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Monday, May 2 4 , 1 9 7 1 7 2 . 

p a s s i n g a lot. of drug l e g i s l a t i o n and i f these n o n p r o f i t organ-

i z a t i o n s are r e c e i v i n g t h i s funding, our commissioner should 

have these r e g u l a t i o n s so t h a t they w i l l have something more to 

abide by. More and more quest ions have been coming t o l i g h t , 

more and more problems have been coming to l i g h t as the drug 

problem has been expanding we have been g i v i n g more funding 

and more leaway t o these o r g a n i z a t i o n s . I think t h i s b i l l w i l l 

t i g h t e n up some of the problems t h a t have been c a l l e d to the 

a t t e n t i o n of the commissioner even though some of the communities 

are unaware of these problems. I ' d l i k e to support t h i s b i l l . 

THE SPEAKER: 

W i l l anyone e l s e remark f u r t h e r . I f n o t , the quest ion 

i s on acceptance and passage of the b i l l . A l l in f a v o r w i l l 

say AYE. anyone Opposed. THE BILL IS PASSED. 

THE CLERK: 

Back to Page 6, Ca l . 1044, Sub, f o r H.B. 619 7. AN ACT 

CONCERNING TECHNICAL AND PROCEDURAL CHANGES IN CONNECTION WITH 

THE LICENSING OF ARCHITECTS.' 

THE SPEAKER: 

The gentleman from the 3rd. 

MR. MOTTO: (3rd) 

I move acceptance of the J o i n t Committee's f a v o r a b l e 

r e p o r t and passage of the b i l l . 

THE SPEAKER: 

Question i s on acceptance and passage . 
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MR. MOTTO: (3rd) 

Mr. Speaker, the Clerk has an amendment.. 

THE CLERK: 

House Amendment Schedule "A", o f f e r e d by Mr. Yedziniak 

of the. 5th. Line 164, a f t e r the period and b e f o r e the word 

" A l l " , i n s e r t the f o l l o w i n g : The Fee f o r an a p p l i c a n t who 

q u a l i f i e d f o r a c e r t i f i c a t e of r e g i s t r a t i o n other than by 

examination, in accordance with the p r o v i s i o n s of S e c t i o n 3 of 

t h i s A c t , s h a l l be f i f t y d o l l a r s . 

MR. MOTTO: (3rd) 

Mr. Speaker, I move adoption of HouseAmendment Schedule 

"A". 

THE SPEAKER: 

Question i s on adoption of Schedule "A". W i l l you 

remark. 

MR. MOTTO: (3rd) 

I would l i k e to speak in favor of t h i s amendment. This 

amendment takes care of an omission in the b i l l with regard to 

a f e e a t f i f t y d o l l a r s . I t h e r e f o r e move i t s adoption. 

THE SPEAKER: 

Further remarks. I f not a l l those in f a v o r of House 

Amendment Schedule "AH, say AYE. Opposed. THE AMENDMENT IS 

ADOPTED. I t i s r u l e d t e c h n i c a l . 

MR. MOTTO: (3rd) 

Mr. Speaker, I now move acceptance of the J o i n t Committer's 

f a v o r a b l e r e p o r t and passage of the b i l l as amended. 
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THE SPEAKER: 
Question i s on passage as amended. W i l l you remark. 

MR. MOTTO: (3rd) 

This b i l l , Mr. Speaker, would make c e r t a i n t e c h n i c a l 

changes i n the law concerning r e g i s t r a t i o n and makes two sub-

s t a n t i v e changes. The f i r s t i s an i n c r e a s e in the s t a t u t o r y 

f e e s f o r annual a r c h i t e c t s ' r e g i s t r a t i o n , corporate a u t h o r i z a t i o i 

and examination t o meet current c o s t s . The second changes the 

adoption of an requirement t h a t working drawings and s p e c i f i -

c a t i o n s be s e a l e d by a p r i n c i p a l member or o f f i c e r of an 

a r c h i t e c t u r a l f i r m . The purpose of t h i s change i s insure t h a t 

a p r o f e s s i o n a l having a p r o p r i e t o r y i n t e r e s t in a f i rm and 

t h e r f o r e a p o t e n t i a l l i a b i l i t y f o r i t s employee's work, w i l l 

be require d to review f i n a l plans and s p e c i f i c a t i o n s . This i s 

intended to provide one more safeguard to the p u b l i c i n t e r e s t . 

