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Judiclary March 12, 1953
is taxed $2020. His total tax is $5816 which, plus
the $4000 paid his wife, leayes~him epproximately
$6000 to live on. She on The other hand would pay
a tax of $936/if the $4000 was taxable to her. Now,
if the payments decreed to her were deductible to
him and taxable to her, the court could order him to
pay $6000 a year. He would then have & taxable in-
come of $10,000 on which his tax would be $2956, leav-
ing him $7000 to live on. She, on*the other hand, on
the $6000 received would pay a tax of $1516, leaving
her approximately $4500 to live on. Thus, she would
have §5OO more and he would have $1000 more if his
income were the game., This is the law in practically
every state but Connecticut. ZExamples might be multi-
plied to show even more injustice.

Rep. Parsells: Suppose a couple get a separation and six
months later they want a divorce,

Mr. Cooney: There is nothing to prevent them from getting a
divorce.

Rep. Parsells: Does she have to go back into court?

Mr. Cooney: Yes, Incidentally,” I have talked the matter over
with Judge Kenneth Wynn end he is in favor of it.

Chr, Jewett: ‘The hearing is closed. We will teke up H. B, 7
210. Anyone in favor? .

H. B. No. 210-{ Pruyn - AN ACT AMENDING CHAPTER 224 GENERAL
STATUTES, REVISION OF 1949, CONCERNING
ARCHITECTS ‘

Carmen R. Lavieri: I em speaking for the Connecticut Chapter
of the American Imnstitute of Architects in support of
this bpill. T wish to file this memorandum with the
committee (see statement attashed), There might be
some objection to sub-section 1 ef Sgetion 3. I un-
derstand there will be somecne here who has something
to say about that. I think all concerned are definite-
1y in favor of this law, assuming that this subsection
is straightened out. We are prepared to do whatever
we can to assist the committee to alter it. I would
like to call on Richard Howland, Austin Mather and
T, Merrill Prentice to say a few words. I think the
building inspectors would be only too glad to have
such a bill which would assist them.

Rep. Crouch: Do you mean to interpret that a bullding inspec-
tor could be fined - in looking at the bill here.

Mr. Lavieri: I think if a building inspector approved plans
that did not meet with the provisions of this law

P




| STATEMENT OF CONNECTICUT CHAPTER OF THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF
¢ \RCHITECTS IN SUPPORT OF ¢

-He B 216, An act amending Chapter 224, General Statutes, Revision of
g 1549, concerning architects.

i NEED FOR THIS LAW. There are several classes of people entitled %o
| protection from injury to person or property caused by improperly design-
sd or poorly constructed bulldings. Workmen engaged in the construction
of a building and suppliers and their agents dellvering materlials are
involved in the first instance. Many a tragedy has oceurred during the
construction of a building because of lmproper supervision,

After the building is completed the safety of persons uaing the
building becomes important. Whether the particular building involved
my be a retall store, a warehouss, a factory, or almost any type of
rmnlding, 1t 18 used by people who have no control over its construction
and who depend on the State to ses that sueh buildings are safe for their
wse. Tt is clearly the duty of the State to protect the general public
from injury or risk of injury from these sources.

The only method of affording this type of protection is by a law
jsuch as that proposed by House Bill No. 210,

OPERATTON OF PROPOSED LAW. The law proposed by House Bill No.21l0
is designed to accomplish the above-stated objectives in the following
EAnner.

In the first plaece, it would make it unlawful for any persons to
practice architecture or to design or supervise the construction of
luildings except registered architects.

Secondly, the proposed law would require any persons practicing
srchitecture or designing or superviaing the construction of buildings
to be registered architects, and 1% would provide further that persons

! seeking a certificate of registration as architects would have to prove
]tothe gatisfaction of a duly constituted board that they are qualified
to practice architecture by reason of their training and experience.

