ARCHITECTURAL LICENSING BOARD

Tel. No. (860) 713-6145

June 7, 2004
State of Connecticut

Department of Consumer Protection

Occupational & Professional Licensing Division

165 Capitol Avenue

Hartford, Connecticut  06106

The five hundred ninety fourth meeting of the Architectural Licensing Board, held on May 21, 2004, was called to order by Chairman Mr. S. Edward Jeter at 8:37 a.m. in Room No. 121 of the State Office Building, 165 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, Connecticut.

Present:
Edward Jeter

Chairman/Board Member


Robert B. Hurd

Board Member




Paul H. Bartlett

Board Member




Christopher Mazza

Board Member

Robert M. Kuzmich

License and
Applications Specialist/Department
Of Consumer Protection

Steven J. Schwane

Administrative Hearings





Attorney/Department of 





Consumer Protection
Bruce Bockstael

Department of Public





Works



William M. Thompson
Architect
Bruce Spiewak                AIA/CT

Diane Harp Jones             AIA/CT
Not Present
Carole W. Briggs

Board Member
Note:  The administrative functions of this Board are carried out by the Department of Consumer Protection, Occupational and Professional Licensing Division.  For information, call Richard M. Hurlburt, Director, at (860) 713-6135.
1. Old Business
1A. Submission of the minutes of the March 19, 2004 meeting of the Board; for review and approval.  The Board voted, unanimously, to approve the minutes as submitted.  (Hurd/Mazza)
1B. Continuation of discussion concerning the offering of services by out-of-state architects and/or architect corporations without first being registered and the policy of NCARB on this matter and E-Mail received from Bruce Bockstael, dated October 22, 2003, concerning this same issue.  Mr. Jeter noted to the Board that he has previously distributed information regarding what other State positions are on this matter.  Mr. Kuzmich summarized the Board’s discussions on this issue to date noting in particular that the Board has before them a draft of a proposed position on this matter as prepared by Peter Huntsman.  Mr. Jeter cited various examples of situations demonstrating architects in the position of offering services without first being registered.
Mr. Jeter also stated NCARB’s position on this issue.  Mr. Hurd noted that if the Board were to adopt this position, it would require major changes to the Statutes.  Mr. Hurd believes that it would be best at this time for the Board to focus on responding to Mr. Bockstael’s original question to them.  Mr. Hurd agrees with the language in the proposed response drafted by Mr. Huntsman and asked how to disseminate it and make it their response to Mr. Bockstael.
After more discussion, the Board voted, unanimously, to adapt Mr. Huntsman’s draft, as written, and asked that Mr. Kuzmich prepare a letter based upon this draft for signature by the Chairman.  (Hurd/Bartlett)

1C. Update from Mr. Steven Schwane concerning the Department of Consumer Protection’s 2004 Legislative Package.  Mr. Schwane stated that this package did not pass and that the architectural changes were included in with changes proposed for other Boards and Commissions.  He suggested that the Board make proposed legislative changes a regular agenda especially since the Board meets every other month.  He cited, as an example, the Board’s on-going discussion on the offering of services by out-of-state architects as an item that needs further discussion.
Mr. Schwane explained the problems with presenting proposed changes as a part of one large bill and as separate bills.  The problem, in part, he believes in getting these bills passed is the Department’s lack of political clout.  He suggested that the Board work directly with the Department’s legislative liaison.  Mr. Schwane also suggested that the Board have a back-up plan to get their bills passed, perhaps by seeking the endorsement of private sector interests groups such as AIA/CT.  Mr. Schwane offered to begin drafting some of these proposed changes and have them available for review at the July 16, 2004 Board meeting.  Ms. Harp Jones offered AIA/CT full support in helping the Board in any way they can.
2. New Business