This b i l l has the support of the Connect icut A r c h i t e c t u r a l 

R e g i s t r a t i o n Board and the Connect icut S o c i e t y of A r c h i t e c t s , 

AIA. I r e s p e c t f u l l y urge passage of t h i s b i l l . 

THE SPEAKER: 

Any f u r t h e r remarks/ I f n o t , quest ion i s on passage 

of the b i l l as amended. A l l in favor w i l l say AYE. Opposed. 

THE BILL IS PASSED. 

THE CLERK: 

On Page 6, C a l . 10 30, Sub. f o r H.B. 6484. 

THE SPEAKER: 

The gentleman from the 118th. 

roc 
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File 1186; Cal. 643, House Bill 6904, File 1582; Cal. 1150, House Bill 7901 1 

File 1342; Cal. 1192, House Bill 7148, File 1334; Cal. 1204, House Bill 7256 ' 

File 1393; Cal. 1214, ..House Bill 701)4, File 1 4 2 3 ; Cal. 1226, House Bill 8914 

File 1073; Cal. 1257, House Bill 7048, File 1464; Cal. 1262, House Bill 8271 : 

File 1474; Cal. 1267, House Bill 9020, File 1457; Cal. 1271, House Bill 5049 

File 1628; Cal. 1272, House Bill 5415, File 1632; Cal. 1273, House Bill 5627 
-

File 1616; Ccl 1 • 1274, House Bill 5709, File 1630; Ccl 1« 1275, House Bill 5714 

File 1575; Get X • 1276, House Bill 5834, File 1569; Cal. 1277, Hous e Bill 5938 

File 1585; Cal. 1278, House Bill 6 2 1 0 , File 1627; Cal. 1279, House Bill 0 3 6 7 

File 1565; C&j. • 1280, House Bill 6561, File 15555 Cal. 1281, House Bill 667l/> 
File 1586; Cal. 1285, House Bill 7077, File 1.556; CI. 1 2 8 7 , House Bill 8272 

File 1566; Cal. 1289, House Bill 8578, File 1.579; Cal. 1 2 9 0 , House Bill 8799 

File 161+0; Cal. 1293, House Bill 9246, File 1638; Cal. 1294, House Bill 9256 

File 1637; Cal. 1295, , House Bill 9001, File 737; Cal. 6 2 9 , House Bill 7642 . 

•i File 6 3 8 ; Cal. 721, House Bill 7802, File 1127; Cal. 755, House Bill 8 7 6 1 

il 

! File 773; Cal. 802, House Bill 8658, File 906; Cal. 964, House Bill 6197 

File 1359; Cal. 975, House Bill 7609, File 8 7 6 ; Cal. 990, House Bill 8561 S i j File 1172; Cal. 1041, House Bill 9196, File 1232. 
j * " '"" 

Mr. President, I move for the adoption of all those bills, I move for 
• 

i suspension of the rules, first of all, for consideration of those which 

| were not single starred or were not double starred rather. 

THE CHAIR: 
All those in favor of suspension of the rules indicate by saying, "aye" 

| All those opposed? Suspension is granted. 
I 
I SENATOR CALDWELL: 
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i 

I now move adoption of all those bills. j i 
THE CHAIR: j 

i ' 

Question is on the motion. All those in favor indicate by saying, "aye"f 

All those opposed? The bills are passed. j 
i 

SENATOR CALDWELL: | 

An additional item, Mr. President, On our Calendar, on page 18, Cal. 

1350, Senate Bill I8I4I, I move for suspension of the rules for immediate 

consideration. 

THE CHAIR: 

Question is on suspension of the rules, all those in favor indicate 

by saying, "aye". Those opposed, "nay". The rules are suspended. 

SENATOR CALDWELL: 
| 

I now move for the adoption of the bill. It is self-explanatory. It 

concerns the transfer of certain property to the Toim of Manchester. 1 
THE CHAIR: J 

Question is on the motion, all those in favor indicate by saying, "aye".J 
i All those opposed? The bill is passed. j 

SENATOR CALDWELL: ! 
! » 

I now move for suspension of the rules for immediate transmital. 

