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January 15, 1953

The Honorable City Counecil of the
City of Provicence :

City Hall -

Providence, Rhode Island

Honorable Siws:

I regpeetfully subnit for your informetion and consideration,

a report of the worlk of the Jepartment of Inspector of Duildings for
the year 1952.

Attached hereto are tiro tadles setting forth by wards and tynes
of occupancies, the number of buildings end miscellaneous structures,
inclucing the estimated costs, for vhich permits were issued. The
table marked “lew Tog&“ contains cata pertaining to the construction

of new buildings and miscellaneous structures., The table maried

2Additions and Alterctions' contains data pertaining to building

operations on existing buildings in order to provide adcitional snace
or to maze interior changes to sctisfy current and anticinated needs,

The estimated costs as seét forth herein, taken Irom the

¢

accompanying tables, do not inclucde the costs of heating, plumbing

and electrical installations,

v

From the tables, the estimated cost of construction for the
year 1952 ig as follovws:~

Hew buildings ~\377 Permits.”
Estimated cost $6,806,750,00,

Additions & Alterations-« 9590 Permits,
Estinated Cost =~ $1,999,450,00.

]

Permits (not included in tebles) issued cduring the year 1952,

are as follous:~ )
Ragzing of Dilapidated Budildings ~ 87 Pernits
Sandblasting of 3uildings - 13 Pernits
lioving of 3Buildings - L Pernits

Gasoline Otations (Storcsze & scle of Petroleum) 17 Permits

Erection of Dillboarcs ~ 70 Pernits
Erection of "Jall Sizns ~ 76 Pernits
Ereection of Signs over Sicdewalks ~ 188 Pernits
Erection of Fire Dscapes ~ 117 Pernits
Construction of Vaults ' ~ 1 Permit
Use of Street & Sicetwalls - 178 Permits
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Zrection of Tences - 9 Pernits
Storage of Dangerqus Chemicals -~ 22 Pernits

Storage aof Petrolsum Products in Dulk - L Permits

1) The above inatdllefions, not incluced in the tables,
do not include estimatec costs (not recuired by
Ordinances).,

255 Family Units have been added during the year
1952 as a result of building activities through
private channels as follows:=-

(a) New Buildings ~ 207 Family Units

(b) IReconversions - 26 Pamily Units

. - P

Total Inspmections for the year 1952 -~ 13,384

Total Fees collected during year 1952 ~ $16,321.54

- ———

BUITOTIG WCTIVITIES SURING THE YEAR 1952

- —— -

’

Private building operations, during the year 1952, in the Civy
of Providence with a total declared estimated cost of ﬂS,SOé;@OO was
only 2,350 or .2 short of the vear 1951 construction totals. It
must be noted that these figures are neither total nor accurate due
t0 a number of reasons, some of which have already been mentioned
and others are: declared estimated costs of construction, as set

)
forth on applications for permits to build, are often times lower
than actual costs due to a popular reluctance to provide information
that wil} lead to increases in property veluations and higher tax
payments; lack of a professional estimator and legal obstacles
greatly reduces the possibility of fizuring fair estimatgd cogts
vhere the construction plans are processed in the office; estimated
costs are not reguired when Tiling applications for permits to erect
nany types of miscellaneous structures. ‘Aiproximately 50¢5 of the
total estimated cost of construction during the year 1952 was due to
the pennits_issued to erect new buildings, expanding the larragansett

Electric Co, plant, the neu Tocliwotten Street Ilementary School,
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the Pirdman's iautual Co, building and the Temple Inanu El, "Othey new
buildings accounted for 27 of the total estimated cost of construction;
thus leaving 25§ of the total for the estinmated cost of consiruction
on adcitions and alterations to existing buildings, Jlercentagewise,
the estimated cost of acdditions and alterations, to existing build-
ings, is lover than it has been for many years past. This cowmmward
trend still coatinues cinning Lelow levels that connot be solely
attributed to seasonal inSluences. Ceuses Zor this condition may be
found in: Government controls ~ now i process of relaxation - high
costs of labor and materials; lack of lan¢ area of sufficient size

