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Thuradav, April 13, 1961
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-THE SPEAKERS$

THE SPEAKER:

The question is on acceptance of the cammittee's favorable report and
passage of the bill. .Will’ypu‘remark further? If not, all those in favor of
the bill say aye. Opposed, no. The ayes have it and the bill is passed.

THE CLERK: ] e ) ) ) ‘

Calendar No. 232, File No. 122. Senate Bill Nos Th2. An Act concerning
Trees along State Highways. Favorable report of the Joint Committes on Roads
and Bridges.

MR, FRATE OF DARIEN:
Mr. Speaker, may this bill be passed retaining?

The bill will be passed retaining.

Calendar No. 233, File No. 121. Senate Bill I‘!Q. IL&_. An Act cpnceming
Railings and Fences on Highways and Bridges. Favorable report, Joint Committe
on Roads gnd Bridges.

MR. HOLDRIDGE OF LEDYARD: i
¥, Speaker, I move the Jeoint committee's favorable report and passage

of this bill in concurrence with the Senate.

THE SPEAKER:

The question is on a.cce;_ﬁ.ance of the commii::l?ee's favorable report and
the passage of the bill in concurrence. Will you remark?
MR.; HOIDRIDGE:

¥r. Speaker, this bill which has to do with rails and fences on highways
will allow the highways to operate by regulation rather than by statute. The

reason, there are new types of materials coming out each day that are used in
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change the regulations. This is a good bill and I move its passage.
THE SPEAKER:

The question is.on acceptance of the committse's favorable report and
passage of the bill ;T.n‘concura_rencr:e. Will you remark further? If not, all
those im favor say aye. Opposed, no. The ayes have it and the bill is passedd

THE CLERK: ] ~ _ - ) ) )
Calendar No. 23k, File.No. 151. Semate Bill No, 139, An Act concerning

Definitions Relating to Aeronautics. Favorable report, Jeint Committee on
Transfortation.
MR. SAGLJO OF KILLINGWORTH:
' Yr, Speaker, I move for the acceptance of the commititeel!s favorable

report and the passage of the bill in concurrence with the Senate.
THE SPEAKER:

The question.is on acceptance of the committee's favorable report and
passage of the bill in concurrence. Will you remark?
MR. SAGLIO OF KILLINGWORTH:

Mr. Speaker, this bill is self-explanatory so I move its passage.
THE SPRAKER: B )

Will you remark. furthep? If not, all those in favor of Senate Bill No.
439 indicate by saying aye. ©pposed, no. The ayes have it and the bill is
passed.
THE CLERK: . _ )

Please turn to page 6 of the Calendar. This is a matter returned from
the legislative Commisgioner. This is Calendar No, 238. It was in your files
as 91. It's a reprint, File No. 231. Substitute for,House Bill No. 3236_.

An Act concerning Eligibility to Vote at Primaries (As amended by House




Thursday, April 6, 1961

SENATOR DOOCY: This bill has two parts to it, the first part
would indicate the wording, so far as is reasonably necessary for
the praservation, péotection and « of traffic thereon, should be
ingerted in the bill. The State Highway Department tells us that
they already are doing this in this fashion, in this manner, how-
ever, it is definitely indicated that we wish to have the wording
in the bill.

The meat of the bill, however, is in the deletion of the
sentence and phrase concerning the measure of damage, which was
raigsed by one of our former Chief Justices as to the constitution:
aspects of this phrase. Both our Federal and State Constitutions
require that a person be paid just compensation for private prop-
erty taken for puiblic use, and therefore it was felt that the
phrases in there in two parts should be deleted from the bill.

Tt might be noted that Sections 13-117 regarding confirma-~
tion of easements is a part that has been very little used.
However, the guestion was raised, and it seems reasonable that
this bill should be padsed.

THE GHAIR: Are there further remarks? No further remarks, the
question is on the acceptance of the éommittee's favorable report
and passage of the bill. Those in f;vor will ;ignify‘by saying
niye®, opposed, the bill is pasged.

THE GLERK: Cal. No. 85, file No. 12}, SB No. 745. An Act con~
cerning railings and fences om highways and bridges. Favorable
rebort of the JSC om Roads & Bridges.

VTHE‘CHAIR: Senator Doocy of the 4th District.

