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ENFORCEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEES' PROCEDURES

September 1981
A. GENERAL PROCEDURES

1. An enforcement advisory committee will be established for

each profession regulated by the Board. Committee members

are appointed by the Board and serve at the pleasure of

the Board.

2. The assayer, geologist, land surveyor and landscape archi-

tect committees will have four professional members and one

public member. The architect committee will have four pro-

fessional members and one building department member or one

public member. The engineering committee panel assigned to

an investigative file will have four professional members

and one building department member or one public member;

at least two members of the panel shall be registered in

the same branch of engineering as the respondent. Each

enc;ineering committee panel will be drawn from a standing

committee of engineers and nonprofessional members appointed

by the Board to serve as circumstances require. To the

extent feasible under the circumstances, the committees

and panels will be geographically diverse.

Professional committee members will be nominated by Board

members of that profession. Public and building department

comfilittee members will be nominated by the public Board mem-

ber. The term "committee" used in these procedures refers

to the engineering committee panel and the other standing

professional committees.
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4. Each committee will elect a chairman and secretary. The

chairman will preside at committee meetings. A designated

committee member will preside if the chairman is absent.

The secretary will prepare the committee's preliminary

findings and recommendations.

5. Each committee will review investigative files concerning

registrants of that profession referred to the committee

by the Board according to the procedures contained in

this document.

6. The Board will appoint a Board member of the appropriate

discipline to serve as liaison to each advisory committee.

The Board member will be available by telephone to handle

inquiries and other communications from committee members

and meet with the committee quarterly to provide informa-

tion concerning Board policies and procedures.

7. The Board's enforcement officer will attend each advisory

committee meeting to provide administrative support and

assistanc& to the committee.

Prior to considering any investigative file, each committee

member will complete a "CONFLICT OF INTEREST QUESTIONNAIRE

(see Appendix A). If possible conflict of interest is

indicated, the member should consult staff for instructions.
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B. MEETINGS PROCEDURES

1 .

2.

Advisory committee meetings will be noticed to the public

as executive sesssions concerning the review of confidential

investigative files.

Committee meetings will be scheduled as workload requires

but not less than six meetings each calendar year on the

day of the month indicated below:

Third Wednesday - Architects

Second Tuesday Assayers

Fourth Thursday - Engineers

Second Thursday Geologists

Third Tuesday - Land Surveyors

.Fourth Tuesday - Landscape Architects

3. Each committee will determine the location and time for

meetings. To the extent feasible, "meetings should be

scheduled in state buildings.

4. Each committee member should make diligent effort to

attend each committee meeting. If a member is required

by other commitments to miss two (2) or more consecutive

meetings, he should immediately notify the Board so that

a replacement can be appointed.
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_

5. Each committee meeting will be tape-recorded. The tape

will be kept until all the .investigative files discussed

at the meeting are closed, but not less than one year.

C. INTERVIEW PROCEDURES

1. The committee will review each investigative file to

determine if any professional misconduct or deficiencies

in violation of Board laws or rules may exist.

2. If the file is incomplete or needs further investigation,

the committee will refer the file to staff with directions

for further investigation. If the file indicates possible

professional misconduct or deficiencies, the committee

will schedule an interview with the registrant under

investigation. If the file indicates no evidence of a

violation of Board laws or rules, the committee will for-

ward the file to the Board with the recommendation to close.

3. If the committee decides to interview the registrant, he

will be notified in writing at least twenty (20) days

prior to the interview of

a) The date, time and place of the
interview

b) The informal nature of the pro-
ceedings
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c) His right to bring counsel or
attend withou.t counsel

d) A description of the matters
to be discussed at the inter-
view (include the complaint
and investigative reports)

e). His right to a formal hearing
before the Board

4. The registrant will be requested to respond in writing to

the allegations contained in the complaint and investiga-

tive reports no later than ten (10) days before the

interview. In his reponse, registrant should indicate

whether he will be represented by counsel at the interview.

5. If the registrant will be represented by legal counsel at

the interview, the Board's legal counsel will be so advised

by staff and a copy of,the complete investigative file will

be immediately forwarded for his review and participation

in the proceedings if other assignments permit.

6. The following procedure will apply at the registrant

interview:

a. The chairman will introduce the
committee members and explain the
procedure to be followed

b. Swear in registrant

C. Registrant opening comments

-5-
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d. Committee members question
the registrant'

e. Registrant closing comments

f. Committee deliberations concern-
ing preliminary findings and
recommendations

7. The committee may interview other persons who have infor-

mation concerning the matter under investigation prior to

interviewing the registrant.

8. After the registrant's interview the committee will prepare

written preliminary findings and settlement recommendations

to the Board. The written report (see Appendix B) will include:

a. Specific examples or incidents
of professional misconduct or
deficiencies

b. Specific settlement terms
recommended by the committee
which- may include:

(i) revocation
(ii) suspension (period of time)
(iii) civil penalty (amount)
(iv) probation

- peer review
- practice restrictions
- continuing education
- other probation terms

(v) censure

c. If insufficient evidence of
violations is found, the com-
mittee will recommend termina-
tion of the investigation

-6-
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9. The committee should take into account the seriousness of

the violations, the extent of client or public injury, the

economic size of the firm and other relevant aggravating

and mitigating circumstances when making recommendations.