for large scale hore building »rojects; resistance to the duilding

of nodcrn homes on plots of land lacling suf:icient frontage and area
to satisfy modern architectural recuirements; excessive land costs

in builteup sections for of f-street parking areas o satisf{y modern
cormercial and incdustrial building recuirements; a mounting opposition
to the new loning Ordinancg and Iap vhich is having a depressive
effect on new construction; undesirable environmental conditions due
to blight and obsolescense; topography and other ceteriorative

factors that are comrwon to all old cities,

The present acdninistration has come to grips with some of these
adverse conditions and is now taking positive stens that will give
sonie measure of relief, within its financial means, through its city
planning and recevelopment agencies wirich will provide short range
as irell as loangz range bullding and land reodrocessing programs. It is
alsé hoped that the new Zoning Ordinance and accomvanying liap will be
revised, where necessary, without further delay so that greater
benefits nay be derived by the comrmunity through its apnlication.
However it is impossible to eradiccte all the deterioratng and un~
desirable conditions that arc rooted so deeply in the past. Rapid
physical changes, in an old c¢ity; are almost as remote and fanciful
an e:xpectancy as the:quest for the Tountain of youth when old age

¢

has talten possession of the body. Long range benefits, based unon an

intelligent understanding of sound econonics, social progress and
scientific cdevelopments, can be realized and are healthier for the
cormunity than short-sighted palliatives that are short-lived.

The present condition of »rivete building activities is causing
sone concern and anxiety, with the prospect rather dim, for 1953.

Yet, there is no great cause for alarm when one talkes into
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consideration the hagnitude of nublic construction planned or in
nrocess of plaﬁning by the city, state and fedecral. covernment for our
“community. It is not unreasonable to assume, tvhat the dowmward trend
in private bgilding activities will be nartially stemmed by public
congtruction,

Netionally, COHSuruc tion activity curing the year 1053, accord=-
ing to reliable forecasts, shall renain strons with a possibility of
surpassn.0 the 1952 total new construction fizures of approximately
532 billions., The hard core of home construction is »assed and a
decline is expected with a slight dron to 900,000 new homes from the

it . .
1,000,000 starts annually for the last three vears.

This degline'in home building will be offset by a rise in publie
construetion. Government curbs and controls will be jreatly eased
during the year 1953 anc scarce naterials will be available to
satisfy demands, Prices will generally renain stable during the year

according to the best analysts.

LUSPECTIONAL ACTIVITINS PERTATHIIG TO

SLPETY REUIREICITS Ti DUILDIIG

v

The annual inspections of all licensed occupancies (hotels,
‘ . . 4
assembly halls of all types anc sizes, cafes, barroons, restaurants,
ete, )were carried on in the usual manner by checliing:

(a) The general structural conditions of the
building;

(b) The type, construction; protection and
accessibility of exits, the swing of exit
doors, exit signs and lights;

(c) The type, condition end location of heating
and COOklnﬂ ecuiprient including taeir salety
cevices and controls;

(d) The tyne, condition and location of fire
arOuectlxe ecuivment; such as, autonatic
sprlnhler systems (wet and dry) fire

tln'UlSierS, fire hose and standnipef
installations, fire alarn systens, etc,

This program of annual inspections, started some years ago and
now considered routine, provides that type of inspectional service
that is entirely devoted to the elimination or correction of hazard-
ous conditions that come vithin the purview of the rules, Aill
transfers of licenses recuire insnhection before apnhroval is given and

apnlications are signed Ly this office. <This type of service is the

.



key to the naintainance of our stancards of safety. Laxity or re-
laxation will not be permit?ed and, wvhen found, proper steps are
talen for »nrompt cormliance, In the last two or three years, with
few excentions, it has not been necessory to recormend suspension

or revocation of licenses Tor public accupancies because of the
existence of fire hazards and/or structural hazarcs, The exceptions
mentioned were cleared without resort to suspension or revecation;

a stern vritten waraing was suffiecient to effcct compliance.