Certain operations which are comparatively small in scope, such as
the construction of residences and farm buildings and buildings consist-
ing of less than 3,000 square feet, are exemp?t from the provisions of the
proposed law because they are of such a nature that they are not apt to
create dangerous conditions. Also exempt are activities controlled by
other state agencies.

COMPARISON WITH PRESENT LAW. House Bill No, 210 is not a radical
departure from our existing law. At the present time there are six
sections (4615-4620) in Chapter 224. Of these six sections, three are
retained in their entirety and Section 4620 is changed only in form. The
architectural examining board has been retained exactly as 1t now exists.
There 1s no change in the manner or cost of its operation and no change
' in the fees involved. The passage of House Bill No. 210 provides for no

increase in expense of %Eg kind to the State of Connecticut. 3ection 4616
eT 224 1s repealed and is replaced by Sectlon 2 of House Bill No,

The basic difference between these two laws is that the present law
s 1t unlawful to practice architecture under the title "grchitect®
ess the perscn holds a certificate of_Fegistration; whereas the pro-
pded law makes it unlawful to practice architecture or use the title
hitect without having-secured—a-certificate of registration. The pre-

M5 1aw clearly affords no protection for the public.

, A person can practice architecture at the present time without any
restrictions whatsoever provided he does not use the word "architect" in
onnection with his business., Presumably, under the present law, an arch-
ktect holding a certificate could engage 1n unethical practices of any
ype, .he convicted of a felony or of any type of negligence or imcompetence
Iwhich would cause a certificate to be revoked and thereafter he could con-
inue to practice archlitecture in the same place and 1n the same manner as
loreviously except that he would be obliged to remove the word Raprchitect™
B om his door. Clearly 3ection 4616 does not afford the protection that
he public 1s entitled to. .

‘\
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gection 3 of the bill is completely new to our law. Under the old
w, .1t was unnecessary to provide any exemptions inasmuch as anyone could
metice architecture so long as he did not use the word Marchitect'. How- i !
rr, the exceptions contained in Section 3 are necessary because certaln ‘ ,
tivities of employees of public utility companies, reglstered englineers, |
iployees of registered architects and so forth, might possibly be unlawful i
der Section 2 of the bill unless specially exempted. Also i1t was deemed E
Fﬂjable to exempt dwellings, farm buildings, and buildings whose total Y |
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sa does not exceed 3,000 square feet, lnasmuch as this type of bullding B
pes not present any particular safety problem. -;[ !

gection 4 of the bill replaces Section 4617 of Chapter 224, These
wetions are substantially the same. The basic difference is in the qual-
ifications required of persons allowed to take the examination. Section ‘
517 provides that any citizen of the United States twenty-one years of E
ge and of good moral character who shall have completed a four year high !
whool course or its equivalent is eligible to take the examination. Section IE
tof the blll provides that in addition to these qualifications, a person,
lh order to be eligible to take the examination, must also submit evidence fi
y

lo the board of eight years of practical experience in architectural work, }
lith the provision that each complete year of study in an acceredited school {
w college of architecture shall be deemed the equivalent of one year of l
ractical experience. Section 4 of the bill also provides that in any m
went an aspplicant must have had at least three years of practical exper- !u

jence.

‘ Under the old law, a person without any knowledge of architecture
wuld apply for and take the examination. If by some odd chance he got a
nssing grade in the examination, he would be entitled to be registered as !
m architect. The proposed law would eliminate this possibility and make ,
wrtain that no inexperienced or unqualified persons could be registered. [ ﬁl

