ARCHITECTURAL LICENSING BOARD
Tel. No. (860) 713-6145

August 28, 2006
State of Connecticut

Department of Consumer Protection

Occupational & Professional Licensing Division

165 Capitol Avenue

Hartford, Connecticut  06106

The six hundred and seventh meeting of the Architectural Licensing Board, held on July 21, 2006, was called to order by Chairman Mr. S. Edward Jeter at 8:41 a.m. in Room No. 121 of the State Office Building, 165 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, Connecticut.
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Consumer Protection
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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 May 19, 2006; for review and approval.  After a thorough review, the Board voted, unanimously, to approve the minutes of the March 17, 2006 meeting as submitted.  (Hurd/Bartlett)
1B. Update from Mr. Robert Hurd regarding the application of Mr. Steven C. Hine for licensing as an architect in the State of Connecticut.  Mr. Hurd explained that despite the lack of an accredited degree, he believes that Mr. Hine is a highly qualified individual as proven by the fact that he is licensed in the State of New York.  Mr. Hurd noted that the candidate has over twenty years of continuous experience in the profession with area firms holding increasingly responsible positions with each.  Mr. Hine has spent five of his twenty years experience completing NCARB’s IDP requirements.  Mr. Hurd recommends this individual be allowed to sit for the Architect Registration Examination.  As such, the Board voted, unanimously, to allow Mr. Hine to sit for the Architect Registration Examination.  (Briggs/Bartlett)  It is noted that Mr. Hurd abstained from the vote.
1C. Update from Mr. Robert Hurd regarding the application of Ms. Cristina A. Circiumarescu to sit for the Architect Registration Examination as a Connecticut candidate.  Mr. Hurd explained her educational background noting that she is shy approximately 17 credits in liberal arts education relative to an accredited degree.  He also elaborated on other areas of her educational and professional background noting that her life experiences more than cover the absence of liberal arts electives.  She also passed an examination to cover the English composition deficit of 3 credits.  Other than the credits she is short in general education, he believes that she is eminently qualified to take the exam.  As such, the Board voted, unanimously, to allow Ms. Circiumarescu to sit for the Architect Registration Examination.  (Bartlett/Mazza)  It is noted that Mr. Hurd abstained from the vote.

2. New Business

2A. 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: (Briggs/Hurd)

1. Maria Susana La Porta Drago

2. Jonathan P. Post
3. Chun-Huei Yang
(Mr. Hurd noted that Ms. La Porta Drago is the candidate the Board gave special dispensation to approximately one year ago.)
2B. 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 with the exception of the application for Mr. Theodore W. Estberg: (Mazza/Briggs)
	1.
	Ahearn, Patrick J.
	Waiver of Examination; Massachusetts
	(NCARB File No. 26219)