2A. Appearance before the Board by Mr. William M. Thompson concerning his application for an architect’s license in Connecticut.  Mr. Kuzmich explained the history of Mr. Thompson’s application noting that he lacks both an accredited degree in architecture and ten years of licensure in another state.  He is currently licensed in Vermont (his base State) and New York and is asking the Board’s consideration of his application for a license in Connecticut by reciprocity.  He is not eligible for certification by the NCARB.  Mr. Thompson explained his professional background, his history with the NCARB, and the need for a license in Connecticut.  He is asking the Board to evaluate his experience in architecture with that of a recent graduate with several years of experience.
Mr. Hurd explained the problem with reciprocity noting that in the mid-eighties, there was a prevailing NCARB requirement of ten years of practice before becoming eligible for an NCARB Certificate.  Using that logic, the legislature developed language for reciprocity with states having similar regulations and/or requirements for licensure and placed a minimum of ten years of licensure in such State.  He noted that when the Board revised the regulations in 1998, they opened a “small window” for individuals such as Mr. Thompson who do not otherwise meet all the statutory and regulatory requirements for licensure and are attempting to become licensed in this State recently.
Mr. Hurd stated that the Board can accept Mr. Thompson’s application as that for examination.  Subsequently, when his grades are requested from the NCARB, records will show that Mr. Thompson has successfully completed the Architect Registration Examination.  The Department will then transfer the grades through NCARB’s test administrator and establish a database for Mr. Thompson as a Connecticut candidate.  At the next regular meeting of the Board, Mr. Thompson’s application will be presented for licensure by written examination.  The Board, voted, unanimously, to accept this method and authorized Mr. Thompson to sit for the Architect Registration Examination.  (Hurd/Bartlett)
2B. The following candidates have passed the Architect Registration Examination and are recommended by the Department of Consumer Protection for licensing as architects in the State of Connecticut; the Board voted, unanimously, to approve the following individuals for licensing as architects in Connecticut: (Bartlett/Hurd)

1. Enrico J. Chiarillo, Jr.


2. Robert E. Riccardi, II


3. Eric Warnagiris

2C. Resolutions To Be Acted Upon at the 2004 NCARB Annual Meeting and Conference; for review and action.  The Board voted, as indicated below, on the following proposed resolutions to be acted upon at the 2004 NCARB Annual Meeting and Conference:

Resolution 04-1 – Model Law Amendment – Prototype Building Documents; supported.  Mr. Hurd noted that this resolution very closely parallels the Item 2I on this agenda.  He explained that NCARB is proposing to change their Model Law which member Boards could subsequently use to change their statutes and regulations.  Mr. Schwane noted that he has discussed this issue with Mr. Bartlett relative to a case he is helping the Department with.  Mr. Bartlett suggested that the Board needs to talk about this issue in the general sense.  Mr. Schwane acknowledged that NCARB’s language addresses noting, in particular, that plans prepared by others could be integrated by the architect of record in their technical submission.  He stated that this is an issue for the Board to consider in the future.
Mr. Bartlett noted that the key in this matter is the language which states that an architect must be involved in the preparation of the work.  He noted that this practice is commonplace by architects and does not believe that this practice places the public in any harm provided that the local architect carefully reviews the work in question and verifies that such is compliance with all applicable regulations and other requirements.  In summary, Mr. Bartlett believes this issue is worth further discussion and consideration by this Board.
Mr. Bartlett believes that the main consideration in this matter is that the statutes and regulations should reflect consideration of what really happens in these matters “so that people aren’t repeatedly violating the law by doing something that is perfectly legal from every other standpoint and doesn’t necessarily violate health, safety, and welfare”.  Mr. Spiewak noted that this Resolution is self-serving for NCARB because it states that the “prototype architects” must have an NCARB Certificate.
Resolution 04-2 – Handbook for Interns and Architects Amendment – Rolling Five Year Clock; the Board took no position on this resolution and will allow the Chairman to vote, as he sees appropriate, at the time this resolution is discussed on the meeting floor.
Resolution 04-3 – Bylaw Amendment – Allowance for President and First Vice President; supported.

Resolution 04-4 – Bylaw Amendment – Exam Administration Corrective Changes; supported.
Resolution 04-5 – Model Law Amendment – Retired Architects; supported.
Resolution 04-6 – Bylaw Amendment - Committee on Procedures and Documents Membership; supported.
Resolution -04-7 – Amendment to Handbook for Interns and Architects and NCARB Education Standard; supported.