Section 5 of the bill is new., Under Thapter 224 there is a penalty i
rovided for violating the chapter, but there is no provision for any pro- ) t
wdures for enforcement. Section 5 provides that each architect shall have I '
1seal and that any drawings or plans prepared by him shall be stamped with L
s seal, It further makes it unlawful to pose as the author of any plans v
or drawings and provides that officlals charged with the enforcement of
milding laws and with the approval of plans and specifications shall not
spprove any plans and specifications which have been prepared in viclation H 1
of the sectiong of this billl, w

|
Section 6 of the bill replaces Section 4620, Chapter 224, The penalty il

remeins the same but the wording of the section is in conformity with the '

other sections of the bill. J [

|

|

]
COMPARISON WITH LAWS OF OTHER STATES. The proposed law is not more J

restrictive than the laws in some of the other states. For instance,

section 7304 of Article 147 of the NEW YORK STATE laws, whlch sets forth Foy

the qualifications required of persons applying to take the examinatlon, i

is almost identical with the requirementa as set forth in Section 4 of the f

b1l expept that in New York State the applicant must be at least twenty- iI

Y fiw-Tears of age, rather than at least twenty-one as in the proposed law. a

|

\l

¥
WISCONSIN provides that in order to be eligible to take the examina-~ |
tions an applicant must have at least seven or more years of experience in ;
srchitectural work of a character satisfactory to the board, but graduation w

from an approved school of architecture 1s equivalent to four years of ex-
ARrlence. Wisconsin also requireg good. moral character and the other
,'matters(i?cluded in Fhe proposed law. Ref: Wisconsin statutes, Section
101,31 (6).

gection 8 of Publie Act 165 (1951) of the VERMONT laws provides,
bnong other things, that in order to be eligible to take the examinations
n applicant must be at least twenty-five years of age and shall have a
begree from an approved architectural school and three years of practical
rperience, If the applicant does not have such a degree, nine years of
i versified practical experience would be acceptable.

The law in effect in the State of MAINE is identical with that of
g 3tate of VERMONT.




In the State of OHIO buildings whose total cubage does not exceed
00 feot are exempt from the provisions of that law. Generally speak-
a bullding of 30,000 feet and a building of 3,000 square feet floor

e are the same., In New York the 30,000 cubic foot rule is used,

B SUMMATION. The Connecticut Chapter of the American Institute of
$eiitects urges the Judiciary Committee to report favorably on House Bill
¥ 210 for the following reasons,

B 1. The law 1s made to protect the public against hazards created by
Sroperly designed bulldings and by improper supervision during the course
onstruction. ’

— 3

2, The law is not a great departﬁ?ngrom our present law,

} ©. The law will operate simply and expeditlously and it does not re-
@re any new state employees or agencies and will c¢reate no additional
g¥nse to be borne by the state,

B 4. The law is not more restrictive than the laws of many of our
@khboring states and 1s less restrictive than many in some respects.

Respectively submitted,

The Connecticut Chapter of the
Amerlcan Inastitute of Architects

By: Carmine R. Lavieri, Counssl

h 12, 1953
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he .wotild be in violation of this law, but 1 would say
it would have to be willful. N N -

Rep. Crough: OCan't you penelize the pedple who drew.-the plans?

L

Mr, Lavieri:. Yes. L
' Pl

Rep. Crouch: "Then why penalize the+orficials? -

Mr, Lavierl: T must say it is not our: intention "to pentlize the
officials. Perhaps that part should be rearranged.

Richard 1.’ Howland, Chairmen, Cqumittee on Education &nd Ragils-
tration, Connécticut Chapter, American-Institute of
Architects: ‘I'wouldrlike to say that an ‘ageficy in=
volved with publicisafety is the.O0ffice rof the "State
Fire Marshall. and T have drawn-his sttention to this
b#ll. The Fire-Marshall is our Cormissioner of -
State .Police, Edward J, Hickey and I have a lettier
from.him reading .in par® "I have examined the bill
very tarefully and thé'suggestions that you have to
offer ‘relative to it. I seé ho reason for this office
to object to sugh a bill, aid .we shall register in
favor. of it." Thé profession of architecture calls
for men 'of high integrity, business capacity, techni-
éal and artistic .ability. The licemsing of the pro-
fession of architegture, .invelving as it does the
health; welfare and - saféty.of the publiec, 1Is a proper
and nécessary exercise.of the police powér of the
legiskature. " Presentistatutes-only.xestric the use
of the title M"architect® to those duly registered.

