as soon -

Mr, Williamson; I would like to have Mr. Wheeler 
heard. 1 am perfectly willing to have it set down for another 
hearing and let Judge Henney and Judge Beers be heard. 1 
would like Mr, Wheeler to say a word. I got notice through 
the mail ..and I assumed everybody else had. 



MM,. K. W B K M R , of Bridgeport: Hr. Chairman and 
gantlemen, I waa prooont when the compromise that Mr^ Williame 
ia speaking of waa made. That was not made, I am sure, 
because it wae in accerdanee with the judgment of the pay*-
tî ys beforo whom the hearing was $a.d, but it wan accepted 
because we 'were told it was all wo could get. It afterward 
transpired that it was not so, Moat of the Committee were 
in sympathy with it And. would have supported the call for 
the repeal of the bill# ' Then it was brought up afterwards 
mi it' was stated there was no general demand for its repeal. 
Of course there was not the general indignation aroused that 
there had been before that, so there was not the general demand 
expressed* hut a demand arisce every once in a while and it 
is general, because #ien some enterprise is started they have 
not the oa.He rights as other towns or neighbors who are lo<* 
cated on routes just over the line. The property holder of 
one locality is handicapped because M e property is not 
available for & service that hie friends or neighbors have. 
Of oourse there w e a thousand and one arguments, but it is 
generally aaid ** 1 know it was claimed when thie first lear 
was passed * that it was on account of the danger of allowing 
every one to handle electricty for power or light, Now 
things are very different from what they were then. It 



t^'Y 

has worked in this way, that the monopoly has not taken 
proper eare of electrical installation, and in plaees where 
there is no competition and the worK of installation is in 
the h-*,adn of a few people* it is more earelessly dona and 
there is more danger, as was evidenced in a f#w eases where 
fire started not so very long ago* That is the way it works, 
so,thab nr^u^ont is done away with. 

Than it was stated that the controlling company would 
not exero&ae any tyrannical influence; that they would not 
interfere with enterprise, hut people who are starting large 
enterprises do act wish to have their capital jeopardised by 
living under sufferance of any company, They want their 
rights^ if they are going to invest largely in any new enter* 
prise and their property should have the same rights as the 
town or town*? instead of being oat off by acme imaginary 
line- of land or population for whish there is not the 
slightest baais^ Of ecurae this was done so that the law 
would not have the opposition of the representatives of the 
smaller places. For a great many years'new enterprises 
have suffered on account of this law and 1 think it should 
be very carefully considered* 

Mr9 Taylor: In relation to the public utilities . 
that now furnish electricity, are'they required to :i.-:f(,-<̂.ard 



lifo end property? 
My^ Wheeler: Not X knoi/ of; 1 nover hwrd of it, 

I know that thoy do net nxn; wdi-uv-.-y prea^tt^ o n e I n other 
^laeea^ for instance in he.? XorX^ they eann^t t̂ l̂to nn inatall^ 
tion but wh&t has soma wort oC around it, hut in 
our town there is nothing of ttc.t kind. They ere given the 
ustj of th.o otr--o-fH for tboir nuhwye w d oonduits without 
any oompennr.tion whatever. Mow York etate if the company 
ma^oo th^ une of a etree$ or eubway or eon*-
duite they eay , yea,, you, ean have our etrecte hut you eawiet 
monopolize them; yon .arnet provide what will he retired by 
othere and you must let them have that at eo?ae reasonable 
rate. But the ease in Bridgeport is this * they are given 
the uee of the etreetewith no coaditione whatever. It 
happened in tnin If.wt ̂ n^^on that th-.- l-uninanu people uf the 
town inO ^hot , drrh 
ia a thorou; :h the Mtreetn; thtty oo.ll̂ d 
upon the puhito oohtppî y to ^t. the public C'M^any eaid^ 
yea, we e^n do but i?, 11 be a Vnr.y c^ntly ep̂ o'̂ 'tinn. 
".'o ne^ conduit'! ̂  nd eubwaye and tear up all 
tho Htr^ett) nnM you already h&ve the aub^ 
v/oyn they ̂ uid --w %/̂ nt those conduits for eur 
aaAural growth and we cannot put this into them$ therefore we 
Y/ant thie extra co^peneatiea for doing tiiat. The public had 



igivea them the use of the streets fo? this very purpose mid 
they turned right around and denied it and denied the use of 
it again for the very use the public wanted of it. There are 
hundreds of instances 1 oould give hut I won't delay you to 
listen to more* 1 thank you< 

!&* Williamsons This right already exists under &a 
towns under. 3.8,000, The statute only applies to towns 
exceeding 19*000, If the right exists in one tow, .Miy 
not in another. 