10. The interview will end if the registrant decides he no

longer wishes to participate in the informal interview

process.

-7-



ARIZONA STATE BOAR!) OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

ADVISORY COMMITTEE QUESTIONNAIRE

yes No

1.

Board File No.

Name of Registrant

Are you located in the same city, metropolitan area, or within 25 miles
of the respondent's place of business?

2. Are you in direct or indirect competition with the respondent for
business in specialized aspects of your practice?

3. Is this respondent in direct or indirect competition with you in
any other way?

4. Have you ever been engaged or employed to provide services to the fivm
or entity who are the respondents in this investigative review?

Are you professionally associated with or employed by any member of the
Board of Technical registration?

_ h. Have you ever been professionally associated with or shared office
space with the respondent or his firm?

7. Have you ever been involved in any other business relationship or
venture with the respondent?

8. Are you a relative of or a personal or close social friend of the
respondent or his family?

9. Are you a relative by blood or through marriage to any Technical
Registration Board member or his family?

10. Within the last five years, have you been involved i n any litigation or
other disputes with the respondent Or his firm?

11. Have you filed this or any other complaint against the respondent
or his firm with the Board of Technical Registration?

12. Po you know of any reason why you could not be completely objective
and .independent in a review of this respondent's or his f i res
work product?

(If the answer to any of the above is Yes, please explain; Attach
additional sheets i f necessary.)

Type or print name

APPENDIX A Signature
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

In the Matter of:

(Discipline)

r t fi cate numbe-t--)
TO: ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

(ALTERNATIVE A)

_)
_)

On , the_ _
(Discipline)

Advisory Committee held an i n interview with

(and counsel) concerning the alleged violations i n this matter'. Based upon

testimony and relevent documents, the'committee - recommends that the Board pro-

vide respondent the opportunity t o propose informal settlement by consent to

the following disciplinary sanctions. The committee further recommends that

i I the settlement cannot be obtained, formal disciplinary proceedings should

be instituted against. respondant,

The Committee has determined that respondant may have committed the

following violations(s):

i..1 Fraud o r misrepresentation iii making application for registration.

tarh

A P P E N D I X B



Gross 1eg1i gence.

Bribery.

Specify detail!;-)

(Specify detailST*

c ! 0 , • 1 1

E l Aiding and abetting an unregistered person t o evade the provisions o f ARS 3,).-101

LI

11: I

through 32- 145.
(4)ecify dc ti)

Other misconduct.
- - - (-Specify details)—7

Recommended settlement sanCtions:

Revocation o f certificate (reapplication not t o be accepted for a period o f

years.)

Suspension o f certificate for a period o f months.
(nuI lip ic:!7s- o f thr 1

Probation for a period o f with the following terms:

[ii Submit to professional peer review for a period o f months.

Continuing education
Specify details

LI ko ,, tricted Practice.:

1,)(211 add j shoe



S*

[73

Lii

Lii

g (

Fine (Administrative penalty) o f $

Censure (Formal Reprimand)

Respondant t o be notif ied o f violations and directed t o take remedial .1ction

AGGRAVATING CIRCUMSTANCES
- - - - - - - -

Related criminal convictions.

Gross incompetence indicated.

— .(Specify detaiCT7

Prior disciplinary action (s)

Intentional violations indicated.

Other (Specify details)

(Alternative B)

MITIGATING CIRCUMSTANCES

r i

L- 1

r i

L i

In-house injury, only: 011,1H_
not affected.

Significant effort t o correct
errors prior t o investiglt ion.

No prior disciplinary action L )

Substantial cooperation and
and apparent desire t o improve
work product.

Other (Specify details)

The Advisory Committee has not found sufficient grounds for disciplinary
oction and recommends that this matter be dismissed.

(Alternative C)
•

The Advisory Committee has determined that this matter i s not within its
review responsibility.

Chairman

tad additional she.ets i f necessary
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ARCHITECTURE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

TUCSON

PHOENIX

September 11, 1981

Robert J. Swain
1700 N. Harrison Rd.
Tucson, AZ 85715

Earl Kai Chann
4411 E. Fifth
Tucson, AZ 85711

Dwight Busby
Busby Assoc., Inc.
5717 N. 7th Street
Phoenix, AZ 85014

Herbert W. Schneider
Rossman and Partners
4601 E. McDowell Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85003

Craig Walling
Peters & Walling
118 E. 7th Street
Tempe, AZ 85281
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ENGINEERING ADVISORY COMMITTEE

NAME, HOME ADDRESS

Jack E. Jones (Electrical Engineer) 02889
1717 E. Pebble Beach Drive
Tempe, AZ 85282

Robert F. Schuetz (Electrical Engineer) 08589
3327 E. Larkspur Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85032

William J. Kilcullen (Mechanical Engineer) 06009
1036 E. Manhattan Drive
Tempe, AZ 85232

Howard C. Daudet (Mechanical Engineer) 06836
4635 E. Lafayette Blvd,
Phoenix, AZ 85032

Anthony V. Schwan (Structural Engineer) 04933
3118 N. 47th Place
Phoenix, AZ 85032

T. Allen J. Gookin (Civil Engineer) 12255
909 D S. Acapulco Drive
Tempe, AZ 85281

A. Richard Garrett (Civil Engineer) 01216
127 East Palmcroft Drive
Tempe, AZ 85232

ADVISORY COMMITTEE VOLUNTEERS

Louis G. Sorensen (Civil Engineer)
City of Kingman
310 North Fourth Street
Kingman, AZ 36401