. No restrajint~whateve? i plitoupon’the practice ‘of"
architecture;.anyene may engsge '‘in any or*all of the
functions.of anrafrchitect,.providéd-he does not uge #
the title Marchitect®:~ Cldatrly, then, Af it was-the
intent of the legislature to- protect the public:
safety, hedlth and .welfare, the results lave been
less ithah what "was intended. For the.present statx
utes only basically provide for the protection of the
public from misrepresentéatioil.and decelt in.the use
of .the.titlé Marchitéct™. -They do not bar from'prac-
tice the dishones or thé incompetent. 'Ox tHé other
hand the proposéd bill cléarly defines -the praetice
of architecture, provides 'for the registration of per-
sons duly qualified to engage in such.practice, and
utilizes existing regulatory bodles in a simple en-
forcement pran. Withl!pegard to the.eligibility for
examination, present statutes require that an applis
cant must be examined if'he is & citizen of the United
States, is 21 years of dge, is .of good moral character,
has completed & .2 year high school course:or Its
equivalent. These requirements are very:.low, indeed.
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Oas vof the more sigaificant pértions of the training
of architects i§ his practical experience, supplement—
ing tlhdoretical “training. At the seme -time, thig ‘e x~
] i perience is dlfficﬂlt, if not impossible, to evaluate
] in-any examination’ procedure. Under present require-
ments -the Board is required to éxamihe dpplicdnts who
have dot finished évend tﬂelr theorétical tralnlng An .
arehltectural schoéol. It is this- entirely possible
for the Board to- be oBfliged td -issue -a certifidate of
B reélstrat;en to 4an uﬁdefgraduate*iﬂ=areh1téctural
schdol, who has had aBsélutely no prectical "expsrisénce
in the epplication of theory to the actual practice of
his profession. In engineering a candidate for ex-
£ “amingtion must ‘be 'a gradiléte.Sf dn appro¥ed englneering
g6hocl -with Ifour years of satisfactory practical ex-
~ perience or have ten yearg of satlsfactory Jpractical
~e}iper1*enee.l Hence} ﬂhérenls-every reason thaﬂ ‘the
gubllc shouldihave the much more comipleté proteétien
fforded by fha Proposéd re'quiredents for thé dfechi-
tecfural examinatione+ Inasummary, thespresent statutes
do n&teprotect théefpublic £rom’the phdétice of -archi-
tecture by Aincompetent of dishofies 1ndiv1dﬁa13°4it
provides for redistrdticn of 1nd1vlduars Wwho ae not
A ‘Have any 'pPactical professional ‘éxperiénceé; it déPines
: tHe practice of architecture -ard prov1des*protectlen
for 'thé publlc«throﬂgh g simpie enfdrcemsnt process
in ‘the ‘proposéd legislation and protects the “public
from inexperienced practitioners by requiring a mini-
pum of three years of satlsfactory practical experl—
ence~befere régistraﬁion is poeerble. .

Cona e, . 1

Austin W. ﬁatﬁer,-pre81dent of the Cdnneeticut Chapter of fthe

: Ameriean Imstitite of‘Archltects‘ We believe -thid,

proﬁesed Tegislation i1l be for the good of all” people

and particgularly public safety AR building., ‘E am a

praeticing ; -architect 4nd am ‘called in to givé éxpéri-

enced testimony reldtivd -to cases of"litlgqtlons-'l

; would-1ike to point -dut a few exaﬁplea:{~Thrs was a

] death dte t& ammonia fumes.-There ‘was a woodeﬂJstalr

' tower from -thé basement fto' ‘the aéqond ‘f1loqr. iThere v
was & top! floor dormitdry wink. The refirigeration *
rgom wds in -the bdsement 6peniﬁg dlrectly eff -the stair
fower, ' Phe relief valve in the ammonia line became
defective and permitted fumes to f£ill the refrigera-

i tiof room emd -fXow into ‘the stalr tower Béeause-no
sedled door was provided. The -funies spread tErohgh
the corridor fo thevsleeping ‘Hooms End’ sﬁffoéate@ one
of ‘tle occupants. Compétent'desigh wourkd: Lavé -sealed
fefrlgeratlon room from the Fesb of- the buildirig and
Ferited rdom to out-dotrs. Another” éxemple & A .garage

wde "built on -filled -ground with ‘thé "rear founddtion
wall of" garage actlng as a fetaining wall for the ’