SENATOR DOOCY: Mr. President, and members of the circle, this




Thursday, April 6, 1961
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—PHE-GHAIR: —Senator Urbaniti of the 19th Distriet.

bill wés intrbduced by the Highway Department and in the wisdom of]
the Roads & Bridges Committee we ask your acceptance of this bill,
The Highway Department, ¢» when a new substance, new material,
that is for the benefit of the state in construction of fences,
once it comes to the Legislature, if thie is to be changed in any
materigl way. Over the years new materials have been brought
forth, that }s of superior workmanship, and offer greater safety
measures as far as highway fences ars concerned, it is necessary
of course to take some considerable time for the passage under thg
present circumstances. We estimate now, that if it were to be
done by regulation, that it would take approximately two months.
This cannot be done in the sole judgment of the Highway Department,
they must of course go before the insurance people that take care
of protecting the rights of the state of Connecticut, and if it
pagges their decision, then it can be taken care of by regulatidh,
or we would ask that it be taken care of by regulation. Of coursg,
it will be necesgsary te bring these regulations before us each
time we meet of each time the Legislature meets in session,

We urge the passage of this bill.
THE CHAIR: Are there further remarks? No further remarks, the
question is on the acceptance of the éommittee's favorable report
and pagsage of the bill. Those in favor will ;ignify by saying
#iye®, opposed, therbill is pagged,
THE CLERK: Cal. No. 86, file No. 116, SB.No. 114l. An Act con-
cerning retirement status of_ghanlgajgggggggghggg, Favorable

report of the JSC on Public Personnel.




PAGE 6
THURSDAY

Nr. Garafalos

ROADS AND BRIDGES
FEBRUARY 23, 1961

correction if he wants to make a correction
In the bill., That would just mean more paper
work, that's all, but we actually do. If you
know of any cases, please let us knowe. Welll
take care of them.

Well, I think there ought to be something in
the statutes that would require the state to
give notice, I don't think it should be a
matter of whether the State Hlighway Deptes
wants to do it or not. I think it's a legal
right.

S.B. TMSV?Sen. Doocy ) RAILINGS AND FENCES

Adam Knurek, Stete Highway Department: As stated in the

Sen. Dooey ¢

purpose, this bill was written to provide
that the engineering standards foéor sufficient
railings or fences be established by regu=
lation rather than by statute. The proposed
regulations which would be promulgated as
preascribed by statute if this blll passes
are attached hersto,~well, I won't actually
leave them with the Committee, but I'll show
them to the Committes, 1f they don't mind.
The standards set forth in the proposed
regulations are substantially the same as
the standards set forth in Sections 13-76
and 13=-77« The main advantage in establish-
ing engineering standards by regulation
rather than by statute 1s that it takes
approximately two months to change a regu-
latlion in contrast to two years to change a
statute. Many times a new materlal, a new
substance or a new method could be used to
the state's economlic advantage and would
increase the safety factor many months in
advance il the regulations were changsde.

This proposed change in the statute has been
checked out with our Insurers and they have
indicated to me verbally that they have no
objection to this legislation. We therefore
respectfully request a favorable report. The
regulations I will leave with the Committee,
but I would like to have them returned, if

I maye. They would have to be printed of course
in a law Jjournal any anyone would have the same

opportunity to question them as they do now.

Would these be offered to us at a later date,
a8 we have in the past?

123




PAGE 7 ROADS AND BRIDGES
THURSDAY FEBRUARY 23, 1961

Mr. EKnurek: Yes, as a matter of fact, all regulations
are approved svery two years by the General
Assembly so 1t's the same idsa.

Sen. Doocy: The Conn. Roadbullders Associmtion for the
record also wishes to appear in favor of
this bill,

Rep. Smith, Eastfard: I want to ask 1f these regulations
would have the same force in law as the
statutes?

Mr., Knurek: Yes.

v
S8.B., 746 (Sen. Doocy) PURCHASE OF ADDITIONAL LAND ADJACENT
TO STATE HIGHWAYS FOR PARK AND FOREST
PURPOSES.

Adam Knurek, State Hlighway Department: A4s I indicated to
Sen, Doocy a short time ago, this is cne of
the bllls that perhaps might be referred to
the General Law of the Judlciary Committee.
The stated purpose in this bill 1s to pres«
vent reductlon of state scenic and recrea-
tion aresas.

We would like to submit a substitute bill
which would add the words at the end of
this last sentence which would make it efw=
fective just for future acquisitions, not
for past acquisitions. Somebody pointed
out that the way it's written now, you
might want to go back and pick up land for
all park and forest that youl've taken in
the past.

In the past four years there have been 72.5
acres of land taken for highway purposes.

The four largest tracts were 25.7, 18.6, 7.3
and 6.3 acres respectively, and the rest werse
under 2 acres each. While the future stats
and park land acquisitions do not appear to
be excessive, we feel it would be Iin the best
interests of the state to be able to replace
any state park and forest lands needed for
state highway purposes,

We would like te polnt out that HBL10OYAN ACT
CONCERN ING THE USE OF PUBLIC PARK AND FOREST
PROFERTY FOR STATE HIGHWAYS, to be heard
before the State Development Committee would
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