	2.
	Baxter, Harry L.
	Waiver of Examination; Illinois
	(NCARB File No. 21426)

	3.
	Beasley, Jr., John B.
	Waiver of Examination; Texas
	(NCARB File No. 28269)

	4.
	Bello, Thomas L.
	Waiver of Examination; Virginia
	(NCARB File No. 50720)

	5.
	Betts, Russell E.
	Waiver of Examination; Minnesota
	Direct

	6.
	Blanski, William A.
	Waiver of Examination; Minnesota
	(NCARB File No. 100207)

	7.
	Bloom, Derek
	Waiver of Examination; Massachusetts
	(NCARB File No. 64909)

	8.
	Darlow, Peter G.
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	(NCARB File No. 30085)

	9.
	Diebboll, John
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	(NCARB File No. 85490)

	10.
	DiGiovanna, Charles A.
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	Direct

	11.
	Doggett, Kim A.
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	(NCARB File No. 35298)

	12.
	Dutton, Scott
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	(NCARB File No. 81789)

	13.
	Ello, Mark C.
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	(NCARB File No. 90820)

	14.
	Estberg, Theodore W.
	Waiver of Examination; Florida
	Direct

	15.
	Grote, Rolland P.
	Waiver of Examination; Colorado
	Direct

	16.
	Gyory, Jonathan
	Waiver of Examination; Massachusetts
	(NCARB File No. 103499)

	17.
	Halle, Jonathan R.
	Waiver of Examination; New Hampshire
	(NCARB File No. 46229)

	18.
	Heck, Bailey H.
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	(NCARB File No. 86846)

	19.
	Hinkle, Clyde W.
	Waiver of Examination; Illinois
	(NCARB File No. 28696)

	20.
	Jenkins, John M.
	Waiver of Examination; Florida
	(NCARB File No. 70745)

	21.
	Kelly, Kevin J.
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	Direct

	22.
	Koloski, Thomas A.
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	Direct

	23.
	Krueger, Leander G.
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	(NCARB File No. 82805)

	24.
	Littlefield, Dale W.
	Waiver of Examination; Louisiana
	(NCARB File No. 56733)

	25.
	Lowenstein, Jonathan S.
	Waiver of Examination; Massachusetts
	(NCARB File No. 71709)

	26.
	Ludeke, Philip H.
	Waiver of Examination; New Jersey
	(NCARB File No. 25378)

	27.
	Maddux, Jr., John B.
	Waiver of Examination; Virginia
	(NCARB File No. 64925)

	28.
	Morton, Clark D.
	Waiver of Examination; North Carolina
	(NCARB File No. 14605)

	29.
	Sammel, David J.
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	Direct

	30.
	Schafer, III, Gilbert P.
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	Direct

	31.
	Smith, Mitchell C.
	Waiver of Examination; Washington
	(NCARB File No. 61709)

	32.
	Snodgrass, Sara
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	(NCARB File No. 61990)

	33.
	Stolzman, Henry
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	(NCARB File No. 115877)

	34.
	Vahedi, Hossein
	Waiver of Examination; Massachusetts
	(NCARB File No. 81997)

	35.
	Whildin, Jr., James G.
	Waiver of Examination; Florida
	(NCARB File No. 67699)

	36.
	Wilson, Thomas C.
	Waiver of Examination; New Hampshire
	Direct

	37.
	Wojciechowski, Alfred
	Waiver of Examination; Massachusetts
	(NCARB File No. 115843)

	38.
	Zakko, Angham
	Waiver of Examination; New York
	(NCARB File No. 79219)


Mr. Kuzmich explained the licensing history of Mr. Theodore W. Estberg and asked the Board for advice relative to the same.  Mr. Estberg is not currently licensed in his base State and has not been licensed for ten years in the State he is currently licensed in.  Ten years is a statutory requirement for applicants applying for a license by waiver of examination by direct reciprocity/endorsement.  Mr. Huntsman advised the Board that they should interpret the Statute as they believe their intent is because they are the Board to whom enforcement of the Statutes and the initial interpretation of the Statutes are committed.  He noted that often Boards may get it wrong “but someone has to complain”. As such, the Board voted, unanimously, to approve the application of Mr. Theodore W. Estberg for licensing as an architect in the State of Connecticut. (Bartlett/Briggs)
2C. 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 application for the corporate practice of architecture in Connecticut: (Briggs/Hurd)

AAI Architects, P.C.


Wiepke D. Jansen, CEO


55 Port Street East



Connecticut Lic. No. 10945


Mississauga, ON L5G 4P3 Canada


Kehm Architecture, P.C.


David W. Kehm, CEO


1910 Pine Street, Suite 600

Connecticut Lic. No. 11064


St. Louis, Missouri  63103

Mr. Kuzmich noted that an issue was raised in researching the application of AAI Architects, P.C.  The question was asked if Canadian architects qualify as members of a Professional Corporation licensed in the United States.  In response, the Board stated that they do provided the voting stock requirements of a P.C. application were met.  In essence, Canadian architects can hold up to one third of the company’s voting stock.