386
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earth £ill. .The weight of the cars using the garage
érack8d the concrete flodr, causing the-earth pres-
su:e.a%gfnst*thg.retaiﬂigg wall tg Buckle the wall
which wes improperly désigned. Th&'retaining wall
was found to be a 6" concrete blogk wall with mortar
"#joints, ‘whereas & 'sourd b@péieté strﬁ%puraI wall
should have been-provided. -We feel' that the builders
bhild end the Owner :and-public ‘Sccupy. THere is a
void there in some cases~because no one assumes the
. regpongibility of design. Thgﬂ;gsppngib;lity should
n be- with the registered égguitecﬁ $T énginggr-who by
ldw 1s 1idenged. 7 Pk )

-
‘!,‘g -

N B

Rep. Greengi Tpislwogld gogﬂprayenp people from getting their
=X« <« " plans by hdil! dbrder: " STt " the
Mr. ,Mather:  There are exemptions in this but we did not want
. to have them restridted. ‘We exenpred farm.hulldings
in their entirety. Then, of courged, there 1is "the
matter of utility buildings, one family houses and .
ot "gdvernment bufldings and certain buildings below a
certain size’that would not need this licensing. It
is hard %o strike the line. Our law 1s more liberal
. than‘other laws. We have taken an arbitrary figures
of 3000 sq. ft. for a new building. We took 1t based
on other legislation. It wlll not protect mass hous-
ifg developments but we "dannot restrict it 1dwer, than
we have.™’ - o -
. - . 2 ; - - - .
T Mérrill-Prentics:” 1 am%gﬁ%énglg fn favor of this bill.,
The exsminations which-we“give have already been
s . ~ Clked. Some of the,applicants indiggate the need of
Ut Sepigher preparatidh’And tPaiding which this’ bill pro-
vides,., As thelegislatlon ndw;gtands, it 1is possible
Por a sthdent to pass ‘an”sxamingfion eand become
registered; ~He hag-hbt, even'gradlated from his dourse
bnd-has hdd“no expbrience. -This 18 bne issub: this
bill hopes to cdrredt, It ih,no way brotects the = ~
pebple’ against a layman from practicing a*highly tech-
nical profession,' I Have'Been practicing-in-14 states.
Ih ‘many’ states there are’no registrapign‘laﬁs.:*It is
iy firm belief’ that this Bill is stropgly ih the dub-
1ic favor. - - L .

! % - -

-t -

Arthur Rutherford, building inspector,_ West'Hartford, also

Sheirman of the building inspectors,of the state: -

] The, part referring td buildink inspsctdrs might be .

3 ewrittén. I would ‘poift cut on Page 2, subsection.

: 1, that that.should be glarified, for purposes of im-
%ébpreﬁation,”meg%'prpbably will be,done gnd sub- |
fithed to your oopmittes, THE deglgn ofstrugtutes

1g something that should receive the attention of “the

Yow"anforcement officials of the state. I think that
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this approach is all right. One of your members
Rl - .asked whether or not .1t would affect zoning. There
could be some clarification on that. .: .
\«1.“».‘i * 2 b [

Vietor Frid, Hartford, president of the Buildihg Congress,

3 which is composed of all branches of the construction
51 industry: This group has authorized me to speak and

] .register ' 'in favor of H. B. 210, ) ) A

- - v Vi ) - ,--h)
A. J. Mackey, president, Connecticut Soclety, of Professional
Fngineers: We are in favor ofthis bill in the in-
r. ™ Ttérests ?f public safetys” 7 -
bl y ¢ 1