The Chairman: Would yon prefer to be heard now 
whila you are &t it? If you want Judge Renney to some in, 
we are bound to give you netiee, 

Mr, Williamson: All right, 

Wednesday Marsh 1?, %:18 P^M* 

The Chairman; ^ first -.ir.̂-',...- on the list this 
afternoon will take quite, some time. There are one or 
two others which X believe are very short* attorneys' 

who. are here would like to be heard and gat away* It has 
heen our custom to hear eases in.the order in which they 
have bean assigned* If, however, those who are present 
and interested in a long natter are willing to waive their 
rights.and permit short matters to he heard, it will he an 



accommodation to thorn and it will he a little relief to 
the Committee* 

Mr. Heaaey; I think moat everybody here is intey«* 
eated in those other matters?. As far aa 1 am eoaeeraed 
I am perfectly willing to have that course taken* 

Mr* Baaks! 1 wish to apeak on the bill proposing the 
repeal of section 3916* 

The Chairman: Is there any one here who would object 
to taking up houae Bill Hô . 777 firstt If aot+ we will 
assume that everybody is agreed to it* 

HX^^S^&gj, ^ am obliged for the courtesy of the 
Committee? also for the courtesy manifested by gantlomen 
who are hare in relation to the other measure, in permitting 
us to go ahead out of order, I appear for Nr. Samuel 
H. Wheeler of Bridgeport^ one of the largest property owaers 
in our section of the atate, a gentleman who was formerly at 
the.head of the Wheeler and Wilson Sewing Machine Company 
before it wa$ sold out to the Hiager people. He h^s, I 
think I may fairly aay^ done mere to improve business real 
estate in Bridgeport than any other one man. He is a 
resident of the town of Fairfield and has also been a pub-
lic benefactor to that town* This is,of pourse,merely 
preliminary, I may say that he feels very deeply and 
earnestly about this measure and for this reason* 



In the first place, oan w y thing he said in favor of 
tnis legislation? It YAg adopted, 1 thinly in 1898 
originally at a time when because the general asaembly 
rather eaey in permitting matters to go through in favor of 
special interests. In 1909 an attack wee Made upon this 
! w . I' remember it very veil ^ 1 wae not on the committee 
at the time,, but I, wae epeaker and 'I remember the diecueeioa 
in relation to it, The iajuetiee of the law wae elearly 
pointed out th-en, but those who were here asking its' repeal 
-were pacified 'by an ameadHteat of the law whioh took care of 
them. In. carrying out that ooupee of procedure* it wee 
e&eaded by chapter 354 of' the public acts of 1939, 

Now, to illustrate, Mr. Wheeler^c view of it ia that 
in Bubetaaee thie law createe a defect in the title of hie 
real eatate. That ie^ of couree$ stating it broadly, but 
in a eenee it doee$ -for he eaaaot use hie real estate to 
the full advantage that he would like to uee it^ Re own,$ 
the $tratfield Hotel, a large hotel wMeh has, I under-
hand it# a private lighting plant' Two short blocks 
distant he owae on Main Street in Bridgeport an extremely 
valuable piece of baeiaese property uaiiappoved. He 
desires to improve that property., putting a large bueiaeee 
building upon it and he desires to supply that second 



building with sleetricity the one plant, but this law 
stands in the way of hi$ doing it^ Why shagldn^t he have 
permission to supply hie two pieces of property in clasp 
proximity to eaoh other with one p.<..ant" There is no 
reap on at all except,of course, t3K; roan on that the law giving 
the public utility aompany whiah is lighting the eity Of 
Bridgeport the right, does not hermit him to do it, 

The Chairman? la that a concrete ease or an illustration? 
Mr* Ranks; It is by way of illustration* That is not 

the only illustration i eculd give in relation to Mr, 
Mhcaley'e property. Re owns other business property whieh 
ho world liho to traat in the same way. But on general 
priaoipleH, entirely aui.de from Mr<, ''hooler*3 interests, 
there is nothing that truthfully and fairly run he uaid 
in bahalf of this law, nothing at all, except th--t it 
a monopoly whiah the company who enjoys it would like to have 
ecatiHued. I doa*t criticise the company for liking to 
have it eoatiMued^* that is human nature^ but that is the 
only thing that can be said in favor of the law.. Nothing 
else'ever has been said in favor of it. Nothing was ad-
vanced four years ago and nothing else can be advanced in 
itn ff.vur. It arbitrarily draws an imaginary line around 
t^wnn haviiw; 15,000 inhabitants and puts them in one class? 
and all towns below 18,030 in another class. $hat wag 



done beo&use when it was passed they deeired, the support 
if the repyeaentativee from those towns h&ving leas than 
3.8,000 population and they secured it, hut there is ao 
logical reaaoa that o&n he advanced why tows of 18,000 
should he placed in one elaae and towae below 18,000 put 
in another olaga„. 

