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€.B.Wilson: I don*t know that there is gnything I can add to vhat
Mr.Healey's already said, VWe sincerely trust that the
bill may meet with favorable comsideration of the comm-
ittee. "It will enable the bus companies to tdce care
of erergencies at any time with no loss_of {time and we
feel that the State at the same time will not be losing
any of its revenue and the traveling public will be
better served.

Sen.Lavery; Anyone else to be heard in favor of this bill?

Mr.Barnett: I have npt_had a chance to thoroughly analyze this sub-
stitute bill but I think, however, that the suggested
changes Nr.Healey made are very good and of interest
to us, wrich is purely interest in the "0" mrker opera-
tion. In our private party business wrere we are sadd-
.enly called upon to furnidr a bus, perhaps on a Satur-
day n1§ht, we_cannot %et additional registeration.

think the bill.would be workful and advantageous in
enabling us to serve the public beiter than under exist-
ing carcumstances. :

Judge Peck: I am not in here on this bill but I happened to hear

Bristol Mr,Healey say that he didn't like the use of the word
"jitney". Permit me to inform you that during the legis-
lative in 1927 they %rov1ded to omit the term "jitney"
and use the word "motor bus" or "motor Coaches" or some-
other phrase, I have forgottem, so that the term "jit-
ney" will no%.be in bill and the term adopted can be used
instead of "jitney".

Jen. Lavery: Thank you, Judge Peck. Anyone else to be heard further
. in reference to this bill? =

Anyone opposed to this bill? No opposition.

Hearing closed.

V/E.B. 347 ( AN ACT CONCERNING REGISTRATION OF
PUBLIC SERVICE MOTOR VEHC ILES.
Att Healey: This bill was covered in the same substitute as 5.B.

l/SJB.No 3.8 (S.0'Comnor) An ACT CONCERN ING A UNIPORM
TRAFFIC LAW. '

Comm.Stoeckel: Perhaps this bill will be better understood if I give a
short explanation. In the statutes there is a mragraph
in the general law authorizing the Vommissioner of Notor
Vehicles and giving general gowers-whlch justifi es that
he shall at certain times and on certain occasions, as
appeal to him, call conferences and discuss various matt-
ers of meeting traffic emergencies. That particular an-




thorization is two years old - passed last general assem-
bly, Acting under ¥hat_pr1vilege from time to time have
studied the situation régarding uniformity of traffic,

not only in the State buf in other States, to see how it
might be obtained. After a comgletiog of that study mome
two months ago we commenced working with superintendents

of police throughout the States to ascertain the situa-

tion in Connecticut, to see what could be done or Ibw

it would be best to do it. We first met with committee

of association of gollce chiefs, including the city off-
icials throughout the State, then from that we went into

a larger meeting which included all of the podice depart-
ments for citieg and towns of over 10,000 and have had a
very thorough discussion and an_examination into exist-
ing conditions. Iyconnection with that examination, of
course, the discussion centered around the so cal led un-
iform traffic law involved in the conference under Presi-
dent Hoover. When we came to examining that law we .
found that in Connecticut we already had in our Connecti-
cut law all of the provisions in that uniform traffic law,
except, I think, five sections - not anymore than that
anyway and this bili ag now drafted is intended te cover
those which are not in our law. To take the bill as_it

is now before a committee and analyze it - it accomplish-
es two things. The first it certralizes the major of
traffic in tw authorities, In cities and towns of over
10,000, or rather perhaps I should say and organized pol-
ice of over 10, the traffic authority is crealed around
the police and the police in those cities become traffie
authorities. JInall of the other towns in the State the
selectmen become traffic authority and then the bill goes
on and gives the interpretation which we think ought %o

be made of the use of xekizIm= sgignals and gives fo the
traffic authorities set up in bill the hecessary powers to
create the various th%ngs which are necessary for complete
traffic regulation. thenwe came to examine the situation
in Comnecticut we foudd that traffic was not uniform. If
it is vogsible.to so handle traffic fhrough these_author~ ¢
ities I think even without some of the substantial changes,
which perhaps are to be made if this bill passes, uniform-
ity could be obtained and I don't think thére will be any
question about the desirability of it. There doesn't

seem to be any reason why I should discuss the other fea-
tures of the bill,as they are set forth they are intended
to show to you the varlous_lntergretathns which the pol-
ice have been obliged to give and the bill as drafted
is_the fullest intérpretation. If it ought to be somevhal
reduced in scope that is for you to say but I hope that
the discussion on the general features of the bill will be
taken care of by those better qualified than I am. In
that connection there are here members of the association
of Chief of Police and I hope they will tell you about the

difficulties_which they incur in traffic and why they think {.

that this bill as before you is a good bill for making
traffic wniform. I am sure that I will not be overstating
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to say that if this bill is passed you will h ve uniform
traffic in Connecticut in two or three months. 1 wmld
%ike to have Chief Farrell of Hartford say a few words

0 you.