- o ) -

TR <.,

B Chr. Jewetf: -Anyonéd opbosed?~ The.hearing is-closed. We will
t&ke up ;Ho B:w- 900‘.! 3‘ - 'y e K
- -ll ta i ‘i 3 . K wJa o f " o “ *
H. B. No.-900 £.Cohen - .AN ACT CONCERNING' LEGAL SEPARATION AND
LY . SEPARATE&MEINTENANGE’OF HUSBAND AND WIFE

Chr. Jewett;‘ Anyone in.févor? Opposed? The hearing is closed.
Take up H. B, 919.
fx Ty LI !
H. B. No."9l9. ¥ Pruyn - AN ACT CONCERNING THE ESCHEAT AND IN-
L. VESTMENT OF UNCLAIMED INSURANCE FUNDS

i Chr. Jewett: Anyone in favor? Anyone opposed? The hearing

3 is closed. We will take up H. B, 1405. Anyone in favor?

o H. B. No. 1405 «# Knibbs - AN ACT CONCERNING CREDIBILITY OF

'- " WITNESSES

1 Baward T. Carmody, Waterbury: I wish to reglster in favor of

this bill. Under the present law the prosecutor can-

; not ask a person on the stand if he had been guilty

[ of such and such a orime previously. However, this

H bill is addressed to a loophole, in effect, on that

|. law which allows the prosecutor to ask the same ques-
tion of the same accused and it is allowed as long
as it is stated in due course that it is only being

' done for the creditability of the accused on the stand.

) The jury hearing that gquestion is bound to be preju-
diced. It seems the only realistic thing to do is
to amend the act to allow the prosecutor to ask a per-
gon as to his former conviction only im the case of
perjury. If & men has a record, large or small, the

i fime for it to be brought to the attention of the court

is after the conviction, and then it could be stated

that he was found guilty of such and such, but to al-
low this in the course of a trial, the Jury and judge
will definitely be affected by it. I would ask that
your committee give favorable consideration to this

bill.
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move you the acceptance of the,ﬁavﬁiable report.
THE SPEAKER:
Question is upon passage of the bill. Those in favor will
signify by saying "aye'; opposed? The bill 1s passed.
THE CLEBK: r
Favorable report of the Committee on Judiciary on Substituté

for House Bill No, 210 "An fAct concerning the Examination and Re<

gistration of Architectz. "Calendar 1031 File 640.
MR. PARSELLS (FAIRFIELD):

This bill amends the present law with respect to reglstra-
tion of architects in the State of Connecticut with the idea of
protecting the public against hazards created by improperly de-
signed buiidings and improper provisions for protection during
the course of construction. The first thing it does is make 1t
unlawful for any person to practice architecture or to deslgn
commercial buildings unless they are registered architects.,
Secondly, 1t provides the person seeking to be registered as
an architect must prove to the satisfact}on &f the Board of
Architects that they are qualified to practice architecture by
reason of their tralning and experience. It does not apply to
the ‘construction of residential buildings unless they are build-
‘ ings to held more than two families. It does not apply to farm

building or to any building under five thousand square feet of

outside measurements. The change in the law was asked for by
the Connecticut Institute of Architects and a large number of

bulldling inspectors who appeared at the hearing and is designed
to protect the public of the State of Conneecticut. The Committee

PR
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went into it very carefully, held two hearings on the bill, and
are of the opinion it should pass.,
THE SPEAKER: P

Question is on passage of the bill., Those~in favor will
signify by saying "aye"; opposed? The bill is passed.
THE CLERK:

Favorable report of the Committee on Public Health and Safet
on House Bi1l No,

}2 "An Act concerning Hypertension or Heart
Disease of Policemen." Calendar 1032 File 639,
MR. MCMAHON (WINDSOR LOCKS):

Mr. Speaker, I move the acceptance of the committee's favore
able report and passagé of the bill.
THE SPEAKER;

Question 1s on acceptance of the committeels favorahle re~
port and passage of the bill.
MR. MCMAHON (WINDSOR)LOCKS):

Mr., Speaker, this bill would extend disability benefits
now for firemen for disability caused by hypertension or heart
disease. I hope the bill passes.