2D. Applications for Joint Corporate Practice of Architecture & Professional Engineering; the Department has reviewed and recommends for approval the following applications; the Board voted, unanimously, to approve the following application for the joint corporate practice of Architecture and Professional Engineering in Connecticut: (Briggs/Hurd)

Allied Design Architectural &

Ronald L. Sutton, President


Engineering Group P.C.


Connecticut License No. 11956


100 S. Pershing, P.O. Box 110


Morton, Illinois  61550


Turner Group Design – CT LLC


27 Locke Road


Concord, New Hampshire  03301

2E. File No. 2006-659 presented to the Board by Mr. Steven Schwane from the Department of Consumer Protection’s Legal Division.  Mr. Schwane elaborated some on the Department’s findings relative to the respondent. After a brief discussion, the Board voted, unanimously, to accept the Department’s recommendation of taking no formal action with the understanding that the Department will monitor the respondent.  (Briggs/Mazza)
2F. File No. 2005-2675; Docket No. 06-41 presented to the Board by Mr. Steven Schwane from the Department of Consumer Protection’s Legal Division.  Mr. Schwane elaborated some on the Department’s findings relative to the respondent and noted that the Board had been previously informed of this case After a brief discussion, the Board voted, unanimously, to accept the written agreement obtained by the Department and signed by the Respondent.  Board Chairman Ed Jeter signed the Agreement Containing Order of Immediate Discontinuance.  (Briggs/Mazza)

2G. File No. 2005-7888; Docket No. 06-309 presented to the Board by Mr. Steven Schwane from the Department of Consumer Protection’s Legal Division.  After a brief discussion, the Board voted, unanimously, to accept the written agreement obtained by the Department and signed by the Respondent.  Board Chairman Ed Jeter signed the Agreement Containing Order of Immediate Discontinuance.  (Briggs/Mazza)
2H. File No. 2004-67574 presented to the Board by Mr. Steven Schwane from the Department of Consumer Protection’s Legal Division.  Mr. Schwane noted that Board member Bob Hurd had stepped down on this case to assist the Department and that a Compliance Meeting was held.  At the conclusion of the Department’s investigation, they obtained a written statement from the respondent acknowledging that his actions in this matter were wrong.  Further, the Department does not believe that any formal action is needed and recommends the Board take no action against this Licensee.  As an aside, Mr. Hurd noted that “the development pressures in the Gold Coast make people do crazy things”.  After a brief discussion, the Board voted, unanimously, to accept the Department’s recommendation of taking no formal action against this Licensee.  (Briggs/Mazza)  It is noted that Mr. Hurd abstained from the vote.
2I. Regulations on Filing Requirements for Maps; Sections 11-8-19 through 11-8-26 presented to the Board by Mr. Steven Schwane from the Department of Consumer Protection’s Legal Division.  Mr. Schwane noted that he was contacted by the State Library and informed that they are considering amending their regulations concerning filing requirements for maps.  He noted that he has spoken with both the Board of Landscape Architects and Board of Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors and informed them of the same.  Mr. Schwane informed this Board that there may be a meeting in the future with the State Library and representatives from the Town Clerk’s Offices and possibly with a representative from each Board if they so desire.
Mr. Schwane’ initial reaction to his review of the existing regulations was that there were problems with them noting that they limit the filing of documents to engineers and land surveyors.  He believes the Library’s intention is to permit architects and landscape architects within the scope of their licensees to file certain documents in Town Records.