Frank E. Kulas (Structural Engineer) (Civil Engineer)
Consulting Engineer
2610 East Yucca Street
Phoenix, AZ 85028
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS

September, 1981

Allen W. Gross, Chairman
4124 W. Yucca
Phoenix, AZ 85029

Michael E. Bell
5721 E. 5th St.
Tucson, AZ 85711

E. LeRoy Brady
1428 N. Del Mar
Mesa, AZ 85203

Bernard J. Freese
6842 E. Belmont Circle
Paradise Valley, AZ 85253

A. Wayne Smith
2120 S. Rural Road
Tempe, AZ 85282

ADVISORY COMMITTEE

VOLUNTEERS

Robert W. Gladwin
Walter E. Rogers

Rogers & Gladwin
3722 South Meyer Street
Tucson, Arizona 85701
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LAND SURVEY INC ADV I SORY COM/1 ITTEE

September 11, 1981

Mike Wier, Chairman
811 West Thomas
Phoenix, AZ 85013

Eugene Skelley
2802 West Solano Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85017

John Nelson
4550 North 12th Street
Phoenix, AZ 85014

Larry Dadisman
2469 North Country Club Road
Tucson, AZ 85716

William Marum
P.O. Box 731
Tucson, AZ 85702

ALTERNATES.

Tom Luckow
4001 East Pima
Tucson, AZ 85712

Kenneth Zismann
2075 N, 6th Ave.
Tucson, AZ 85705

John Anderson
6601 North Black Canyon Highway
Phoenix, AZ 85015

Dennis Brady
1030 East Guadalupe Road
Tempe, AZ 85283

Bob Wagoner
2922 North 70th Street
Scottsdale, AZ 85251

Jack Kesler
P,O, Box 665
Kingman, AZ 86402

Charles Melching
2557 East Encanto
Mesa, AZ 85203

David Nykorchuk
2919 N. 36th St.
Phoenix, AZ 85018
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DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

1645W. JEFFERSON, SUITE 315 • PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85007 • (602) 255-4053

)i / I

CONFLICT OF INTEREST/BIAS

In accordance with A.R.S. Section 38-501 et seq., I declare that I may have
a vested interest in the following matter and therefore have decided to
abstain from voting, or otherwise participating, in same due to an apparent
conflict of interest for the following reason(s):

COUR I CT : U I In direct competition with the parties involved.

[ J This person is an employee
Relative Other

Partner Friend
of mine.

Other Z6:2 :y i

BIAS: L i

MATTER:

I may have special knowledge of this matter which may
prejudice my judgment.

)

Signed

-

3

form, upon completion, will be encorpir:ted into the minutes of the [leeting,
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DATE: 164617 r . l b ; I t e 4

TO: e 01-1 ‹

FROM: .104414 1Z1d451 ,
SUBJECT: CONFLICT OF INTEREST/BIAS

In accordance with A.R.S. Section 38-501 et seq., I declare that I may have
a vested interest in the following matter and therefore have decided to
abstain from voting, or otherwise participating, in same due to an apparent
conflict of interest for the following reason(s):

CONFLICT:

BIAS:

In direct competition with the parties involved.

1- 1 This person is an employee Partner Friend
Relative Other of mine.

[;0* Other _TEKAAMMIED__IatZ4. 010'Ne.

Lev_m_eatAnAso r

- ] I may have special knowledge of this matter which may
prejudice my judgment.

MATTER:

signed _

Ihis form

- c 13TR t)4 . Pitiort7 J RIT4416

, upon cImpletion, will be encorporated into the minutes of the meetiw!.
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DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT: CONFLICT OF INTEREST/BIAS

In accordance with A.R.S. Section 38-501 et seq., I declare that I may have
a vested interest in the following matter and therefore have decided to
abstain from voting, or otherwise participating, in same due to an apparent
conflict of interest for the following reason(s):

CONFLICT:

MATTER:

I '

In direct competition with the parties involved.

This person is an employee
Relative Other

Other

Partner Friend
Of mule.

IT

‘ , 1111. .
L U M P l e t i o n , W i l l be encorporated into the minutes of the meeting.

I may have special knowledge of this matter which may
prejudice my judgment.

237c, 69/"
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DATE: %err. is, its I
TO: vrie,

,c)FROM: 04144 a gi
SUBJECT: CONFLICT OF INTEREST/BIAS

or

In accordance with A.R.S, Section 38-501 et seq., I declare that I may have
a vested interest in the following matter and therefore have decided to
abstain from voting, or otherwise participating, in same due to an apparent
conflict of interest for the following reason(s):

CONFLICT: [

L

In direct competition with the parties involved.

This person is an employee
Relative Other

Partner Friend
of mine.

a21. Other l a? u is,joeasd5____gami l 2

BIAS: I I may have special knowledge of this matter which may
prejudice my judgment.