Chief Farrell:I miéht say XEat this time that Comm,Stoeckel has explain-
Hartford. ed the situwation quite thoroughl% ahd I might also state
that this bill as presented has been submi ted to our
Magor and he has faken it up with the corporation counsel
and they are in favor of it. Our great trouble,is in
getting something thru in the wag of an regulation - it
%oes to the Board of Aldermen and it takes a very, very

ong time. It is quite difficult for us to work under
present conditions’and I think, as Comm. Stoeckel stated,
in fact I know the Chiefs of Police all agree tiis is the
proper proceedure to take,

Chief Smith: 1 believe that we are all in accord that anything pertain-

New Haven, ing to the uniformity handlig or regulat1n§ of traffic on
our highways is beneficial. You can_ travel through the
State of Connecticut for 35 or 50 miles and go thru 12
or 15 cities or towns with different traffic laws. There-
fore the traveler is at sea. We believe with passage of
this act putting control, the making of regulations, in the
hands of the pBlice department we are taking a long step
in carrying out the idea of the Hoover law. This State has
adopted most all of the recommendations already. Ve still
have these conditions which are presented to us in this
bill and I think it will be a long step towards uniform
handling of traffic.

Supt.Wheeler: At the conference that was held,, of which Comm.Stoeckel
Bridgeport Qfoke, all of the police chiefs (42) Were;ﬁresent and they

all a%reed 1t was unanimous, that this bill was the st

of a bill to gut thrus Up t0 date no opposition has been
registered an _the¥ all seem to agree on if. If this bil
goes thru we will Tor the first time in Connecticut have
uniformity in traffic laws. We hayve checked every item the
Commissioner laid out_and we are all willing to go ahead
and make traffic regulations in this State uniform.

Chief Anderson: I can oan restate what the previous Chiefs have stated.

Kiddletown. e are all looking forward to uniformity in our traffic
regulations. We had a special meeting and I want to asg-
ure everxone we are 1n accord with this bill and I hope

you gentlemen see your way clear to pass it favorably,
Chief of I can saikthat we are in favor of this bill going thru.
Police of I was talking to our Mayor and Treasurer and they are
Norwalk: satisfied to have the bill go thru.

Sen.Lavery:  Anyone wish to be heard further?




Mr. Winter:

Mrs.J.‘Emery:
Stamford

Sen, Lavery:

G.Hanbury:
Newington

Chief Farrell:

Sen.lavery:

Chief Farrell:

Sen.lavery:
Supt.Hheeler:

Sen.lavery:

Sup t.Wheeler:

G.Hanbury:
Supt.iheeler:
Sen.Lavery:
Supt.Wheeler:

I was requested by the Chamer of Commerce of Connec-
ticut toqap ear bgfore ﬁou today in favor of fhis W1l
and_I was also requested by the Manufacturer's 4ssoc.
of Bridgeport to a%pear in favor of this bill so it
has had considertaiion of both these factors and think

it is a worthy thing to pass. ou
¥
I just came in and I don't know whether or not ¥B have
ha& anyone from Stamford appear relative to this
roposed wniform traffic law but I have here a letter
rom Mr.Graves in which he requests_I aFﬁear before
this Commitiee in behalf of the bill. (¥Mrs.Emery
read letter) The Chief of Police has been in Hartford
in conference with the other Vhiefs.

Anyone elge to be heard? Any members of the comnittes
any questidns?

fWould like to ask the Chiefs in regard to the yellow
lights% whether this is a necessar% part of tke signals

or.whether it wuld be more advisable to go right from
green to red like in New York? :

That has not been discussed. Dosgibly if it shounld be
it would do away entirely wi th hellow lights.

Majority in favor of that Chief?
Has not been put to them in that particular light.

What's your view Supt. Wheeler?