THE SPEAKER:

Question is upon passage of the bill., Those in favor will
signify by saying "aye"; opposed? The bill is passed.
THE CLERK:

Favoraple report of the Committee on Agricul ture on House

Calendar 1033 File 638,

BLllL.No, 304 "An Act concerning Bacteria Counts of Milk and Cream.

M
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adopted and included in the recodification will be absolutelyssafe and
sound and above attack from a legal basis. I trust that the Committee's

favoraﬁle‘report will be accepted and the bill passed.

cr

PRESIDENT: The question is on acceptance of the Committee's favorable repor
and passage of the bill. Those in favor say "Aye® - those oppesed "No® -

the Ayes have 1t and the bill is passed.

CLERK: Calendar No. 633, File No. 51l; » Favorable report of the Committee

on Constitutional Amendments on Senate Bill No. 907, An Act Submitting a

Proposed fmendment to the Congtitution, to Incorporate Forty-seven Amend-
ments in the Constitution of the State Witheut Other Revision,ofnd toiSecure
BecSssaryiApproyaliby the Electors of a Fair Draft of the Result,

SENATOR HALL, FIFTH DISTRICT: Mr. President » I move aeceptance of the
Committes's favorable report and passage of the bill,

PRESIDENT: Will you remark?

SENATOR HALL, FIFTH DISTRICT: The remarks made on the previous bill apply
to. this one.

PRESIDENT: The question is on acceptance of the Committee's favorable
report and passage of the bill. Thase in favor will Please say "Aye" -
opposed ™No" - the bill is passed. |

SENATOR JEWETT, 20th DISTRICT: Mr. President, may Calendar No. 882 be
passed over, retaining its place on the calendar?

FRESIDETN: There being no objection, that action wi 11 be taken.

CIERK: Calendar No. 510, File No. &L0, Favorable report of the Committee

on Judiciary on Substitute for House Bill No. 210, An Act concerning the

Examination and Registration of Architects.

SENATOR JEWETT, 20th DISTRICT: Nr. President, I move acceptance of the
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. the original bill, makes provisions that no buildings or structures shall

"

Committes's favorable report and passage of the bill,

PRESIDENT: The question is on acceptance of the Committee's favoragle
report and passage of the bill - will you refgrk? '

SENATOR JEWETT, 20th DISTRICT: Mr. President — this bill was brought in
as a result of difficulties being experienced by various building inspec-
tors and those who issue building permits. Communities around the state
are having much difficulty enforcing rules providing for proper structures

from a standpoint of safety and health; and this bill which incorporates

be accepted or approved that the specifications thereof are not stamped
with the seal of a registered architect or a registered professional engin-
eer. This applies to buildings in excess of five-hundred square feet and
this act makes exception for buildings for agricultural use, and for one
and two family liouses and for companies such as utility companies who have
inﬁ%é{}r employ men of this type. This bill vill grant safety througheut
the state and assist building inspectors and engiﬁeers and should be passed.
PRESIDENT: The question is on acceptance of the Committee's favorable
report and s ssage of the g;llw All those in favor say "Aye" - those
opposed, "No" -~ the bill is passed,

CLERK: File No. Bi8, Calendar No. 940, Favorable report of the Committee

on Agriculture on House Bill No. 119, An Act concem ing Milk and Cream

sold at Retail or Served in Public Eating Places.
SENATOR HALL, FIFTH DISTRICT: Mr. President, I move acceptance of the
Committee's favorable report and passage of the bill,

PRESIDENT: The motion is on accéptance of the Committee's favorable report

and passage of the bill - will you remark?