~e ~

Prover nointainance of fire sofety stoncords cannot be attained
throuzh our efforts alone, bubt with the combined efforis of the
nembers of the Fire Yrevention Bureau and the ourners anc onerators

of »ublic asse:bly occuncicies, that jocl can be realined and

atteined, P

o)

riodic insnections, over the vears, have »nrocucec
benefieial resulis cdue to the active cooderctvion of the TFire
Prevention Jureauw and cue, in nart, o a Hrosressively better
cooneration rencerec by tae owmers aac operators of these licensed
nublic occupancies, s this cconeration Hecones nrojressively
bebtboer, so will the incicent of fire anc the shHreacd of fire
reduced., Similarly, the extent ol »Hroverty camage, the wossibility
of injury and fatelity, will be sreatly reducecd, Pudlic avareness
and. cooneration will be necesscry in order to Hrocduce the bdest
results in the field of fire »revention ancd fire protection,

Bvery vear tihecre are neny buildings added tb the list of
buildinss that 'have been nacde safer bHecause of commlaints renorted
to this office, citing hazards or violations exisving in bdulldings

otiier tihan licensed occunancies. After insnections ere nace,

§4

aoorooriate action is taen for tlhe correction or elinination of the

hasardous conditions, Iany vears heve been cevoted to this tyme

of insnectional service and nony buildings have been nacde scofer by
such renedies as: the installation of apnroved autonatic srrinller
systens, fire resistive enclosures around stairmrays, verivicel shalts
and onenings of all {ynes, fire cdivision walls and othor barriers
horizontally anc vertically ©to stop the s»hrecd of fire, fire re-~
sistive partitions, onening »rotcctives on wincous ithere einosure
Cistanées to other bHuildings end lot lines are not sufficient,
opening »rotectives on horisontal exits to nrovide access to refuje
areas, exbterior fire escanes, Jire emtinguisiers, Jire alarn systenms,

energency lighting, adcruate fire dammers (where necessary) on
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ventilating and air-conditioning systens, ete,

.

Qeal and positive benefits have been attained through this
effort, even though the rebulis are not readily noticeable, This
srogran is pushed vigorously because compliance is effected with
reluctance and opposition, often recuiring stern arnings and cour;
action., The processing of cases; involving sub-standard buildings,
is a very slow anc commlex task recuiring natience, tenacity, good
judgnent and technical ability, Obstacles in the nath of greater

prosress are nany ond varied, merience, during the past seven

years, has furanished us with ocmmle »roof of the magnitude of the task
and the barriers that have heen encountered, the most formidable of.
which are: personnel deficiencies cualitatively and quantitatively;
accquate remecdics are either difficult to attain or are_unattainable
due to characteristics of construction and/or occupancy; building
code recuirements anplicable to new buildings, wvhen annlied to
existing buildings, usually cause uncdue hardship both naysically and
financially; the use of litigation, with its attendant delays and une~
certainties, as an instrument of compliance.

The acdoptionn of the Proposed 3uilding Coce will provicde the
renecy for some of the obstacles, and tiae assignment of a nenber of
the Law Devartment exclusively to the »rosecution of cases »ertaining
to violations of the Duilding Ordincnceé, ZLoaing Ordinance, Health

the ¥ire Prevention Orcinance, will provide the means

’

Orcdinanées, anc

for sneedier action, °/ith the Proposed Suilding Code in effect,

jdo

coordindtion and cooperation of a nurber of agencies will be possible

because it nrovides for a central control vhere action can be

.

started, directed ancd guided to successful completion; thus saking

it possible to talle on a mueh greater worl: load with nore than just

a hope that this safety program, on existing buildings, can be ex~
panded to cover the entire ¢ity. The re;jrouning of related municipal
agencies and the centralization of authority will only provide the

driver and vehicle, but the efficiency and effectiveness of both is
directly based unon the cuality of nerformance renderec. Obviously,
the cuality of »erformance is based upon the adecuancy of the
Proposed Building Code an@ the nwiber and competency of the nersons
selected to administer it, If the acecuancy of the Proposed Duilding