MATTER: e•-•056 e t ° Ef r i ‹ . l
J (". A . doesost%01414)0

14,5661<d7

Signe

IhiS form, upon completior will be encorporated into the minutes of the meeting.
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September 22, 1981

Ms. Judy Ross
Executive Director
State Board of Technical Registration
1645 West Jefferson
Suite 315
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Dear Ms. Ross:

autmoverilazs,
3134 East Camelbfft ood
Phoenix, A2 85016
Phone 955-8350

Please accept this letter as our approval of the change in the
registered architect on our Bull Head City project. Our original
contract was with Anthony Campanaro, A. I . A., but due to his
passing away, Mr. Robert F. Armstrong, Architect is assuming
his existing contractors. Our Bull Head City project i s one
of these assumptions. I t i s our understanding that Mr. Armstrong
will perform all services as per our contract with Mr. Campanaro.

We would like to take this opportunity to thank you and the board
for your assistance i n this matter.

Sincerely,

Bill Robert
Vice President

BR/mh



BRUCE BABBITT
GOVERNOR

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
STATE HOUSE

PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85007

September 10, 1981

Mr. Michael Haywood
Arizona Land Surveyor
P.O. Box 1001
Prescott, Arizona 86302

Dear Mr. Haywood:

Thank you for sending me a copy of your
letter to Attorney General Corbin concerning
professional land surveyors. I have asked
Mr. Wayne Earley, Chairman of the Board of
Technical Registration, to review the issue
of national testing standards for all the pro-
fessions licensed by the Board, and to respond
to you directly.

BB:dcm

cc: Wayne Earley

Sincerely,

Bruce Babbitt
Governor



September 4, 1981

RECEIVED
GOVERNOR'S

G. Michae,J HauworAllP.O. Box UOlu 08 pjl

Prescott, Arizona 86302

711

Robert K, Corbin, Esq,
STATE OF ARIZONA. ATTORNEY GENERAL
1700 W. Washington
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Dear Mr. Corbin,

I am writing this letter to express my deep regret and professional
concern over your recent decission to dismiss the examination administered
by the State Board of Technical Registration for Professional Land
Surveyors.

I t is appaling to me to believe that you indeed feel there i s no need
for surveyors to be examined to prove their proficiency i n the
subdivision of public and private lands.

I have worked as a land surveyor for over fifteen years. In that time,
I have encountered numerous "Surveyors" who would have been better suited
to selling used cars. These are people who could be allowed certification
to practice a skilled application of mathematical principles simply
because they had "experience" i n the field! Would you want Architects
to be certified' to design skycrapers simply because they had worked
as draftsmen for some prescribed length of time?

I strongly recommend that you review your decission i n tris matter. A
reversal on your position could only benefit the people of the State of
Arizona. As the value of our lands increase, the skill and knowledge
of professional land surveyors becomes a much more important factor
in the conveyance of accurate description of properties, on paper and
in the field.

In short, If a person cannot pass a Nationally sanctioned surveyors
examination, he hasi no business being a surveyor.

r S4/erel

MYcEdel Havwn
Arizona Land Surveyor #13941

CC: The Honorable Bruce Babbitt
Governor of the State of Arizona

The Honorable Boyd Tenney
Arizona State Senator

State Board of Technical Registration



MUT I

Programiiling experience in which the .candidate has participated in

analyzing th& client* requirementsi mq4-the development of design

objectives, space relations and requirements, expansion requirements.

design flexibility, and site requirements.

2. Site design experience including the utilization of land, placement of

structures, form relationships, traffic patterns, parking facilities.

1.1.141.4miefrt—crf util ity systems; analysis of surface and subsurface condi-

tions, ecological requirements, and the requirements of real ostate: and

zoning laws as they pertain to construction.

3. Building design experience including the selection and layout of buildin,!

systems; structural, mechanical, electrical, civil and interior consider ,

ations and design documentation.

4. Experience in the development and design of construction documents

including the rendering of architectural, structural and interior

drawings; the development of specifications; the development of biddi.nq

documents ,and the evaluation of bids.

5. Administrative experience including office and field administration.

field testing, quotation requests and change orders, cost accounting,

and project closeout.



1.

INSERT I I

Design experience which includes the development and use of sketches,

plans drawings, outlines, scenes or models which convey the location,,

arrangement, purpose, appearance, and the nature of the construction

or alteration of buildings, structures, works, machines, processes,

materials or projects.

2. Experience in the development of specifications for materials, equipment,

performance or methods to be used in the constr ition or alteration of

buildings, works, machines, processes, land areas or projects. .

3. Investigation and evaluation experience to determine or estimate the

merit, effect, efficiency or practicability of a process, method#, desiqn

or material for a Given use.

4. Experience in client consultations.

5. Administrative experience including office and field administration,

field testing, quotation requests, change orders, cost accounting,

bidding procedures, and project closeout.



to be employe

3. Experience in

4. Administrativ

field testing

bidding proce

ANN

Design exper

INSERT I I I

ience which includes the development and use of sketches,

plans, drawings, outlines, scemes or models which convey the use and

development of land, plantings, landscapingf settings, approaches to

buildings, structures or facilities, traffic patterns, drainage, and

erosion patterns.

2. Experience in the development of specifications for materials and methods

,d for the most efficient and practical land usage.

client consultations.

e experience including office and field administration,

, quotation requests, change orders, cost accounting,

dures, and project closeout.

- ' - e ir )
; • pi , °

I i
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INSERT IV

Experience in the analysis of ferrous and non-ferrous metals, minerals,

fabrics, and rock or powdered ores.