Now,, 'to illustrate again.. The town of Norwalk 
perinps a striking iiluetratioa. that town ie vexy clcee 
to that population of 18,000, and people THh'o have their own 
pianta there, when the town beeomee of more than 15,000 
population as it probably soon will, will be advereely 
affeetedg.^ their oiroumetanoM will be eMnged by the 
operation of the lav, Take the town of Fairfield as em 
illustration,, That town is now growing by leape mid 
bouRde. Only within the past two or three years has && 
oome to grow rapidly„ In 1900 it had about 6.,000 popular 
tion^ Now it has practically 10,000 and in five years will 
doubtless go beyond the 18,000 period. Some factories are 
being started there. Why should they be differently 
affected the minute the town in which they are loeoted goee 
beyond the 15,000 mark. There isn't any reason for that, 
arbitrary provision of. the statutes that *xa town* Me of 
18,000 should be treated one way but towae below 15,000 
should be treated the other way. 



ii. 

1 may say without question.that this law would have 
been repealed in 1909 except that the gentleman who was pro-
posing the repeal backed down because it was amended to take 
care of the particular situation which those who came here in 
favor of the bill,happened to represent. Now, it ought to 
be repealed; it ought to be repented, for the good of the 
community at large* I'think I know how fair this committee 
la and I don't care to amplify it for I have stated in a gener-
al way the reasons why it should be repealed* 

Rr. Beersi As Brother Banks has sort of localized this 
situation* placing it upon Bridgport, and as I am connected 
with the United Illuminating Company which furnishes light in 
Rridgport, it is perhaps very proper.that I should speak first 
in regard to the matter. I think it is perhaps unfortunate 
that Bpether Banks should speak about Mr* Samuel R. Wheeler, 
who* it is true, is a tax-payer in the city of Bridgport also 
in the town of Fairfield, and a large taxpayer; hut if it 
is a question of taxes, 1 would say to the committee that the 
United Illuminating Company is the seooad largest taxpayer 
intbe city of Bpidgpwpt, while Mr.. Samuel wheeler,ia campwHeea 
to the halted Illuminating Gon^any i;:-. very amalliudood, a 
pifW in iho matter of taxaa. '.'he ̂ entl^nau Hpcke of his 
desire to connect hie properties. 1 think if he had made 
inquiry* he would have found that Nr. Wheeler has connected 



l.g, 

M a property upon the opposite side of the street from 
whioh hiu hotel stundp^ 

BanXs^ Tlwt is not the property 1 referred to.. 
My* Beepp: Me h&a already eonneoted it without the 

w.arr&nt of 2.aMf{ he ha,a simply done it end yet no one. hae com-
plained of that, X don^t epa^k of it ae & matter of oompla,int# 
hut he M a other properties in which he 1$ interested in other 
part oof the oity„ and ee he is interested' in having this law 
repealed so that he oa.n utilize his plants that he hae in other 
properties in various parte of the city, net a-lene for furnish-
ing electricity and power for Ids own building, but for the 
purpose of famiehing eleetrieity and power within the immediate 
Vicinity of all these buildings of his, without having the 
expense and without being under the burdens that the electric 
light company is under in doing that aseae work, The motive 
for it is very .clear * it is purely & personal matter end not 
one actuated by & desire for the public good. That is all 
I ewe to say about that phase of it 

Mr. Peaeley:. What expense or burdens do you refer to 
that ho would escape 
A The matter of upon streets and the maintenance of 
wires in the opent matter of oondu^ in streets, ae we 
are a& obliged to have in the city of Bridgeport coeting thousands 



of dollars per mile to place wires above the surface of 
the street and underground for the protection of the public,. 
Those burdens he would not have to bear. Now the purpoae of 
this law wae very evident. 

In cities of 18,000 inhabitants or under, it is not 
likely that.there would be more than one electric light 
oompayys ^here would not be any incentive to any speculator 
to come in and establish a second light company, because no 
community having 15^000 population or less could furnish busi** 
Hess that would pay the running expenses of two electric 
light companies, let alone one, T&en again it was for the 
purpose of giving people who were inclined to invest their 
money in this public utility, some thought of an assurance in 
regard to their investments of money. Moat of you gentlemen 
are old enought to know that the electric light busiaess, like 
the telephone business in its infancy, was looked upon by 
suspicion by investors* People did not believe in either 
ease that these inventions would make any money for the ia* 
yestor, so they hesitated about inventing their money in ea* 
terprises of this character* The law was for the purpose of 
giving stability to the corporations that should engage in 
this business. So people oame, for instance, into a community 
like Bridgeport and invested their money under this law, and 



14. 

upon the faith of the law, in an electric light pleat, and 
provided a plant with all the modern improvements capable of 
supplying that oomnMRity* They have invested large sums of ma 
money in doing that, vpen the faith of this bill, that their 
investments would ya^ be in aome way protected. 

