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here pretty much the whole, on the issue of
energy drinks, I think someone prior to your
testimony talked about almost like a
competition going on in one of the schools in
our state where kids were competing with each
other as to, you know, I think, how many
energy drinks they could drink or if they
could drink one of each brand, something of
that nature. Have you seen anything like that
with regard to energy drinks?
BRIAN GOLDWYN: Well, not in my school, but I know
my brother collects soda, like energy drink
cans because they nice graphics on them.

•

REP. TABORSAK:

I'm sorry.

They have a nice what?

BRIAN GOLDWYN:
on them.

They have like attractive graphics

REP. TABORSAK:
helpful .

Okay.

Well, that's -- that's

Are there any other questions from the
committee? Any other comments?
Great.

Thank you for your testimony.

BRIAN GOLDWYN:

Thank you.

REP. TABORSAK: Eugene Marconi followed by Gerry
Keegan followed Robert Zygmunt.
EUGENE MARCONI: Good afternoon, Representative
Taborsak, and members of the committee. My
name is Eugene Marconi.
I'm general counsel
\
'
of the Connecticut Association of Realtors and
I have with me a member of the association,
Mike Barbaro with the Chair's permission, Mike
was also signed up to speak on the exact same
bill and we thought we could kill two birds
with one stone with the Chair's permi~sion .
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That's okay.

EUGENE MARCONI:
I'm here to speak in favor of
House Bill -- Raised Bill 5087, which is AN
ACT TO IMPLEMENT THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE
REAL ESTATE PROPERTY DISCLOSURE REPORT FORM
WORK GROUP. And before I start, I wanted to
commend the leadership of Representative Baram
who led the work group.
The work group sifted
through many different questions and issues
and potential issues and potential questions
to add to the form, clarify the form and the
bill represents a distillation of the efforts
of that -- of that work group led by
Representative Baram and the association would
support each of these recommendations.
We have two technical comments. One is in
Section 2. Section 2 of the bill purports to
raise the credit to the buyer is the form is
not provided and the added language saying the
form as amended, but Section 1 of the bill has
a different implementation date than Section 2
of the bill so it's possible some wag could
say, well, you didn't give me the form, which
has not even been amended yet, so you owe me
the increased penalty.
So we think you can
take out the language "as amended by this act"
And accomplish the work group's objective,
which was to raise the credit to the buyer.
The other technical question concerns items
new items, H and I, which were referred to as
common interest communities and dues that are
-- and common charges and another question
concerning underground storage tanks. And
those should really be moved to sub part
(d) (1) and the reason for that is when the
original property condition law was passed,
the first part of that act, which was carried
over into the statutes provides for the form .

•

000874
116
mb/ch/gbr

•

GENERAL LAW COMMITTEE

March 6, 2012
11:00 A.M.

The second part of that act, again, carried
over to the statute, provided for certain
statements which were going to be part of the
form.
H and I in asking for information about
the form should be up in (d) (1), which would
allow the commissioner to add those things
where appropriate to the current form.
So with that, thank you.
REP. TABORSAK: Well, thank you for your testimony
and those suggestions will be taken into
consideration. We appreciate you bringing
them to our attention.
Were either of you -- did either of you serve
on the work group? That would helpful to --

•

EUGENE MARCONI: Yes, I should have added that.
The association had several representatives
including myself on the work group and we were
happy to have been included on that.
Thank
you. And the work group model of looking at
the form is far better than sort of the
piecemeal annual efforts that take place here
where there are various bills to try to and
amend a form.
We've got two of them already
floating around.
One is H.B. 5141 and the one
is S.B. 15, and one of them seeks to add some
questions concerning hazardous waste sites,
which the work group looked at, considered and
decided not to ask for changes. And the other
asks for questions about smoke detectors and
carbon monoxide detectors, which are already
part of the current form so the holistic
approach that was taken here led by
Representative Baram was much more effective
and worthwhile than sort of these piecemeal
efforts that go on.
REP. TABORSAK: Well, thank you for participating
in the group .
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Thank you for having us.

REP. TABORSAK: We appreciate those comments and
thank you for your service.
Are there any other questions?
Representative Baram.
REP. BARAM:

•

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I want to thank you, Mr. Marconi, for your
participation.
I thought the task force did a
great job in, as you say, looking at the
entire form and the discussion was very good.
We had many different interests represented on
the task force so I don't think there was a
point of view that wasn't discussed and
considered. And I think we came up with very
reasonable recommendations and I thank you for
your scrutiny in the language and I'm going to
go back now and take a second look at it -EUGENE MARCONI:

Thank you.

REP. BARAM:
myself.
your help.

Thank you very much for

REP. TABORSAK: Yes, thank you. And, sir, do you
think the form was a product at the end of the
day?
MICHAEL BARBARO: Absolutely.
I attended some of
the work group meetings in the gallery. We
were very please with it.
It kind of echoes
the sentiment of our subcommittee that we
formed to look into this as well. So we're in
support.
REP. TABORSAK:
too .

•

Great.

Thank you for your efforts,
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Thank you very much.
Thank you for your testimony.
Thank you.