I could never see any use for the y6110W'li§h A %
empt to

never could see it. There has been soume at

usetgellow on cross walks but they will stop and start
ond e hellow. It should be one or the other green or
red.

Supt. Wheeler Qf Bridgeport the right turn .on red -
what's your e xperience in regard o that?

On the right turn on red we have had it for one year
and have not had an adcident and on_corners if we did
not have a right turp on red we would have to elimin-
ate right on that cogrner.

You would favor & uniform right turn on red?

Yes,a slow right turn on the position rmear the turd.
How is that recognized?

Like a great mamy rules and regulations notr ecognized
very well - no 8tate law on it. We can almost tell the




Sen,Lavery:
Supt.Wheeler:

Sen.Lavery:

Supt.iiheeler:

Sen.Llavery:
Supt.Wheeler:
Sen.lLavery:

Supt.Wheeler:

Sen.Lavery:
Supt.Wheeler:

Sen.lavery:
Supt.iheeler:

Mr.Matthies:

Supt.tfheeler:

Sen.lavery:

Supt.fheeler:

drivers from different cities,
Do you have a right turnon red at all intersections?

I would expect it if the law was changed, whichever
way the majgvity rules.

. You would have to have some information at that inter-

section that right turns were permissable?

Yes.

Do you think that additional regulation of that kind
WouXd disturh a driver?

No, where regula tion was displayed in vision of driver
there is no reason why he should not see same.

That has been your observance - they do not use right
turnan red?

Well I say in a city not long ago vhere 15 cats made
right turn when green came on and those 1D cars could
have pulled out of that line.

What do you think the reaction is as to pedestrians?
is always waich-

ing the automobiles - very seldom light. Almost
impossible for the pedestrian to watch light and car.

Well as a general rule the pedestri
3 the

Can you trace any accidents in Bridgeport to the right
turn on red?

into pedestrians just the same if you

You are turnin%
turn as turning on red.

are making lef

What's the fellow going to do that wants to turn ri%ht
and the fellow, of course, going straight ahead pulls
up at intersection? Some Streets are sa narrow -

Batlcularly where trolley cars run. For instance on
hapel Street in New Haven.

Well on almost every Street 40-feet or more in width
you can.

our Assoc-
he over-

Supt.Theeler under section 2 that means that
iation is in favor of uniform lights and not |
head lighis. Does %our association go further than that- |
or would they feel that there should be an official des-
ignation of the glace where this signal light should be?
For instance on the near right hand corner,

On the over-head - we had no discussion on that. of




Sen.Lavery:

Supt.Wheeler:

Comm. Stoeckel:

Sen.Lavery:

G.Kemp:
Darien

Comm, Stoeckel:

Chief Smith:

Sen.lavery:

Comm.Stoeckel:

Biile Hemming:

Norwalk

Mr. Pickett:

Mr. Fisher:
Stamford.

course there alwa%s has been and always wtll be
overhead lights above the trolley wires but I have
no comments on_overhead, As to the location of the
proposed signal li%ht ~ the signal light shall be at
a certain part of the Street on the near right hand
corner,

Wopld it involve serious change?

A number of towns have overheag lights, I think Chief
Smith could explain this better.

On the drafting of the bill the bill the tum on the
red light is_permissible - it is not obll%atony - it
is permissible if tra-“fic authorities wanis to use it.
I trust that it i1s permitted by a sign that would be
uniform; otherwise no turns to right on red, I al=
think that the turn shoud be made close to the curb
and not permitted from center of the sireet.

Any further questions?

I was wondering if you would make that obligatory -
turn right on red?

That’s a hard question to answer - wohld gather have
some-Police Vhief give his views. Crief ©mith can
answer your question much better than I can.

The %uestion has been raised as to vhether or not it

ought to be maddatory in all instances right turns on

reds You cannot make it mandatory because your high-

wvays willnot permit if. R1§ht turn is useless unless
ou have width of Street su 5101emt to bring your
ragffic to that corner. 50% take right turn - other
0% left. .

Thank you Chief “mith. Any further questions?

Comm. Stoeckel have you anything further to of fer?
I want to state that I have received a few laiters in
opposition to this bill and I would like to have the
Commission hand them to the Committee at some later

‘date.

A'regresentative and regresentin§ the Board of Public
Safety of Norwalk registered in favor of Uniform Traff-
ic Law. '

Registered in favor.