How there ie no eompalint, certainly not in our community -
there ia no complaint that the electric light companies aye 
not treating the people fairly and that for that reason there 
should be a change in the law, There is no reason except 
that some one wishes to got in and got some of the fruits of 
the labors. and of the investment of these people who went into 
this company and into this business when its outcome was 
doubtful^ 

Again, it eeetae to me that the object of the law was that 
in the larger communities the general assembly of thie state 
should have some control overthe use of the etreete and the 
manner in which they should he need and who should carry on 
the business in these communities;, so I say that for all of 
these reasons the law ought to be repealed. 1 doa*t think 
the gentleman onn produce a witness who will show that the 
intoro:;tr of any coMutumty have been injured by the fact that 
thiu in on tha statute books,and that the only time it 
has been attacked has been when some private individual de-
sired for his own personal gain to come in and make a little 



15. 

money if he could out of the situation, The law ae if, stands 
is a protection to the people who have invested their money. 
33 works to give to the communities to which the law applies 
hotter plants and better service than they could get if there 
wore competing companies^ You gentlemen of course know 
the feeta that where there are competing companies in matters 
of sort, telephone or electric light, or whatever, it. may be, 
that the competition is not for the benefit of the community 
in which they are located. The service you get is not as 
good a service as that rendered by the single company^ In 
addition to all of that, if there were a cause of complaint 
against the electric light company or companies; that they 
did not. furnish adequate and proper service* or that their 
charges-were unreasonable^ there.is a tribunal in the state 
of Connecticut to which they oan go and get relief; but that 
the people are satisfied is evident from the fact that'there 
are MQ such applications* 

We say* if the committee please,- that it would be an 
injustice to the peole who have put their money into these 
corporations which are engaged in this bmainesa, and have built 
dp the^ plants and are able and willing to furnish all of the 
commodity that is required a&d at reasonable prices, and throw 
the matter open to a general competitions 



My* i'§rde.) this were repealed would a private 
individual have no right to ereet poles or string wiyee 
en the streetWithout the soneent of the municipality? 

Mr* B e e w No, oir, 
MP. Henneyi Yes he would, why not? 
Sr* Beers! The right to do it wihtout the consent of. 

the rnunioipaiity? 
Mr.Renney: Yes# If tMe went off .the statute book what, 

law is there to compel him to get the consent of the maniei-
pdL ity? 

Hr, 38eere; The mwioipaltiy yoeeibly would not haye 
anything to do with it.t At the present time the dons on t 
of the municipality must be obtained before any wires or 
poles can be erected inthe street.* 

Mr* Meaaeyi There are certain city charters to that 
effect, but that is not true universally. 

Mr., j&eepe* 'And that the consent of the city must be 
chained in order to place eonduit.$ in the atreet. 

Bae^: 1 wee going to aek a question that went any 
furthers, would they have any right to put polea and wires 
in the street anyway, even with the consentprivate 
individual? 

Mr. ^eere! Ky understanding of the law is that the prop-
erty owner has xemethigg to eay about that. 



My. Kenney3 Suppose you got the consent ofthe adjoining 
proprietors to put hie wires high enough so they would not 
interfere with public travel * what has the municipality got 
to do with it? 

Mr. Stoddard* Under the present law can an individual 
construct wires aeroas the street to anotherpiece of propey^y, 
assuming he'owns property on both, sides of the street? 

Mr. Beers: Ifo, 8ir. . -
Rr* Hennay^ 1 think you are mistaken about that. 
Mr* Stoddard; I am thinking of Malloy & Company of 

New Ha.ven, who owned property on bo&h aides of the street. 
As a, matter of fact, they are connected, but it may be a 
question of law whether they can legally do 90 or not. 
1$ there any objection on the part of your oo^^any to ex* 
toading the law so that Malley & Company oould extent their 
wires agrees the street? 

Mr. Beers: I am speaking of Bridgeport alone* I say 
as to us, that we are not in favor of extending this law 
so as to ta^e away the income of the company. 

Mr* Stoddard: I gathered that from your attitude* 
I didn't know whether there wag any serioae objection 
to extending the law so that an individual user could light 
all of his property* 



MP* Beers; Wheyever it might he situated? 
Mr* Stoddard! It would have to be within a given yadiue 

of course, 
Mr. Beere: In practice an objection is never made* 

Certainly for our people I should not wish to see it legalized 
Mr* Hehney: Mr. Ohairtaan and gentlemen, I appear for the -

Kartford Electric Light Company, and we are very earnestly op^ 
posed to the proposition to repeM.thie law. There ie a 
point which has not been touched upon that I think had a great 
deal to do with the passage of the law in the first place, 
Electricity, of course, is a highly dangerous commodity to 
deal with, and every electric light company in thie etate 
and every cluetrie power company in thie etate knows that to 
thn3 r noyrov. You aye liable to do very grave damage to 
pcrcon and property by transmitting through the highways 
or any whore else currents of electricity, and it ie only 
the public convenience and necessity that want a community 
in taking any such riek* Now? in answer to one of the 
Committee*e inquiries, ae to whether there ie a^y objec-tion 
to a man running a wire aeroes the street from one piece of 
property to another, I must express the objection, that you 
are allowing any irresponsible individual to use the highways 
for the purpose of conveying across them and under them and 



above them thia very dangerous commodity/ Yon are ex* 
posing to the rieR of fire and loss of life and injuries; 
the eitisena, if it is handled in a reckless way. 