REP. TABORSAK: Gerry Keegan followed by Robert
Zygmunt followed by Kevin DaRos followed by
Bob Dahn.

•

•

GERALD KEEGAN: Mr. Chairman, members of the
committee, Gerry Keegan with CTIA, The
Wireless Association, in opposition to Senate
Bill 268, which would require cell phone
labeling. The FCC after consultation with the
FDA, EPA and OSHA has adopted standards
governing radio frequency energy from cell
phones.
The FCC asserted that its standard
represent, quote, the best scientific thought
and are sufficient to protect the public
health, unquote. No wireless device may be
offered for sale or lease in the United States
unless the cell phone has been authorized in
accordance with the FCC's regulations.
As part of its standards, the FCC issued an RF
exposure limit based on a specific absorption
rate, or SAR, of 1.6 watts per kilogram.
In
doing so, the FCC specifically rejected
additional restrictions that would, quote,
impose significant and unnecessary economic
and technical burdens for which adequate
justification has not been presented, unquote.
The FCC states that, quote, any cellphone at
or below these SAR levels, that is, any phone
legally sold in the U.S. is a safe phone as
measured by these standards, unquote. The FCC
has expressively evaluated the potential
biological effects of RF from cellphones and
adopted specific standards designed to ensure
safety .
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Good day Senator Doyle and Representative Taborsak, and members of the committee. My name is Eugene Marcom
and I am the General Counsel for the Connecticut Association ofREALTORS® and pleased to represent its 15,000
members in Connecticut. I am here today speaking in support of Raised Bill 5087: An Act Implementmg the
Recommendations of the Real Estate Property Condttion Disclosure Report form Revision Work Group.
Fmt I would like to commend Representative Baram for his leadership on the Revision Work Group, and the
Association was pleased to be represented on it. The Association applauds the Work Group's holistic approach to fonn
revisions which is preferable to the yearly ad hoc and piece-meal efforts to add questions to the form, examples of
which are once again present in this session.

This raised bill is the distillation of the Revision Work Group discussions on many topics including topics that have
been made the object of other bills in this session. The Association believes Raised Bill 5087 makes some tmportant
additions and clarifications to the form while not tampering with one of the Connecticut form's major
accomplishments; the very high rate of seller compliance.
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The Association would make tv1o recommendations concerning the wording. The first would be in Section 2 of the Bill.
That section raises the credit due the buyer at closing if the seller fails to furnish the report. This Section would be
effective for purchase contracts written on or after July 1, 2012, but the Sectwn mserts the words "as amended by this
Act" with reference to the form. However, Section 1 of the Bill allows the Commissioner of Consumer Protection until
January l, 2013 to make changes to the form. So, having the language "as amended by this Act" in Section 2 puts the
seller in the position of having to pay a credit for failing to provide a form containing mandated additions that may not
be available until January 1, 2013. The Association believes that removing the language "as amended by this Act"
provides for the increased credit as of July 1, 2012 while allowing a smooth transition when the revised form is
available on or before January 1, 2013. The second would be to amend §327b(d)(1) of the general statutes by addmg
the items concerning storage tanks and common interest communities instead of adding these items to that statements
mandated by §327b(d)(2). This small change would still mandate that these items be mcluded in the form but allow the
Department of Consumer Protection to logically include them with the current questions on these topics.

The Association would also note that there are two other bills concerning the Real Estate Property ConditiOn

•

Disclosure Report form in the Insurance and Real Estate Committee. One, SB 15, would require disclosure concerning
the remediation of hazardous waste, a subject that the Revision Work Group discussed at some length and did not
choose to include because the subject is far too teclmical for your average homeowner. The other is HB 5141 which
would require information concerning smoke and carbon monoxide detectors which is already part of the current form.
Whatever the merits of these bills, they represent an ad hoc and piece-meal approach to a subject that deserves to be
treated holistically in order to continue to maintain the high rate of voluntary compliance.

Thank you and I would be pleased to take any questions.

•
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EUGENE MARCONI:
I did learn Capitol Avenue is that
way so I did learn something. Good afternoon,
Senator Crisco, Representative Megna and
members of the Committee. My name is Eugene
Marconi.
I'm the general counsel for the
Connecticut Association of Realtors and I'm
here to speak just on -- on House Bill 5141
concerning disclosure of smoke and carbon
monoxide detectors and -- and really I'm just
here to add a couple of items that -- that
might assist the Committee.
First as you know there is another bill
floating around I believe in General Law
concerning the property condition disclosure
form and it would be nice if at some point
these various bills could be melded together.

•

Secondly the current property condition
disclosure form, which was just revised in
January, does contain a question concerning
carbon monoxide and smoke detectors. That is
question number 14. That question has been
there I believe since the form came about in
1995. So the form has always inquired about
smoke detectors and carbon monoxide detectors
so this is nothing new.
Finally, and again this just for the
Committee's consideration, when it has to do
with the physical attributes of the property,
the property condition disclosure form may not
be the best place to -- to inquiry about those
things because there are some exemptions to
the property condition disclosure law.
For
example, you buy a property from an estate,
you're not going to get this form but most
properties are inspected by a home inspector
who is licensed by the Department of Consumer
Protection. So that would be another avenue
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