Experience in all phases of fire analysis for the isolation of precious

metals including: the identification of sample ores and minerals, pre-

weighing sample preparation, use of assaying weights, grit sizing,

dehydration, sampling, crushing, mixing, rolling, coning, truncating,

quartering, firing, choice and use of fluxes, button processing,

cupellation, weighing, parting, and calculation.

Experience in wet analysis or titration.

Experience in analysis by atomic absorption.

Experience in the use of mineral standards.

;re-ei tLi r‹..1

1,1 4
• • •
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LEGISLATION DRAFT

BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

RELATING.TO THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION: AMENDING, REPEALING
AND RE-ENACTING CERTAIN SECTIONS OF THE ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES.

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Arizona:

Section 1. Section 32-101, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-101. Purpose; definitions

A. The purpose of this chapter is to provide for the safety, health and

welfare of the public through the promulgation and enforcement of standards of

qualification for those individuals licensed and seeking licenses pursuant to

this chapter.

B. In this chapter, unless the context otherwise requires:

I . "Architect" means a person who, by reason of his knowledge of the

mathematical and physical sciences, and the principles of architecture and

architectural engineering acquired by professional education and practical

experience, is qualified to engage in the practice of architecture as attested

by registration as an architect.

2. "Architect -in -training" means a candidate for registration as a

professional architect who i s a graduate of a school approved by the board
RYE

as of satisfactory standing or who has -Felet YEARS OR MORE OF EDUCATION OR

experience OR BOTH,- as-eutl4med-4m-the-eufrent-standarels-ef-the-nat4ona4

eftme44-ef-arehiteetural—reg4strati:eH-beards in architectural work of -a

-4o-eharaeter-sat4sfaetery WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY the board IN ITS

RULES. In addition, the candidate shall have successfully passed the

ARCHITECT- IN -TRAINING examination 419-the-bas4-e-aFeH4teetural-subjeets7--UpeH

mi.i0e tiem-ef-the-reqblis4te-years-ef-tra*Hinti-aRd-exper4enee-419:the-field-ef

arehiteeture -undeF-the-supervisieli-of-a-prefes0,elia4-afehiteet-sati-sfaetefy

te-the4Bard3-the-aFehiteet-iti-traininq-ska41-be-0-4064e-fer-the-seeend



staee-ef- the-pfeeeFibed-exapri nat4ee-fer-reg4stratien-as-a-peefess4ena4-arch4tept

SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

3. "Architectural practice" means any service or creative work requiring

architectural education, training and experience, and the application of the

mathematical and physical sciences and the principles of architecture and

architectural engineering to such professional services or creative work as

consultation, evaluation, design and review of construction for conformance

with contract documents and design, in connection with any building, planning

or site development. A person shall be deemed to practice or offer to practice

architecture who in any manner represents himself to be an architect, or holds

himself out as able to perform any architectural service or other services

recognized by educational authorities as architecture.

4. "Assayer" means a person who analyzes metals, ores, minerals, or alloys

in order to ascertain the quality of gold or silver or any other substance

present in them.

5. "ASSAYER -IN -TRAINING" MEANS A CANDIDATE FOR REGISTRATION AS A

PROFESSIONAL ASSAYER WHO IS A GRADUATE OF A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD AS OF

SATISFACTORY STANDING AND IN A CURRICULUM APPROVED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES

AS PERTINENT TO THE PRACTICE OF ASSAYING, OR WHO HAS FOUR YEARS OR MORE OF

EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE OR BOTH IN ASSAYING WORK WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED

BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

6. "ASSAYING PRACTICE" MEANS ANY SERVICE OR WORK REQUIRING ASSAYING

EDUCATION, TRAINING Ant EXPERIENCE, AND THE APPLICATION OF SPECIAL KNOWLEDGE

OF THE MINERAL SCIENCES TO SUCH PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AS CONSULTATION AND THE

EVALUATION OF MINERALS.

-=1- 1. "Board" means the state board of technical registration.
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A FIDE EMPLOYEE" MEANS AN INDIVIDUAL WORKING UNDER THE DIRECT

F THE REGISTRANT AND RECEIVING t-0,7 ;- . 1 • e- -"• CT

FROM ;PIVE REGISTRANT AND WHOSE WORK PRODUCT SHALL BE THE

Y OF THE REGISTRANT.
r ag1PErvi5ioN a ( SuPER016103 TERsoA
ineer" means a .pr-Eyfe.ssi,eflal--en4n.e.e ho, by reason of special

the mathematical and physical sciences and the principles and

gineering analysis and design, acquired by professional

practical experience, i s qualified to practice engineering as

is registration asAprofessional engineer.

ineering practice" means any professional service or creative

1 engineering education, training and experience and the

I special knowledge of the mathematical, physical and engineering

Ich professional services or creative work as consultation,

;tigation, evaluation, planning, surveying, design, location,

Ind review of construction for conformance with contract

design, i n connection with any public or private ut i l i ty,

iIding, machine, equipment, process, work or project. Such

services and work include plans and designs relating to the location,

development, mining and treatment of ore and other minerals. A person shall
ht.

be deemed to 1
A

any branch of

advertisement

a professiona.