THE CHAIR: 

Question is on suspension of the rules. All those in favor indicate 

by saying, "aye". Opposed? Suspension is ordered. 

SENATOR CALDWELL: 

Mr. President, on page 23, Cal. 1391, File lii50, House Bill 5567, I 

move for suspension of the rules for immediate consideration. 

THE CHAIR 
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GENERAL LA;J MARCH 9, 197-1 

R E P . WEBBER 

M R . TESCTA: 

PETER KELLY 

R E P . WEBBER 

M R . KELLY: 

Except that it would he a very difficult bill 
to enforce. It doesn't apply to someone painting 
his own h o m e , does 

No it doesn't, 
your own h o m e , 

it? 

If you have the ambition to paint 
go right ahead and do it. 

A p p e a r i n ij m 
Professional Engineers 
Private Practice, Tnc. 

behalf of the C o n n . Society of 
and C o n n . Engineers in 
in reference to HB 6.I9R, 

The bill, provider: for two technical changes to 
the law relating to licensing; one to substitute 
the worfts "contract administration" for the words 
no longer in usage in the industry to the word 
"supervision" and the second to substitute the 
word "satisfactory" concerning courses required 
for reg.i strati.on in lieu of the word "approve". 
The object of that change is merely to broaden 
the ability of people to become registered under 
the act by allowing other schools and courses now 
considered to be accredited to be used for that 
purpose. 

As w e l l , I appear before you for the Conn. Society 
of Architects, A T A , in connection with HB 6197 • 
This bill similarly seeks to make certain techni-
cal hhanges, the first again changing the word 
"contract administration" for the word now out 
of date "supervision". To permit the removal 
of the now obsolete section from the bill dealing 
with registered architectural designers now that 
they have become architects at the request of Mr. 
W e b b e r , and now to provide for registration of 
corporate architectural firms. 

As w e l l the bill would permit the architectural 
registration board to establish fees instead of 

fixed fees as presently required by statute having 

Let's talk about 
on that? 

that a little. Can you expand 

C e r t a i n l y . Currently there are two fee set-ups 
set forth in the statute. One is a fee of $ 7 - 5° 
for obtaining a certificate of registration and 
the other is an examination fee as set forth in 
the a c t . It is the feeling of the architectural 
registration board and of the profession that ther 
fees should be flexible; they should be suited 
thrcards the actual cost of operation of the board 
in conducting both examinations and issuance of 
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M R . K E L L Y : 
( c o n t ' d . ) 

R E P . W E B B E R : 

M R . K E L L Y : 

R E P . W E B B E R : 

M R , K E L L Y : 

R E P . W E B B E R : 

M R . K E L L Y : 

R E P . W E B B E R : 

M R . K E L L Y : 

R E P . W E B B E R 

MR . KELLY t 

R E P . W E B B E R 

; 

certificates 

W h a t is your recommendation? 

The r e c o m m e n d a t i o n is that the fees be estab-
lished by r e g u l a t i o n of the architectural regis-
tration board w h i c h of course has the .legislative 
p r o t e c t i o n of the .interim committee. 

You have a. figure? 

No there no f i g u r e , I'm sure 
r e g i s t r a t i o n board would have a 
w h i c h I can provide you w i t h . 

the archi tectum.' 
current schedule 

We would like to have that if you w i l l . 

I certainly w i l l . As w e l l there is a change 
d e a l i n g w i t h the requirement the drawing and 
specification be sealed by a principal member 
or officer of an a r c h i t e c t u r a l firm. For your 
i n f o r m a t i o n , the purpose of this is to insure 
that responsible m e m b e r s of an architectural 
firm who in fact b e a r the legal responsibility 
for the w o r k , have the opportunity to supervise 
w o r k of their e m p l o y e e s . 

It d0esn't take a w a y 
read this c o r r e c t l y , 

the responsibility, if I 
of that firm? 

No b u t in the case of corporations practicing 
a r f c M t c t u r e , persons liable are the persons 
d o i n g the w o r k , person supervising the work and 
the c o r p o r a t i o n . This would help of course, to 
identify w h o was the person in responsible charge 
of w o r k w i t h i n the c o r p o r a t i o n . 

W e l l if he leaves the organization and he could 
and the original signer leaves, the responsibility 
r e m a i n s with the corporation as such? 