Resolution 04-8 – Acknowledge and Respond to the Final Report of the Collateral Internship Management Group; the Board took no position on this resolution and will allow the Chairman to vote, as he sees appropriate, at the time this resolution is discussed on the meeting floor.
Resolution 04-9 – Revocation of Northern Marianna Islands Council Membership for Failure to Pay Regional Dues; the Board took no position on this resolution and will allow the Chairman to vote, as he sees appropriate, at the time this resolution is discussed on the meeting floor.
2D. Delegate Credentials letter, dated March 22, 2004, from NCARB; for discussion by the Board.  After brief discussion, the Board authorized both Mr. Jeter and Mr. Bartlett as their official delegates.  Further, Mr. Jeter was designated by the Board to cast a ballot on their behalf.
2E. Applications for reciprocal licensing; the following individuals are recommended by the Department of Consumer Protection for licensing as architects in the State of Connecticut on the basis of reciprocity with an NCARB Certificate Record or by Direct Reciprocity; the Board voted, unanimously, to approve the following individuals for licensing as architects in the State of Connecticut: (Hurd/Bartlett)
	1.
	Bielawski, Joel
	Reciprocity w/Rhode Island
	(NCARB File No. 57958)

	2.
	Crier, Cynthia B.
	Reciprocity w/New York
	Direct

	3. 
	Dore, R. John
	Reciprocity w/Vermont
	(NCARB File No. 56633)

	4.
	Eckert, Jeffery S.
	Reciprocity w/Michigan
	(NCARB File No. 38487)

	5.
	Hill, John S.
	Reciprocity w/California
	(NCARB File No. 94401)

	6.
	Hoffes, Keith E.
	Reciprocity w/Massachusetts
	(NCARB File No. 106595)

	7.
	Kozarec, Elizabeth A.
	Reciprocity w/New York
	(NCARB File No. 79947)

	8.
	La Rock, Ralph C.
	Reciprocity w/Virginia
	Direct

	9.
	Mallory, Baker D.
	Reciprocity w/New York
	(NCARB File No. 60809

	10.
	McDowell, Mark P.
	Reciprocity w/California
	(NCARB File No. 78748)

	11.
	McLean, David J.
	Reciprocity w/Pennsylvania
	(NCARB File No. 42397)

	12.
	Nilsson, Edward O.
	Reciprocity w/Massachusetts
	(NCARB File No. 23684)

	13.
	Sanders, Arthur L.
	Reciprocity w/New York
	Direct

	14.
	Scanlon, John R.
	Reciprocity w/Massachusetts
	(NCARB File No. 80689)

	15.
	Schreckenberger, Charles L.
	Reciprocity w/Ohio
	(NCARB File No. 106633)

	16.
	Schroeder, David E.
	Reciprocity w/Georgia
	(NCARB File No. 69784)

	17.
	Sellers, David
	Reciprocity w/New York
	(NCARB File No. 26059)

	18.
	Stimpson, Kevin J.
	Reciprocity w/New York
	(NCARB File No. 79893)

	19.
	Tippet, Donald N.
	Reciprocity w/Illinois
	(NCARB File No. 93644)

	20.
	Wong, Andrew C. P.
	Reciprocity w/New York
	(NCARB File No. 26703)


2F. Applications for the Corporate Practice of Architecture; the Department has reviewed and recommends for approval the following applications; the Board voted, unanimously, to approve the following applications for the corporate practice of architecture in Connecticut: (Hurd/Bartlett)

CME Architecture, Inc.


Evelyn Cole Smith, CEO


32 Crabtree Lane



Connecticut Lic. No. 7366


Woodstock, Connecticut  06281-0849


Ellenzweig of Connecticut, Inc.

Michael Lauber, CEO


c/o Corporation Service Company
Connecticut Lic. No 10540

50 Weston Street





Hartford, Connecticut  06120-1537


Faber Widdows Hiatt Architects

Guy F. Faber, CEO


Incorporated




Connecticut License No. 10532

3336 Grand Boulevard Suite 102






Holiday, Florida  34690

2G. Application for Joint Corporate Practice of Architecture and Professional Engineering; the Department has reviewed and recommends for approval the following application; for review and approval by the Board. the Board voted, unanimously, to approve the following application for the corporate practice of architecture and professional engineering in Connecticut: (Hurd/Mazza)

McKim & Creed – Connecticut, LLC

John D. Christie,

850 Main Street, 8th Floor



Member

Bridgeport, Connecticut  06604


Connecticut License No.