)racticing or offering to practice engineering if he practices

the profession of engineering, or by verbal claim, sign,

, letterhead, card or any other manner represents himself to be

I engineer, or holds himself out as able to perform or does

Perform any engineering service or other service er recognized by educational

authorities a

engineer by an employer engaged i n the business of developing, mining and

treating ores

; engineering. A person employed on a full time basis as an

ckna other minerals shall not be deemed to be practicing

engineering for the purposesof this chapter i f he engages in the practice of
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engineering exclusively for and as an employee of such employer and does not

hold himself out and is not held out as available to perform any engineering

services for persons other than his employer.

it. 11. "Engineer -in -training" means a candidate for registration as a

professional engineer who is a graduate in an approved engineering curriculum

of four years or more of a school approved by the board as of satisfactory

standing, or who has had four years or more of EDUCATION OR experience OR BOTH

in engineering work ef-a-eharaeter-sat4sfaetery-te WHICH MEETS STANDARDS

SPECIFIED BY the board IN ITS RULES. and In addition, has-sueeessfu44y

THE CANDIDATE SHALL HAVE passed the ENGINEERING IN TRAINING examination

SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES 4n-the-bas4e-eng4neer4ng-subjeets7-and

whei -upen-eefflp4et4en-af-the-requ4site-years-of-tra4n4ng-and-exper4enee-4n

enoineerin9-undeF-the-5upervis4en-ef-a-prefe8s4ena4-engineer-sati5faetefy-to

the4eard3-4s-e44064e-fer-the-seeend-statie-ef-the-preser4bed-exami-nat4en-for

reg4stFat4en-as-a-prefessiena4-engi.neef,,

4l2. "Geological practice" means any professional service or work requiring

geological education, training, and experience, and the application of special

knowledge of the earth sciences to such professional services as consultation,

evaluation of mining properties, petroleum properties, and groundwater

resources, professional supervision of exploration for mineral natural resources

including metallic and non-metallic ores, petroleum, and ground:water, and the

geological phase of engineering investigations.

1ier13. "Geologist" means a person, not of necessity an engineer, who by reason

Of his special knowledge of the earth sciences and the principles and methods

Of search for an appraisal of mineral or other natural resources acquired by

Professional education and practical experience is qualified to practice geology

as attested by his registration as a professional geologist. A person employed

on a full time basis as a geologist by an employer engaged in the business of

P 1
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mining or treating ores and other minerals shall not be deemeddeveloping ,

to be engaged in "geological practice" for the purposes of this chapter i f he

engages in geological practice exclusively for and as an employee of such

employer and does not hold himself out and is not held out as available to

perform any geological services for persons other than his employer.

i .
14. "Geologist -in -training" means a candidate for registration as a

06
professional geologist who is a graduate of a school approved by the board of

satisfactory standing or who has had four years or more of EDUCATION OR

experience OR BOTH in geological work ef-a-enaeaeter-sat4sfaetery-te WHICH

MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY the board IN ITS RULES. In addition, the

candidate shall have sueeessfu4ly passed the GEOLOGIST -IN -TRAINING examination

SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES 419-the-basi-e-gee4e9y-subjeets7--Upen

cemp4etieri-ef-tHe-requisite-years-ef-tra4n4ng-and-experienee- n-the-f4eld-of

9ee4efiy-under-the-supervisiem-ef-a-prefess4ena4-gee4e0st-sat4sfaetery-te-the

beardi -tHe-geelegi-st-in-tra4n4n9-sha44-be-e44g464e-fef-the-seeend-stage-of

the-pFeseribed-examinatien-fer-reg4strati-en-as-a-pfefess4ena4-?ee4e94st.

9t15. "Landscape architect" means a person who, by reason of his professional

education, practical experience, or both, is qualified to engage in the

practice of landscape architecture as attested by his registration as a

landscape architect.

*1l6. "Landscape architect -in -training" means a candidate for registration

as a professional landscape architect who i s a graduate of a school approved

by the board as of'satisfactory 'standing or who has had four years or more of

EDUCATION OR experience OR BOTH in landscape architectural work of-a-eharaeter

satisfactory -to WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY the board IN ITS RULES. In

addition, the candidate shall have sueeessfu44y passed the LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT-

IN -TRAINING examination SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES, 4n-the-bas4e

lamdseape-arehiteetura4-subjeets7--Upen-eenip4et4en-ef-the-requ4's4te-year5-ef

traim 4m9-and-exper4enee-419-the-f4-e4d-ef-4andseape-areh4teetufe-under-the
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landseape-arehiteet-sat4sfaetery-te-the-beard l -the'opefv isi-en -ef - aprefessiena4-

weiseape- arehiteet-4H-tra4n4n9- sHa41-be- e44gible - fer - the - seeeRd- stage - ef - the

preseFibed-exan4nat4en-fef-reOstratien- as- a-prefessienal - gandseape- arehiteet.