Now what does this law orO'.".mo " -.-/hat is there that is 
unjust or unf.-'ir about it? It simply nays that so long as 
any one wishes to have the privilege of using the highway^ 
for the transmission of a current of electricity, he'shall 
to the legislature and get specific authority for doing So, 
recognizing the dangerous character of the ougent which ie 
transmitted in these wires, - You might have a wire running 
fram one building; to another across the Street owned by the 
uaiae party, n that might communicate a conflagration to 
that section of the town* The party might not be able to 
respond in damages and it be his own faulty ^in it 
might be his method of operating it, or the method of 
oonstruetion, and there would be a ipsa possibly of life or 
property and nobody liable because nobody was of sufficient 
responsibility to pay* How yon are going to let loose that 
kind, of an animal upon the hi^hwayn of Connecticut. I am 

in saying 
right, I think you will say, rhatlo^an, that i,h(n.'C is reason 
in this too, and the reason io apparent on tUo faea of ita 
That law as amended by chapter 2B4 of the general statutes 
is as follows^ 

(Judge Henney read ohapter 254} 



. It simply soya unless you get special authority from 
the legislature? you must keep thio dangerous current out 
of the highways* That ie all it eeye, and yet it is pro# 
ppaed to repeal that. How is there any protection to the 
public using the highway against damage to person and property 

o 
from this highly dangerous commodity which they propae to 
put throu#t the' wires? What is the remedy? If there ie a 
situation where the law presses somewhat heavily, let them 
come to the legislature and;, ae the law eaye, and got their 
authority of thia pleotrio eomnony, and lot them incorporate 
if they want to. Mr, Wheeler may ho all right, very careful 
and highly responsible; his successor entitled to that prop-
erty may ho entirely irresponsible. This thing they ask 
yon to sanction might kill people or destroy property and 
nobody would be found who could respond in damagee. That . well 
ie the reason of this law. I take it .to be pretty set** 
tied that the municipality has in these highwaye simply a 
ri&ht of way, with a right to use them for passing and re-
passing and euoh other purposes as the municipalities may 
naturally require. But the supreme court of the etate of 
Connecticut haa said that by the condemnation of that land 
for highway purposes the community did not take pay for the 
right to erect poles and wires in the highway and that if 
anybody wants to erect polea and wires in the highway they 



rnuat get the consent of the adjoining proprietor* I 
know that law sometimea to my great grief * the concerns 
that 1 am interested in have been up and against it over 
and over ',n. They cannot put anything in the highway 
in the shape of a pole or wire wihtout getting consent of 
the adjoining proprietor* You have got before you this 
afternoon a proposition to require that that consent shall 
be evidenced in writing, signed by the party to be charged, 

amount 
or It won't he&* to anything, it won't be valid* Yon have 
got that before you this afternoon. Under the law as it is 
a man owning on both sides of the highway can put hie wire 
where it will not obstruct public travel * oaa put his wire 
across there and nobody can atop him* If he cannot get his 
neighbor on the other aide to consent to itt he can put his 
wire across there and nobody can atop him. Yon are askeg 
to repeal this law .'md allow To% Dick and Harry to go and 
fool with this dangerous element and let the community that 
you represent take the eoneeqpenoes. 1 say there is no 
eenae or reason, because there is a given case where the 
operation of the law may he harsh, in repealing this statute. 
Rather let the gentlemen come here to the !er:3alature and 
ask for the right* That is all they are told to do in 
this law they are trying to eliminate* X trust the report 
of the committee will be unfavorable* 



My*. Hanke: Vopi, hick nnd hnrrj? can fool with this 
mow in tow.-te undo)' m , 

Mr. iionneŷ  I will &nowor that, ^udge Banks, you 
Lrhc <ho 0M,-u-mniti0fi ^f how h?<.voo, *..cr;hiou, 

. i^rhury - ad any o H-or of popu3:'ticn 
X wcn^t take the ti^e of the oomniitte^ to enumerate Lhota -
it is a different thing to string a wire gercee a afreet 
a coswnity of that kind tiian it wo aid be to string a. wire 
acroes tin: street in a cowun i J ̂  e A'artnia^on, Connecticut. 
In the first placet t'-̂' ptopio under it would be 
immensely less than in the other, 1 don't know as you do * 
the origin of that 15$ ooe restriction <!on't care to know, 
but the reason of it ie perfectly apparent upon the face of 
it and that ie, while th:̂ . loAr ̂ i .ht be required in cm^ooted 
centers, it -would not b<-' neceorrery or so neeeacary ô .-.llor 

1 think that ie 3,o,:io end that ie reaaon.. 
f . * ho trouble h, n arieen in these towne under 

Mr,. Renaey: My ey^erience with electricity ic that 
it is never not'?; to ccy that no trouble Iiae ever arisen, or 
that it will n.-<t* If you l-M experience in peyiw; 
oucjA ooî e of the conceruc 1 represent, I don't i-hî !., 
-wuld ri.-hti that ovt tc^ent. 