Mr. Schwane noted that there is no need for an extensive discussion at this point and that he will contact the State Librarian and tell her that there is interest from the Boards to participate.
2J. Legislative Update from Mr. Steven Schwane from the Consumer Protection’s Legal Division.
1. Mr. Schwane referenced Public Act 06-85 that now permits the Board to access civil penalties up to $1,000.00 against both licensees and un-licensees.  This Public Act has been signed by the Governor and becomes effective October 1, 2006.  The Department will only apply this act to violations that occurred on or subsequent to the effective date or to on-going violations that began prior and currently continue.
2. Mr. Schwane asked the Board for any proposed legislation for the upcoming session.  Because of the cumbersome process in advancing bills, the Board decided to wait and accumulate several proposals.  Also, the Board thought it wise to wait until after the upcoming November elections in case they are replaced by new members.  An “Inactive License Status” is something the Board would like to pursue in the future similar to that which is currently in-place in New York State.
2K. Correspondence from Mr. Bruce J. Spiewak concerning the need for licensed Design Professionals on roof replacement work.  Mr. Bartlett noted that this issue seems to be one of language interpretation and asks the question “when does maintenance become architecture”.  Ms. Briggs asked if the Board can call upon technical expertise to review issues such as structural integrity affected by the work, etc. and make an analysis of the statutory language relative to the need for a design professional.
Mr. Hurd suggested the Board postpone any further action until Mr. Spiewak can be present for the discussion.  In the interim period, the Board asked Mr. Huntsman to reviews the statutes and speak with Mr. Spiewak to clarify his issues/concerns.
2L. "CHRO Reviews" CHRO CRITERIA PER SECTION 46a-80; none before the Board.  Mr. Jeter noted that there are none before the Board today.
2M. Any correspondence and/or business received in the interim.
1. Mr. Jeter presented information concerning upcoming regional NCARB meetings and noted that he is now Chairman of Region 1.  He also noted that there now two paid subsidies for attendance at functions and three for the Annual meeting because NCARB National pays one fare, the region pays another and Mr. Jeter, as Chairman of the Board, is automatically covered.

2. Mr. Jeter noted that the Resolutions voted on at the 2006 Annual Meeting went basically as this Board wished.  One exception was reducing the term of office of Secretary and Treasurer.  He was very surprised the vote turned out as it did based upon the discussion on the floor immediately prior.
Resolution 06-7 concerning amendments to NCARB’s Model Law was amended as originally suggested by Carole Briggs and passed overwhelmingly by a margin of 50:1.

The Resolution concerning the timing of the A.R.E. was amended to further clarify the details of the implementation of the Rolling Clock and present the same at next year’s meeting before a change to NCARB’s Model Law is considered.
2. Mr. Jeter discussed information he received concerning the California Architects Board Strategic Plan for 2006.  He elaborated on their study concerning architect continuing education.  California hired a company to do a survey on this matter the results of which indicated that California architects are not in need of continuing education and a program addressing CEU’s is not warranted at this time.  California stands as a very prominent State and the results of their study are significant and influential.  Mr. Bartlett commented that this literature is excellent in every aspect and should be used by our Board as ammunition, so to speak, when pressure is placed upon them to implement continuing education.  Mr. Hurd noted that there was strong pressure from insurance agencies in the past to get the State legislature to pass a CEU requirement.  Mr. Hurd believes that continuing education “is something you do and not mandate”.  He personally has run into opposition to his point of view at professional functions in the past.

Mr. Bartlett suggested that this California Study literature be distributed to AIA/CT since they have questioned the Board in the past on their feeling about continuing education.  He noted that this documentation is a kind of “regulatory incubator”.  It was also noted that this is an excellent time for NCARB to take a position on this issue that would make sense.  Mr. Jeter noted that continuing education should be the business of promotion rather than demotion.  Mr. Bartlett commented regarding the concept that continuing education can only be solved by the government.  He believes this is wrong and noted the program in place by AIA/CT as an example of a private sector program that works very well and is reasonable.
The meeting adjourned at 9:45 a.m.  (Mazza/Hurd)  The next regular meeting of the Architectural Licensing Board is scheduled for Friday, September 22, 2006 at 8:30 a.m.; State Office Building; Room 121; 165 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, Connecticut.
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