417. "Landscape architectural practice" means the performance of professional

services such as consultations, investigation, reconnaissance, research, planning,

design, or responsible supervision in connection with the development of land and

incidental water areas where, and to the extent that the dominant purpose of such

services is the preservation, enhancement or determination of proper land uses,

natural land features, ground cover and planting, naturalistic and esthetic

values, the settings and approaches to buildings, structures, facilities, or

other improvements, natural drainage and the consideration and the determination

of inherent problems of the land relating to erosion, wear and tear, light and

other hazards, This practice shall include the location and arrangement of such

tangible objects and features as are incidental and necessary to the purposes

outlined in this paragraph, but shall not include the making of cadastral surveys

or final land plats for official recording or approval, nor wandattr4a1llMANIATOOL1

include planning for governmental subdivisions.

t918. "Land surveyor" means a person Who enqaees-4n-the-pfaet4ee-ef-survey4ng

traEts-ef-4and-cer-the-deterH4-natien-ef-the4-eerreet-46eat4ens I -afeas i -beundar4es3

apid-deseriptiem3-ceF-the-purpese-ef-eenveyane4.ne-and-reeefd4n9-er-fef-estab44shment

er-re-estaPtishment-ef4eundar4es-and-Hetti.ng-ef-4amds-and-subdiv4s4ens- BY

REASON OF HIS KNOWLEDGE OF THE MATHEMATICAL AND PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND THE

PRINCIPLES OF LAND SLI VEYING AND THE GATHERING OF EVIDENCE, ACQUIRED BY PROFESSIONAL

oR OR BOTH
EDUCATION MOO PRACTICAL EXPERIENCEk' IS QUALIFIED TO PRACTICE LAND SURVEYING AS

ATTESTED BY HIS REGISTRATION AS A LAND SURVEYOR. 1A-N ENGINEER REGISTERED UNDER THIS

CHAPTER PRIOR TO JULY 1, 1982 WHO HfilrLEDGE OF THE PRINCIPLES OF LAND

SURVEYING ACQUIRED BY PRjafa/AF-EDUCATION AND PRACTICAL EXPERIENCE IS QUALIFIED

TO PRACTICE LAND SURVEYING. AN ENGINEER REGISTERED SUBSEQUENT TO JULY 1, 1982

SHALL COMPLY WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION 32-lg

-6-



HE EARTH, WITHIN UNDERGROUND WORKINGS AND ON THE BEDS OF BODIES OF

DING TOPOGRAPHY AND THE PREPARATION AND PERPETUATION OF MAPS, PLATS,

RECORDS AND LAND DESCRIPTIONS THAT REPRESENT SUCH SERVICE OR WORK.

ES" MEAN THE CERTIFIED BY-LAWS, RULES AND REGULATIONS OF

THESE ARE THE MEANS AND GUIDELINES FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION AND

F POLICY, ENFORCEMENT AND LICENSING.

19. "LAND SURVEYOR -IN -TRAINING" MEANS A CANDIDATE FOR REGISTRATION AS A

PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR WHO IS A GRADUATE OF A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD

AS OF SATISFACTORY STANDING, AND IN A CURRICULUM APPROVED BY THE BOARD IN ITS

RULES AS PERTINENT TO THE PRACTICE OF LAND SURVEYING, OR WHO HAS FOUR YEARS OR

MORE OF EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE OR BOTH WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY THE

BOARD IN ITS RULES. IN ADDITION, THE CANDIDATE SHALL HAVE .1411114111011110 PASSED

THE LAND SURVEYOR -IN- TRAINING EXAMINATION SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

20. "PRACTICE OF LAND SURVEYING" MEANS THE PERFORMANCE OF, GR—O-F-FERING TO

(a) THE MEASUREMENT OF LAND TO DETERMINE CORRECT AREA, CORRECT

DE5CfiNfIl t 4

DR -PRI` AG-I.TY, ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING:

OR Fag CONV:Z IAN5fige missing)

(b) THE ESTABLISHMENT OR REESTABLISHMENT OF LAND BOUNDARIES AND THE

PLATTING OF LANDS OR SUBDIVIDING OF LANDS.

(c) THE LOCATION, RELOCATION, ESTABLISHMENT OR REESTABLISHMENT OF ANY

RIGHT -OE -WAY OR EASEMENT BY USE OF THE PRINCIPLES OF LAND SURVEYING.

(d) THE DETERMINATION OF THE POSITION OF ANY SUCH MONUMENT OR REFERENCE

POINT WHICH MARKS A PROPERTY LINE, BOUNDARY OR CORNER.

(e) THE SETTING, RESETTING OR REPLACING OF ANY SUCH MONUMENT OR REFERENCE

POINT FOR THE PURPOSE OF DETERMINING CORRECT AREA OF LAND, CORRECT DESCRIPTION

OF LAND OR FOR CONVEYANCING.

AD

MEASURING, LOCATING, ESTABLISHING OR REESTABLISHING CORNERS, LINES, BOUNDARIES,

DITIONALLY, THE PRACTICE OF LAND SURVEYING MAY INCLUDE THE ACT OF

ANGLES, ELEVATIONS,. CONTOURS AND NATURAL OR MAN-MADE FEATURES IN THE AIR, -ON THE

SURFACE OF T

WATER, INCLU

FIELDS NOTE

21. "RUL

THE BOARD.

DEFINITION 0
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• n n 1n0 A " ., A

Section 2. secti 011 iNCV ia t:U JLaLut,

NO CHANGE

Section 3. Section 32-103, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 4. Section 32-104, Arizona Remised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 5. Section 32-105, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 6. Section 32-106, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-106. Powers and duties

A. The board shall:

1. Adopt by-laws and rules for the conduct of its meetings and performance

of duties imposed upon i t by law.

2. Adopt an official seal for attestation of certificates of registration

and other official papers and documents.