Code can be assumecd, then it only becones necessary To raise
b

personnel standards o attain higher stondards of performance, and



this ean be done without »loecing additional financicl burdens on the

city bucget wihen the proposec fee systen, as nou set forth in the
Proposed Builcding Cocde, hecomes effective,

It is ny opinion that the Proposed Building Code holds the key
to the elimination'of rost of the barriers tiat lie in the path of

better neriornance,

. ———— - s W -

About sixteen months ago, Septemver 21, 1051, the City Council
aporoved the Doning Orcinance and Iiap, During this deriod,
anonroxinately 1500 ennlieations, accompanied by plans for pernits to
build, have been processed and »ernits to build have been issuved -
these building n»emits necesscrily complying with zoning recuirements,
“hile this office ent no record of permit denials and incuiries
pertaining to soning during the entire neriod of time herein
nextioned, it is safe to state, “ecause of a foirly reliable daily

fad

count nade by the office stcff at my recuest, that more than L0OO
annlicants were cdenied nernits to build ond more than 1000 persons
vere intervieved on cormlcints and cuestlons Hertaining direcply to
zoning matters and the interpretation of the Zoning Ordinance. Often-
times decisions, rendered by e, were cuestioned further Ly seeking
private legal advice'or by consultation with the City Solicitor or
nenbers of his staff, Illoreovér, the occasional conference with the
City Dolicitor apd/or a nenber of his stalf soon became a routine
daily occurrence.

This e:merience, pnlus nore than 20 vears of active contact with
zoning matters as your enforein; officer, should provide sufficient
bacliground for re to set forth sone observations, pertaining to the
nev Zoning Ordinance and llap, focusing on public reaction to this
new legal instrument and the urgency of taking proner stens: to
correct, by revision, those provisions that are generally considerel
ceficient; to reveal those provisions that are considered arbitrary
and serve no useful public purposej to correct, by revision, the
nevw Zoning Ilap where changes from commercial and incusvtrial uses
to residential uses have caused uncue hardship and are not in keeping
with e:xisting environmental and topographical conditions.

Since the last vearly report was written, the number of complaints
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and objections has been slovly but steacily inereasing, RQestrictions,

of any uyne, on thc use of land and Huildings have alwars caused a

-

certain amount of opposition and resistance; and anyone faniliar
with the history of zoning cervoinly vould anticinate a.stronger
than normal adverse reaction when the status cuo wvas ¢isturbed by
the advent of a nevw Zoning Orcdinance anc Land Use i.ap, Chanter 5Lk,
he new Zoning Ordinance was not in effect toe long when, with the
passing of tine, the commlaints were rising in number, »iteh and tone
with an occasional overtone of threat, accusation aad vituperaotion,

It can be saicd that some errors ond ambiguities have crent in,
which ean and should be elinminated, but the droblen joes deeder than'
that. llo one can ever hooe that any oerson or groud of nersons will
conie u» with a nerfect ecoce, Dut neither is it wise to be insensitive
to conditions that are begimning to aflect our econony Ly the creation
of uncdue hardsihin, ilo obstae¢le should bhe nernitted to stand in the
wath of the normel a¢ healitBy grotrth of. a. sity,

It is extremely cifficult to annly new, stroen; remecdies to a
¢ity thet has cevelopned, wvithout plan, for a neriod of 2087 rears to
1923, when the old Toning Ordinance becare effective. oSinke that
tine tie growth and cdevelonnent of our ¢ity was suided, shaned and
proteeted by the old Zoning Ordinance. Greater benefits could have
been realised Curing this neriod if the neonle fhlly understood and

-

appreciatec the value of the »rotection »rovided Tor then under its

terns, Due to o number of factors, »ublic accentcnce and cooneration
rioved slowly during this »period. The new Zoning Ordinence folloved
with & new conce»t anplving rnuch stronger renediés.v Ilaybe the change
from the (Zoning Ordincnce) to the new is too great; time alone
can furnish the true proof of such reasoning,