Registered in favor of Unifoxrm Traffic Law.

e e Ty T —— e




Mr.Lyon:

Sen.Llavery:

Mr.K. Pierce:
Hartford

G.Hanbury:
Newington

Mr.K.Pisrce:
Chief Anderson:
Sen.Lavery:

Mr.McClure:
New Haven

70

Registers in favor of Uniform Traffic Law. | J ¥

Anyone here opposed to this bill?

If the Police Ohiefs want uniform traffic regula tion
I would not see any objection &6 it if the committee ﬁ
made certain changes, "I don't see any provisi on in
the bil]l for publication o f regulations and I believe !
if you are going to have this and have Chief of Police !
and Police Commissioners authorities there should be |
%_Erov151on in that bill. There ig one section in that i
i i

1 which I think will make considerable trouble.
Section relating to thru-thoroughfares. A lot of peo-
ple from different towns assume they have a right of
way and proceed without caution pa intersectIon

streets. Also inthe last para aph%&O0.00 fine and 30- | 3
dags in jail. That is al oge her too severe a penalty |
and with such a penalty as that there will be cases
where imposition” of pehalty will be abused. If there
18 any Iine necessary it certainly -ought to be confin-
ed to a second or third offense. "I don't believe we
should increase the penalty ?apgroximately 95.00) mek- |}
ing it a money making scheme. You have discussed one i
more thlnﬁ I intended to bring up - that is this right if
turn. I have a great mamy occasions to go to our Hart- -
ford Police Gourt in behalf of people comin§ from Midd- i
letown, New Britain, I believe in this bil it should i
be set_up one way or another - make this traffic uni- !
form either all over the State or not at all. There is
no feason why he should not turn one place as anot lm.

Did Mr. Pierce notice that the $100,00 fine X -days
was the maxinum?

- s =

My experience has been the tendency is to get the top "ﬁ
price.

Left turn on red we mhkzat abolished that four or five
years ago. /1

Any further opposition to this bill.

We are opposed to this bill of taking the power of enact-“'1
ing ordinances from the Eresent law-nmaking powers at |
the present time. In all the cities whienever an ordin- '
ance 1s to be enacted it has to fo thru certain proceed-
ure. 1t has to be presented to the Board of Aldermen, -
The comnittee hearing is duly advertised and anyone inter~1
t

ested in that ordinance has a right to come in and be

heard, preseni their views - the Bpard thereby knows the
ublic's Oﬁlnlbn of the proposed bill., The bill is re- #
erred back two or three times after the hearing and

then either passed or rejected. If the board passes it i
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it is_then given to the Mayor to see if he approves
it, In this propoged uniform trafic law the power
to_make traffic rules aﬁd laws is left with the
Police Goumissioners. We submit with all due respect
to our Chiefs that if this is nb# business_of police
to make the laws that belongs to the legislative br-
anch of that municipality. The dut¥ of "the police is
to enforce the laws. Xach branch oI the city govern-
ment have their duties and you propose to take the

law making power out of the legislative branch of the
city and Turn_it over to the Police Commissioners or
the police. Ve seriously object to that. Everydéne
has a right to go and be heard in regard to auy new
law and either object or reﬁlster in favor of 1it.
Gentlemen,violation of traffic laws menas the arrest
of the person violating - he is_fined and convicted,
It is a serious matter treated lightly - some cases -
nevertheless serious matter - criminal record for him,
If he is convicted of an¥ violation. of any traffic laws
then Isay that the right to be heard on themsking of
these laws should %e left as it is - that the Board of
Aldermen in the Cities dhould be given this_power - the
%ower should be left with, them fo uake any laws that
hey think the public or Uity should have - think it
is rights Why should they_ take the power of makln%
laws and give it to the police commissioner. You take

this powér from a body amply able to.pass these laws and

place in the hands of the police commissoners who are

gg 01&ted by the Mayor, That 1s not the spirit of the

1%y overnmenkt. It should be left, gentlamen, we main-

tain vhere it is. Everyone should be given a chance to
be heard on these traffic laws - they effect people

very materiallys They sometimes chanﬁe the valuation

of property in the central parts of the City - regard-
ing no parking -~ certain places near one way streeis.
The owmers of property come in to meetings and tell

us that these regulations effect value of property -
effectg tenants and effect public. Ve submit that the
matter of %assin§ these mxmdmmamees ordinances in Cities
relating to traffic should not be disturbdd. He are