Xr B̂ Htke: 1 was asking you to tell tho committee of 



;my instance of trouble arising in a town under 18+309* 
Mr^ Honneys There way have been* 1 den'% suppose 

Nuffield has 15,000, has it? 
Hr* Ban'hsa I presume not. 
Mr* Keanayi Something like that* Mr* Aleorn would 

count for a great many # perhaps he would rnahe 18,000., but 
in that easae very serious trouble might arise in the town of 
Nuffield or any other town, but I haven't any statistics and 
I don't suppose you hate as to whether it happened or did not 
happen. 

31th all the safeguards which you have thrown around the 
distribution of electricity in public highways by your public 
utilities commission and by your examinations and inspections 
and allthat, ^ with all that you have very ger&ons aocidents 
and very great danger to the community, and it stands to 
reason that yea will have many mora if you lot Tom, Dick and 
haryy do thin work, 

M?a S'toddard; Didn't the public utilities oommiad.oa 
find that the Suffield ease was caused by the negligenee of 
the telephone company? 

Mr* Renney$ They did not; you are Mistaken about that* 
Yhay said it was a sort of Combined negligence of the electric 
light company and telephone company. 



any instance of trouble arising in a town under 18,009, 
My, Henney.; There may have been* 1 don^t suppose 

Snfiield hag 18,000, haa it? 
Mr* Banks^ I preoaae net. 
My. Renney; Something like that* My* Alcorn would 

count for a great many ^ perhapo ha would make 18,009+ but 
in that pase very serious trouble might arise in the town of 
Suffield or any other town, but I haven*t any statistics and 
1 don*t suppose you hate aa to whether it happened or did not 
happen, 

With all the safeguards which you have thrown around the 
distribution of electricity in public highways by your public 
utilities commission and by your examinations and inspections 
and allthat, ^ with all that you have very serious aecidents 
and very great danger to the community+ and it a bunds to 
reason that you will have many more if you let hick and 
Barry do this work, 

Mr^ S toddard; Didn't the public utilities oommisd.on 
find that the Suffield ease was caused by the negligence of 
the telephone company? 

Mr. Renney: They did not; you are mistaken about that, 
They said it was a sort of Combined negligence of the electric 
light company and telephone company* 



8 enatcr Klett^ Who paid the damages? 
My, Henney: Both of them. 1 very glad that yea 

aeked th&t question, Senator^ because that ia an answer 
to the whole thing* They both of them paid. 

My. Back: X don't ^now as it is very important in this 
discussion, but do you understand that a pole can bo ere.eted in 
a- highway without the consent of the local authorities? 

Mr, Henney: The United s tatee Supreme Court has said 
this with reference to peetroade, end I suppose that is good 
enough authority for ony of us, that they may erect poles and 
otriufj wircC in the hif̂ nfay but that that gives them no 
title in the soil at a!!,. It is a mere licenee and if they 
interfere materially with the uses of the highway by the 
Municipality they wet settle with the Municipality and pay 
for that diminished use. They eey- that the municipality 
Rae nothing to do with it", -because they say that when the 
land was eendemaed for highway purpose it included all those 
modern improvements % Unfortunately the supreme court of the 
state,of Connecticut has differed with them and it s difference 
seems to etand up to data.. 

It is claimed here,as I understand it, that this 
asMmdment to the original act was passed in behalf of the 



public^ to protect than from Injuries' which might he inflicted 
upon them because of negligence on the part of any one using 
the highway^ That o.-.-ifiaal hill was passed in 1893 when we 
wore running eyaay on trolley charters and electrical 
charters of all Rinds, You read, that original act and it 
will at once stride you gentlemen ^ ycu are all lawyers ^ 
that you might just as well pass ;..-,n act to prohibit a man 
frow selling the produce that he raises on his farM 60 his 
adjoining neighbor,* or to atop him from furnishing hay 
from his land nr water from his mill to his adjoining propriety* 
and say that was constitutional*, as to say that you cannot 
manufacture a eownodity^ a necessity of life,and furnish it 
to the man next door to me* of course when wen did thia 
throughout the state of Connecticut, when they consulted 
counsel and said; "Have I a right to establish a plant in 
my store, and can i furnish heat or light to the adjoining 
store," the lawyers advised them to go ahead if they wanted 
to go to the supreme court; that they believed the supreme 
court would say it was unconsitutioaal. That was brought 
to the attention of the counsel for the companies and it 
wao amended but not for the purpose of protecting the public, 
hut for the purpose of putting a peg in it upon which to 
hang the saddle. For that and that only was it amended -
that was the only purpose in amending it. There would hate 



been ne other. 
Mr. Taylor;- Didn't the amendment proceed on the 

theory of police regulation, of safety to life and property? 
My* Walsh-: That was when they came before the legisla-

ture and asked to have it, hut the question of constitution-
ality was not raised in the court, on the original act; had it 
heon^ it would have been at onee apparent. 