Hovrever, the srumdling still oes on vienever a nermit to bhuild
is denied, and the frecuency of such denials has certainly nrovided
a strong recson for »nHositive action., Yet, to sore nersons, all of
tiis tall: about onnousition seems incredibdle, exaggeratecd. Ty
didn't they voice their objections at the »nublic hearings - no great
remnonstrance was in eviceince at any of the »ublic Zearings? The
reasons may be found if one is willins to consicder the following
statenents:

(a) The average uncualified taxpayer

has never siovn any zreat interest
in a Zoning Ordinance, unless exposed



to its terns beciuse of sone
building nroblen,

(b) The average uncualified taxpayer
will not rcad a Zoning Ordinaonce
from cover Lo cover; lhis interest
anc. comnetency will not nernit
any such ordeal,

(¢} The taxpayer, who is eagaged
in the real estate or builcding
business, may have enough interest
in the Coning Ordinance to read
it and possibly stuay its »rovisions;
but he is going to cdiscuss the
provisions that he does not
widerstand writh his colleazues
rather than appear at a »ublic
hearing and run the ris! of not
naliing an intellijent »resentation
of his objections. e will cenend
upon his orgenization for renresentation,
(¢) Persons enzagec in the professions
of architecture, architectural or
structural engineering, or the law
1rill read vhe Zonins Ordinance bew-

~oay

cause of the usefullmess of such
ovledze in the practicé of the

A

above listed Hrofessions. L very
small percentage of this group
will cevote sufficient tine to
becore intinately acqueinted

vith every provision of the
Zoning Ordinance,

It is ebvious from a study of groups (a); (b), (&) anc {(d) that
the preponderance df numbers -~ pesple vho owm, rent,lease or manage
real estate - belong to srouns (&) and (b). Mass renonstrances are
not lgkely to cone from.grOups (a) anc. (h) for reasons Hreviously
mentioned, thus leaving the burden of pudblic remonstrance to groups
(¢) and (<) with group (¢) supnlying nost of the talent, At the
nublic hearinss, the remonstroncée was less than imdressive and
accorcing to revorts cnd subsecudnt eimerience, was even less
effective., Public reaction,hertaining to a Zoning or Suilding
Orcinance, cannot be gaured throush the nediun of one, two or three
nublic hearings because of the type, variety and comnlezzity of the
subjects covered by these orcdinances,

However, the most »ersigtent objections »ertained to: land use
rian changes including zone bdundaries, revision of certain area
regﬁlations, increase of nercentage of lot occunancy, revision and
clarification of non-conforming uscs, reduction in nuwiber of
cormereial zones adjacent to resicdential zones, revision of off-
street narking rccouirenents »ertcining to certain nininun areaé in

comnercial and incustriel occupancies, repeal of distance recuirements

for certain industrial uscs located on lots adjacent to residential



zoneg, revision of site plan requirenents for alterations on existing
buildings.,

The corments set forth hereunder do not cover the objections
nentioned ancd are only intenced to stimulate thought and focus
attention on certain provisions that should be given‘further study
for »urvoses of c;arifications, deletion or revision,

Land Use i.an. It is advisable to reconsider the Zoning

llanp of the entire city. Ixperience gained, tarough the
filing of applications for »ermitd to build on certain
nlots of land, has »ointed-u» errdrs of zoning that de-
nand attention due to exisving conditions: tonogranihical,
hizh cost of construction cdue to tyne of soil, tynme and
use of buildings, scarcity of uaimproved lenc area and
other environmental conditiong,

Jec, 21, Definitions = .Aftér -3, acd the de~

.

finition of the worc Billboard- so that ground
signs, wall signs and roof sipgns advertising
products etc,, that are not made, sold, used or
served on the prenises, nown as billboards, can
or will not become confused with the word “Sign
as set forth in Section 51 A-5 (a) (b) (e}