10515
2H. "CHRO Reviews" CHRO CRITERIA PER SECTION 46a-80; none before the Board.  The Chairman noted that there are no applications before the Board today.
2I. General discussion requested by Mr. Steven Schwane concerning Section 20-289-10a(5) and "plan stamping" in relation to: 



1)  Pre-engineered buildings;



2)  Common plans used for multi-state building sites such as 


     McDonald's restaurants; and;


3)  Situations where an architect must replace another architect 


     who has substantially completed plans acceptable to the 


     client.

Mr. Schwane stated that the Board has previously addressed this item in discussion held earlier this meeting concerning Item 2C, specifically NCARB Resolution 04-1.
2J. Any correspondence and/or business received in the interim.

1. Ms. Diane Harp Jones introduced a copy of an advertisement printed from the website of the Norwalk Housing Authority concerning a Housing Design Competition declaring all architects registered in the United States eligible.  The advertisement does not state that these architects must be licensed in Connecticut.  Ms. Jones asked the Board for guidance on this issue and noted that it is a common place occurrence.
Mr. Hurd stated that he is in favor of design competitions and adapting NCARB’s policy concerning this matter.  He believes that both the Board and the public might be best served if a change in the statutes is pursued.  He also cautioned that a change such as this is very time consuming and that if pursued, it should be done as soon as possible and without any extra “Departmental baggage” if possible.
Mr. Bartlett noted that regardless of any future changes the Board may support, they are obligated as a body to enforce the law as written.  There are two issues independent of one another that the Board is dealing with; the law as it exists and a change in this same law the Board may support.  As such, the Board authorized Mr. Steven Schwane to write a letter, for the Chairman’s signature, to be sent to the Norwalk Housing Authority. The letter, in essence, will advise the Authority of law requiring entrant’s in this competition to have a Connecticut Architect’s license.  Mr. Hurd asked that an item be placed on the Board’s July 16, 2004 meeting agenda concerning consideration of NCARB’s Model Law regarding participation in design competitions by out-of-state architects and in pursuing other work considered to be the practice of architecture by the same.
2. Mr. Schwane introduced two new cases he is working on and requested assistance from Board members.  The first case involves an architect in Connecticut and involves home improvement contractor issues.  The case involves a major addition to a single family residence which was investigated by both the Department of Consumer Protection – Home Improvement Contractors Division and the Office of the Attorney for criminal enforcement.  The Attorney General’s Office returned the complaint citing a provision in the home improvement act for licensed design professionals.  Mr. Schwane noted that the architect in this case is acting as a general contractor.  He requested assistance from a professional member of the Board to help distinguish the difference between contract administration and acting as a general contractor.  Mr. Hurd volunteered his assistance in this case.
The second case involves an individual who is licensed in at least two states and is practicing in another state.  This State has sent the Department information regarding legal action taken by them against this individual.  Mr. Schwane has asked that a Board member assist him in determining if this information is grounds for the Department to take action against his Connecticut license.  Mr. Schwane would like to bring a recommendation to the Board at their next meeting.  Mr. Bartlett volunteered his assistance in this case.
3. At the request of Mr. Hurd, Mr. Kuzmich updated the Board on a matter, which recently came before them, concerning Direct Registration candidates who have experienced delays in receiving their examination results.  Mr. Kuzmich noted that NCARB had advised him, in writing, that these delays were attributed to changes being made to the examination as a part of NCARB’s efforts to upgrade and improve the examination.  These delays were experienced by many candidates and were an unfortunate but necessary part of the upgrade/improvement process.
The meeting adjourned at 10:40 a.m.(Hurd/Mazza)  The next regular meeting of the Architectural Licensing Board is scheduled for Friday, July 16, 2004 at 8:30 a.m.; State Office Building; Room 121; 165 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, Connecticut.







Respectfully Submitted,







Robert M. Kuzmich, R.A.







Board Administrator
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