That new legislation was enacted„ in my opiniona for 
the purpose of giving to the company a, standing in the supreme 
oourt if the constitutionality of the aot wae attacked on 
the ground of its being classed legislation, 'by saying that 
it wan an exeroise by the legislature of the police power of 
the state of Connecticut to enable them to protect the 
citizens against irresponsible parties who might uae the 
atroeto to the detriment of the public. That wae the 
purpose. It was not for the purpose of extending the 
power which an individual property owner might have to all 
the other owners in the "block. That was not the idea^ hut 
that was an incident*-

Mr. Taylors I presume that there was o. sinister 
motive hack of that on behalf of thoee who had charter 
rights. The theory of the law itself was of police regu-
lation and protection of life and property, 

Mr* Walsh; I don't know what the-theory of the 
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legislature wae. I aenume that when that amendment was 
asked, it was asked because they said to the committee that 
we are extending the rights of citiaeaa to a black of various 
owners where it heretofore has existed only in the individual 
member of that black and therefore we are giving away some-
thing Which we now possess, for the benefit of the people 
of the state* You ought to allow us to do that, because, of 
course^ we seldom do it. 

1 want to say one other thing in relation to this. It 
is, as of course appears on the face, class.legislation, 
selecting cut one particular commercial enterprise for par* 
tioular protection at the hands of the state as the law 
stands at the present time, and it doen not extend to all 
the other articles that are manufactured by men and sold to 
the inhabitants of the state - it goes to the manufacture 
of electricity and that alone. In that sense it is class 
legislation. What is the purpose in asking for its repeal? 
All of you gentlemen know and my friends here know that no 
human being aver invented a commodity since the dawn of 
history that furnishes the energy, the aid and the assistance 
to man, which can be manufactured in proportion to ito 
quanitity, as cheaply as electricity* That is, you increase 
the quantity and Ahg you decrease the price of manufacturing 
that to a greater extent than any other form of energy that 
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man ever deviaed and harnessed for hie own use, so the, 
larger the plant the lower the cost of the product of that 
plant. They have hy that very fact which cannot be ignored 
an economic protection that places the large manufacturer of 
electricity so far in advance of the small manufacturer that 
he does not need any protection from you or anybody else 
against competitors unless they approach his siae in the 
manufacture of that article. We waht to have this large 
manufacturer so conduct his business that individuals of 
the state of Connecticut will not be driven by his arbitrary 
conduct to making it themselves; but that if he does so eon-
duet himself, then they can manufacture their own electricity 
and use it themselves. In other words, we want a check 
there because there is no man in the state of Connecticut can 
^ight his building or a block of buildings, or turn power 
into M a plant and do it as economically as the lighting 
company can furnish it to him it cannot be done. Therefore 
the only effect it will have upon them is to check their 
conduct and the note which every citizen of the state fools 
that he should not be called upon to stand up under and be 
forced to accept.' I think that ought to be considered seri-
ously. The state cannot do them any harm and it may pos-
sibly do the people good. It may do them good to have a 
salutary check placed upon them. 



The Chairman; Are yeu agreed with Judge Menney in 
hie view, whether you would like the matter left with no 
regulation, no state regulation? 

Mr. Banks: If the committee deem that the public 
safety requires some regulation ef this matter, very well * 
some regulation that is individual, let the committee advise 
it as a general law. 9C don't think there ie need of it, 
but if the committee find there is, let there be a general law 
passed providing for such safety. The fact is there has been 
trouble in towns under 18,000, and in towns under 18^000 the 
repeal which we are asking for AaaRKHK does not apply, and 
certainly if safety ia required in one town it ie required in 
another. To be aura there may be some need in greater pro-
portion in larger towna than in small towns* It is evident 
the need must be present in towns of 16,000 or under* There 
are electric light plants in little towns of 10,000 or 12,000. 

As I said, there has been no reason given here except 
that these corporations have this right and they want to 
retain it. To be sure they do not put it in quite ouch blunt 
language as that* They clothed it in pleasanter words, 
but analysed it means that just the same. Of eourse no one 
can put poles on highways without the consent of the municipal-
ity; everybody knows that. The United 8 tates supreme 
court may have held that they don't xa acquire any title in 
the land which they occupy, but that is not the question at 



all. It ie quite true, &a Judge. Walsh has said, that 
probably the only practical effect of the ropoal of thie law 
will he to require these public eorporationd^ electric light 

companies to give more reasonable rates, because, as 
Judge Walsh wall said, they can manufacture and deliver eleo-
t-ioty cheaper than any small oonoem and. sell the commodity 
at a profit, and they hold thie statute over the heads of the 
pepple at the present time. That ie the very purpose of it. 
It has been used in that way by the corporation which Judge 
Boor a represents it} Bridgeport here. He says you haven't 
any complaints, You can't find anything but complaints 
about that company. I know of no public service corporation 
in Fairfield County about which complaints are souniversal 
as they are about that corporation, in Bridgeport and in Fair* 
field. That is rather -wide of the mark perhaps* but it is 
true that the main purpose of this statute ie to use it as a 
club over corporations when they ask for reasonable rate for 
electric po%?er or lighting purposes* 