Sec, 23, Continuance of ionconforning Uses or

Buildings - The whole subject of nonconforming
uses should be reconsidered thorousaly since
decisions based upon established legal precedent
have beeh throvhr in jeodpardy by a recent court
decision which will, if not reversed by a higher
court, affect the rights and privileges of every
owrner of nonconforming uses vhere cessation gf use
is an important factor. In the same decision,
abanconnent of use was mentionecd, To nmy knowledge,
cessntion and abancdonnent of use were not given
any serious consideration, if at all, by the

City Council, before and during the tinme the Zoning
Ordinance was under consideration. It is ny be-
lief that »roner contermlation of such factors
would have resulted in resulations specifying in

clear lancuage the cdefinition and time limits
(] <O
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attencant to cessation and abandonnent of uses,

Sec. 24, As Anmenced C~2 Carking - Parking Space

relating to parling snace, as recuired, shall be

on the same lot vith the main building or anotaer
lot loccoted not nore than 600 feet away. This
provision is practiczlly unenforceable, particularly
the Dart that relates to »orking snaces 600 feet
avzay. Periodic inspections of all occupancies

vould be necessary becouse of lease and/or sale

of land etc.

/

Sec, 26, General Area Reguircnments ~ A-2 (b).

This sub-section should be cdeleted because of

its ambizuity, it is meaningless, The amendment
to A~2 aporoved Sentember L, 1952 by the City
Council should be further revised so as to clarify
the meaning of the language apnlying to the ovner-
ship of adjoining reccorded lots less than the
minimun area when the total width e:xzceeds 120
feet. Does this apnly to a parcel of land with
gome lots built upon, or does it apnly solely to
open unimproved adjoining lotg?

Sec. 27, Special Zxceptions « & - Educationa

Institutions. This section should be revised

so that the language cannot be nisinterpreted.

The last three lines only apply to new buildings
thus4making it possiblé for the ovmers and tenants
of these institutions to accuire, Tor such use,
existing buildings that do not comply witih the

30 foot recuirement from R Zones, thereby de=-

feating the purpose of this requirement,
o 4

3ec. 31, Establishment of Zones ~ This section
should be revised reducing the nunber of business

zones because of the difficulties created in

\

trying to enforee such regulcotions, esnecially

vhen cquestions of demaze arising from classified

LR TEY

permitted uses have to be resolved and distinctions
&L

«

drawn, such as a bakery under C-1 and a bank under

e e o bl
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C~2; ctec. In ny opinion, a bhank, should be
placed in a higher classification, C~1 and

a balery in C~2, The understancing of zoning
rules and regulations has not »rogressed to

guch extent that the pudblic or a layman can
justify or rationlize fine differences of use,
Experience has shown that this type of education
moves at a snail's pace.

4

Sec. 32, Zone Boundaries - The second

paragfaph should be revised, Experience
has shown that the 30 foot extension of a
lower use into the more restricted portion
of the lot divided by zone boundaries, is,

nore often than not, of no effect, due to

rear vard recuirenents in comnercial and

o

industrial zones.

Sec, 41, R-1, One Family Zons A-5 Public

Parlking Areas. This section should be

reconsiderec in view of the strong opposition
raised to this tyne of encroachment., Also a
provision should be added pertaining to the
area recuirenents for the erection of a private
garage including the mihimﬁm ngmber of vehicles
pernitted within such building, This slhould

be done so that a person would not have to
refer tq the definition of the words “private
garage™,

Sec. 41, C~3 Side Yards. The 30 »rovision should

be reconsidered bhased unon the width of the lot
and sorie reduction should be allowed to corner
lots here two sicdes are bounded by streets.
Modgrn cesign trends demand flexibility,

~

Sec, L1, C-L Rear Yarcs. The 25 minimunm

requirerent should be recduced since it does
not serve any useiul »nurnose and may be
classified as an arbitrary recuirement,

Iiost lots are already imvroved anc new hormes

are built irith attached garages.
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Sec, L1, C=5 Lot Coverage. The 30 requirement

o

can be increased without affecting yard re~
quirerents in most cases. OJome cases have
been brousht to ny attention where this
requirement has causec hardship since all
othgr reculrements were showin to comply.