all in hopes that some day we will see more or less of a
uniform fraffic law, not only a%Ulylng to the State but
to the United States. However the plaging of this pover
in the Board of Police Commissioners, Vhiefs of Police
does not seem as tho that was going to nake it, Rﬁgara-
ing traffic control signals, Gentlemen,(in section Z)

we have not any mriticular objection to that except =so
far as New Haven in eoncerned. They have installed an
overhead gystem of lights and it would be a great expen-
se to the CitB_to change it over. Jon't think it is
fair to have Uity go to additional expense. Regardin
Section 3 concerning pedestrians. e don't believe that
it should be a criminal offense for pedestrians to cross
the street between cross walks between signals. Ve cer-

tainly think the public should be given a chance to be




Ben.Lavery:

Hr.McClure:
G.Haxbury:

Mr.McClure:
Sen.Llavery:

Mr. McClure:

Sen.Lavery:

Chief Smith:

Sen.lavery:

Chief Smith:

Sen.Lavery:

Supt.Wheeler:

Mr. McClure:

Sen.Lavery:

Mr. McClure:

Mr .Kemp:

Mr.McClure:

heard and that you Gentlemen wan't change the method
of enacting laws by.takln% it out of the law makeng
power and placing it in th

ioners.

Do you represent the New Haven Automobile Club as a
result of a meeting?

Yes - this is the expression of the club members.
You are in favor of a wniform traffic law?
Of some uniform traffic law - general principle - yes.

You are now under the discretion of the police in New
Haven?xmx

Our traffic laws are made by the Board of Ald ermen.
Chief Smith what do you do at the games in New Haven?

We adk the Mayor to give us an order and that is vhatwe
work on, The order 1s worked out, looked over at the
Police Department and submitted to the Mayor and must
be publisged 24-hours prior to the enforcement.

An emergency ppovision?

Yes sir - an emergency provision. It is the right of
the Mayor to control an emergency.

Any questions?

The Gentlemen from New Haven speaks of hearing in New
Haven where the public is inviieds I am wondering how
many people appear at those Hearings. I have seen
those for years and they have never beenattended.

New Haven sees ?lenty at theirss Last hearing we had
about 115 - if I am not nistaken.

What was the hearing alout?

Fire hearing - to prevent anyone parking within 10 feet
from building. Another hearing prevented parking in
certain sectlons at certain times. I think probably
1/3 public men turned out. 7Thé¢ Common Council was not
large ﬁngugh to hold the crowd, Don't lmow what they
do in Bridgeport? It is the principle of the bill we
object to and not the present Chief. There isn't apy-
one nabler to regulate traffic better than “Yhief Smith.

Do you think that the Board of Aldermen can make more
wise regulations than the Police Chiefs?

At all hearings the Chief is usually present - presents
his views.

e hands of the Police Commiss- ‘.“




Kr. Kemp:

Sen.lavery:
Mr.McClure:

Sen,Lavery:
Mr.McClure:
Comm, Stoeckel:
Mr. McClure:

Sen.Lavery:

Comm. Stoeckel:

Mr .Hungerford:

CommsStoeckel:

Mr.McClure:

Sen.lLavery:
Mr.McClure:

Sen.lavery:
Mr.McClure:

Mr.atthies:

Mr.McClure:

Sen.Lavery:

I don't think that answers my question.

Are the Board of Aldermen in better gosition than the
Chiefsof Police %o pass traffic laws?

Have not had the experience to do that. That hasn't
been their business.

Should it be their business?
No, I don't think so.
or
Perhaps we could provide/an appeal in the bill.

We don't want a law passed unless we have a chance to
be heard on it.

Comm. Stoeckel - what was your thought in relation
to the appeal?

Provide in the bili that the order go to the Comnon
Council, Board of Aldermen, and see if the order
should be revoked or not.

Why would that be necessary?

I don't say it would - I wondered if we could meet his
objection in that way.

Section 7 - that is the section telling where to
park or not, WYe want to be heard on that before

passed.

How is the parking in New Haven regulated now?
By ordinance and passed by the Common Council.
And the police have no authority?

Except by ordinance. It is the police duty to emforce
the law.

If I understand you right you say the police depart-
ment don't regulate traffic. What about signs in
New Haven - "No parking here" - "30 minutes parking"
per order of police?

We don't believe in those signs.

Anyone else to be heard in opposition to this bill?

Any questions by the committee - if not, hearing closed.

. _ . TE ST o
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