Now, tobe sure, ! appear personally for Mr, Wheeler. 1 
believe in the general proposition, and 1 have no hesitancy 
in saying that I ur&<& the Judiciary Committee to pass it in 
1909 and they came mighty near doing it too, but I appear 
hero today specially for Mr. ^heeler* It ie true that he 
does HNH own a building directly across from the'Stratfieid 



Hotel. And it is true - 1 don't know whether with or 
without warrant of law * it is true anyway that he is 
connected up and is supplying -electricity from one plant 
to light those two buildings. Me hag tunneled under the 
highway and there has been no oppoaitionto it. This 
company did not dare object to it, and whether with or 
without warrant of law? it is true he has tunneled under that 
highway, and is lighting the two buildings on opposite aides. 
But, aa I have said, he owns other lands a block or two away; 
he owns a valuable pieoe of property loaated within a block or 
two and he can get the consent of the municipality and 
everybody except this electric light company* That statute 
stands in his way. And he would like to have it repealed 
in order that he may light his several pieces of property as 
is most economical for him from a central plant, and light the 
others from it. T%hy shouldn't he have it? I know of no 
reason at all. 

Mr* Taylor: Is there any requirement of the law that 
would prohibit the Bridgeport Company from discriminating in 
favor of Mr. Wheeler? Don't be shocked at the question * 
I think you want to know the facts* 

Xr* Ranks: I think there might be some trouble with 
the public utilities commission, If has any force at all* My 
own view is that that commission won't make any order which it 
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thinks may likely take it into the appellate court. 1 
think it does not, as I understand the law. Assuming that 
the law under which it is operating is valid and will stand 
any test, then 1 think the answer to your question ie that they 
could not do it without coming in contact with the public 
utilities commission^ 

Hr. Menney: Judge Banks, will you. pardon me for a 
question or two? Isn't it a fact that the public utilities 
law would cover any complaints such as have been alluded to 
here - inefficient service, unreasonable rates and discrimina^ 
tion end all that? The law'itself would cover it, wouldn't 
it,^ the.law relating to public utilities? 

My* Banke: I think the form of the law does cover that. 
Suppose some one has a serious complaint* don't you think 
he would prefer to smart under it rather than travel all the 
way to Hartford and take it up before the public'utilities 
commission? 

Mr^ henney: My experience is that he would delight to 
come here and get into the lime light. One other question* 
Isn't it a fact that there was a private conoRm* not an 
incorporated concern, in Windsor Locks that distributed 
electricity across the street and that it made a great deal 
of trouble by its wires falling because they were put up 
so insecurely? 



My* Banks} X never heard of it* 
My. Henney: 1 think there are people in. the room who 

can tell about it* That is Mr* Kealy's town* $ don't think 
it has over 15,000 inhabitants when he is absent. 

Mr. Phelps; 1 represent the Rockville and WiiiimantiS 
gas and electric light company, which furnishes electricity 
a&d gas for RoeKville, W^ilimantie, Stafford Springs and 
Willington, and X desire to protest against the proposed 
repeal of thia. law, 1 came prepared to make a statement of 
the reasons why 1 make that protest? but I don't care to 
take the time of the committee and I wish particularly to say 
that I approve what has been odd in opposition to the proposed 
repeal* Tfou gentlemen do not care tohear the same arguments 
twice and I agree with you* I wish to register my protests 
against the repeal. There is no section that is wiser or 
safer to. the public upon the .statute books than that section 
3916, The companies have been established and have grown 
up upon the faith of that law and it is not the time to 
knock that prop from under them, There is also great danger 
in these small places. The moot serious accident that has 
come to my knowledge within the last ten years occurred in 
a town of less than 19,000 inhabitants where a party owning 
property endeavored to himself adjust some electric apparatus 
and transmit some fluid from one place to the other because 



he was impatient about the arrival of the expert sent by 
the company. .He thought he eould do it but it was a 
serious aeeident, one of the worst I ever heard of and 
he lost his life. Those matters ought to be taken into 
careful consideration. It is a statute that people de-
pend upon,' the public depend upon., and the corporations who 
are paying a large amount of taxes must have the protection 
which yon have given them by their charter. If this is 
repealed the benefits and protection given to them by the 
legislature through their charters are taken away. 

Mr. Beersi 1 want to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that no complaint has ever reached the pob^e 
utilities oommiseion; that our company has never been called 
before that eommiasion, and that I think is a sufficient 
refutation of any claim that there ha.ve been complaints which 
had. any just foundationa 

Mr. Stoddard: You speak of the United Illuminating 
Company*' 

Mr. Boerag I do, 
Nr. Henney: The idea is that it ought to hove been, 

if ie not. 
Mr. Beers3 1 know what the gentleman has in mind. 
The Chairman: Unless we take up the first measure, I 

am afraid the little one will be bigger than the big one. 