The r e s p o n s i b i l i t y would remain both with the pre-
parer of the d o c u m e n t , the supervisor and the 
corporation wherever any one of them may b e . 

W e l l suppose 
the firm and 
the p r i n c i p a l 
s pons i hi. lity? 

any one or a l l 
they d o , could 

of these people leave 
this be written so that 

stockholder would assume the re-
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M R . KELLYs Currently, the corporation would he liable, the 
principal o^ the firm who supervised the work 
would be liable even i.f ho has left the firm. 

R E P . WEDBER: Suppose the corporation ceases to exist? 

M R . KELLY: Then the stockholders would be considered the 
liability in dissolution. It carries on. 

S G T . WTLLIAM F . 
E L L E R T ; I am a sergeant with the Conn. State Police Dept. 

assigned to the Public, Safety Division. I am here 
representing Commissioner Leo J . Muleahy and Capt 
Richard R . M u l l i g a n , commanding officer of the 
Public Safety Division. Captain Mulligan would 
be here before you this morning but he is pre-
sently hospitalized. 

I am here to speak in favor of HB 6638. It is 
our statutory responsibility to license those 
engaged in the business of outdoor advertising for 
direct profit. The present, fee attached to this 
statute is $100.00 per year and has been such 
since 1.02?, During the past year we licensed ?.",> 
companies who arc engaged in this business with 
each license expiring August 1st. 

This also requires considerable amount of clerical 
work as the panels require keeping of files, li-
censes, sending r e n w a l , etc. I am in favor of 
the fee being increased to $150,00 for each 
15 cense. 

T am here to speak in favor of HB 6859. Lt is 
our statutory responsibility to license all out-
door advertising .in the state. The fees attached 
to this section have not been changed since 1959-
In 1-970 we licensed a total of 4,966 spaces with 
each license required to be renewed each year on 
August 1st. 

This also involves clerical nightmares with massive 
files to keep track of signs, assignments of numbers 
sending out renewal forms, clearance with State High-
way D e p t . , etc. The raising of the 300 sq. ft. 
panels to $ 1 0 . 0 0 , the 600 s®. ft. panels to $15.00 
and the Q00 sq. ft. panels to $20.00 is far from 
being unreasonable. 

T am here to speak in favor of HB 6860. It is our 
statutory responsibility to grant permits for super-
vised displays of fireworks to qualifying organisa-
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R E P . H A N Z A L E 
(cont'd.) 

R E P . W E E P E R : 

R E P . HANZALEV 

R E P . WEBBER : 

S G T . E L L E R T : 

R E P . NEWMAN: 

S G T . E L L E R T : 

R E P . W E R P E R : 

\ 
jGT . E L L E R T : 

CHARLES COOGAI,: 

it war. held for non-profit organization or 
church or whether 't was held for a commercial 
money mating activity. 

You know I think that's agood question hut I think 
each and every circus that ever comes to our com-
m u n i t y was sponsored in part by a civic or charita-
ble organization. 

T know it would be hard but we should be able to 
come vip with something like this. 

T hope the committee isn't embarassing y o u , 
S e r g e a n t . 

N o , T am speaking for Captain Mulligan and 
Commissioner M u l c a h y . 

T have a question to ask. Sergeant. Do any of 
the increased fees you are requesting reflect 
in your budget? 

Not to my knowledge, sir. 

W h a t y o u're saying then is that the money goes 
to the general fund and not directly back to you? 

Y e s s i r . At the present time, under our fee 
structure for permits and licenses,that we 
i s s u e , our office brings in approximately 
$55,GOO.GO each fiscal year which is turned 
over to the general fund. This will show i.n 
our fiscal report that we furnish the com-
missioner what we're doing and what we have 
been doing; this w i l l show there an increase 
in fees but it does not reflect the fees being 
n v e n directly to our department. 

T am secretary of the board of registration of 
Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors and 
T would simply like to say briefly that we did 
not know about the bill hearing on the one bill 
u n t i l this morning, H . B . 6197, which we are in 
favor of but there are other bills relating to 
the profession, of engineering and land surveying 
and we will submit to you a brief statement 
stating our position which will I think be the 
simplest and best w a y to handle it. Thank y o u . 

JULIE LO RICE: 

1 
Of Lincoln Amusements in Bristol, Conn. After 
listening to William Jennings Bryant Tinty and 
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