Sec, 51, C-~1l Linited Commercial Zone C-1

Front Yard ~ The third sentence should be
reconsidered because of the existing physical
ceveloprient of these sones, where buildings
erected on sinjle lots, located between lots
with existing bHuildings that are built on

the street line, rwust provice Ior a set-

hacl: for 10 oLvVious 500C reasoi.

Sec,_ 5k, C-L Heavy Commercial Zone ~ 9,

10, aac 11. These naragrapis should be
reconsicdered since the distance recuirements
end the zone boundaries, in nost cases,
actually rule out the possibility of
compliance Cue to the denth of the Heavy
Cormercial Zones, in nost cases only 100 feet
in depth,

Sec. 73, Area - J-~5 Open Porch. This re-

e e — st g .

culation should be further revised so thot
a roofec porch of generous cdimension can be

built in the rear yard.

J

Sec, 81, Building Permit -~ A Jite Plan,

b —— ———

This regulation should be revised so that
alterations on existing builcdings, ihere the
exterior surfaces of these buildings are not
enlarged in any manner, should not recuire a
gite plan showing the location of buildings
on other lots within 50 feet of the bouncaries
of the lot for which a »nermit is recuested.
The foresoing general comments relating to sneciiic sections and
sub~sections of the Zoning Ordinance have been offered with the hope

that the nembers of the City Council 1ill talie vhatever stens are

deemed advisable ©o correct delects brousht to lisht by the apwplication



and administration of the Zoning Orcdinance. It may also be advisable

to invite all the groups, in interest, agoin in order to get the

o~

benelit of their corments bosed uvon the exveriences geined Irom the

application of gzoning regulations to snheeific bullding provlens.
mm

The result of a comdrehensive review will e worth the effort,

TiL 2R07P051D BUILLOING CODZ

.

The 2ronosed Building Code was »resentecd to the City Council on
Tebruary 15, 1951 anc, accoraing to legislative »rocedure, was re-
forred to the Orcdinance Cormittee for study and recormendation. After
four meetings, the members of the Ordinance Committee, at a meeting
held on llarch 12, 1951, adonted a new method of »rocecdure by
authoriszing the members of the Trovidence Building Code Revision
Cormittee to conduct a seriés of ncetings and heerings so that all
of the outside groups, in interest, would have armple opportunity to
aresent in writing, their conments, criticisms and/or recommendations
with the further odrivilege of discussing such corments, etc. Last
year's report contains a full list of —ersons and Srouds.

‘A schecdule of neetvings wes arrensed anc the nlan was »ut into

. -

action, thus giving every sroup an oprortunity to be heard through
its selected representatives., uvery recuest for a hearing wes
henored and a hearing was arvanged anc aeld accorcing to schecdule

with each zroun nerticinating sevnaratelv: thus aveiding confusion
(o) IS - o o A ] (%1

Kol

and interference.

The success of this nethod soon Jecare evicent and no tine or
effort was spared by the nembders of the Provicdence Bullding Code
Revision Cormittee to lieep the sciecdule of neetings and hearings
noving at the rate of at least one neeting »er weelk from Anril 1951
to December 18, 1952, when the committee terminated its cduties =~

5

comnleting an intense schedule of 4O neetings and L3 hearings, a

total of 69 conferences.

In orcder to eep nace vith the intvense schecdule of meetings, the
riembers of the Providence Duilding Code Revision Cormittee had to
set asicde manv business appointnents ond their »ersonal affairs.
The same was true, in a lesser degree of the representatives of the
particinating groups, in interest. All those who varticinated,
apnlied themselves vigorously and willingly to the taslt of airing

their views and resolving their differences; thus naking it possible



to give nutual sanction to a nurbber of revisions that are now being
compiled anc set forth in a report., This report, the result of many
nonths of tedious worlk, will be subnitted to the Ordinance Cormittee
of the City Council with the lmowledge that the Proposed Duilding
Code, as further revised, has been studied and deliberated by the
" greatest array of talent ZTound within the bHorders of our.state and

to a considerable degree beyohd the borders of our state,

gesnectfully submitted,

] nspéctor o% Dui
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