3. Consider and pass upon applications for registration AND, PURSUANT TO

STANDARDS ESTABLISHED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES, HOLD FOR EXAMINATION CANDIDATES

FOR IN -TRAINING AND PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION .

4. Hear and pass upon complaints or charges OR DELEGATE TO HEARING OFFICERS

THE RESPONSIBILITY FOR CONDUCTING SUCH HEARINGS.

5. PURSUANT TO SECTION 32-128, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, compel attendance

of witnesses, administer oaths, and take testimony concernino all matters coming

within its jurisdiction.

6. Keep a record of its proceedings.

7. Keep a register which shall show the date of each application for

registration, the name of the applicant, the practice or branch of practice in

Which the applicant has applied for registration and the disposition of the

application.

8. Do other things necessary to carry out the purpose of this chapter.

-8-



B. The board shall specify on the certificate of registration and renewal

card issued to each registered engineer the branch of engineering in which he

has demonstrated proficiency, and

professional engineer. The board shall decide what branches of engineering shall

be thus recognized.

C. The board may hold membership in and be represented at national councils

or organizations of proficiencies registered under this chapter and may pay the

appropriate membership fees. The board may conduct standard examinations on

behalf of national councils, and may establish fees therefor.

D. The board is authorized to employ and pay on a fee basis persons, including

full time employees of a state institution, bureau or department, to prepare and

grade examinations given to applicants for registration and to fix the fee to be

paid for such services. Such employees are authorized to prepare, grade and

monitor examinations and perform other services the board authorizes, and to

receive payment therefor from the technical registration fund.

E. The board is authorized to rent necessary office space and pay the cost

thereof from the technical registration fund.

F. The board may adopt rules and regulations establishing rules of professional

conduct for registrants.

G. The board may require evidence i t deems necessary to establish the continuing

competency of registrants as a condition of renewal of licenses.

Section 7. Section 32-106.01, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 8. Section 32-107, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 9. Section 32-108, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 10. Section 32-109, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

authorize him to use the ti t le of registered

-9-
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Section 11. Section 32-110, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

Section 32-110. Immunity from personal l iabili ty.

Members and employees of the board AND MEMBERS OF ADVISORY COMMITTEES AND AGENTS

4mm,ru frnm norcnnal l i A h i l i t v with rocnort f n Art dnnn And
OF THE

actions taken in good faith within the scope of their authority.

Section 12. Section 32-121, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 13. Repeal

Section 32-122, Arizona Revised Statutes, is repealed.

Section 14. Title 32 , Chapter s Article 2 is amended by adding a new

Section 32-122, to read:

32-122. QUALIFICATIONS FOR IN -TRAINING REGISTRATION

A. AN APPLICANT FOR IN -TRAINING REGISTRATION AS AN ARCHITECT, ENGINEER,

GEOLOGIST OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT SHALL:

1. BE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE;

2. HAVE GRADUATED FROM A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD AS OF SATISFACTORY
C )4C CAS4 AtJ A4CArtCe? FIUG

STANDING OR HAVE FOUR YEARS OR MORE OF EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE OR BOTH IN WORK IN

THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS .SOUGHT AND WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED

BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES; AND '

3. HAVE PASSED THE IN -TRAINING EXAMINATION AS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS

RULES IN THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT.

B. AN APPLICANT FOR IN -TRAINING REGISTRATION AS AN ASSAYER OR LAND SURVEYOR

SHALL:

1. BE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE;

2. HAVE GRADUATED FROM A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD AS OF SATISFACTORY

A
STANDING AND IN CURRICULUM APPROVED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES AS PERTINENT TO THE

UCTICE OF THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT OR HAVE FOUR YEARS OR

ORE OF EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE OR BOTH IN THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION

-10-



Is SOUGHT AND WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES; AND

3. HAVE PASSED THE IN -TRAINING EXAMINATION AS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS

RULES IN THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT.

AML
C. THE BOARD MAY ESTABLISH BY RULE THE POINT IN TIME AT WHICH AN IN -TRAINING

APPLICANT MAY BE ADMITTED TO THE IN -TRAINING EXAMINATION.

Section 15. Title .3Z , Chapter i , Article 2, Arizona Revised Statutes,

is amended by adding Section 32-122.01, to read:

32-122.01, QUALIFICATIONS FOR PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION

A. AN APPLICANT FOR PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION AS AN ARCHITECT, ENGINEER,

GEOLOGIST OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT SHALL:

I . BE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE;

2. HAVE ENGAGED ACTIVELY FOR AT LEAST EIGHT YEARS IN EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE

OR BOTH IN THE DISCIPLINE FOR WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT AND WHICH MEETS STANDARDS

SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES; AND

3. UNLESS EXEMPTED UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 32-126, ARIZONA REVISED

STATUTES, HAVE PASSED BOTH THE IN -TRAINING AND THE PROFESSIONAL EXAMINATIONS

PRESCRIBED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

B. AN APPLICANT FOR PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION AS AN ASSAYER OR LAND SURVEYOR

SHALL:

1. BE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE;

2. HAVE ENGAGED ACTIVELY FOR AT LEAST SIX YEARS IN EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE

OR BOTH IN THE DISCIPLINE FOR WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT AND WHICH MEETS

STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES; AND

3. UNLESS EXEMPTED UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 32-126, ARIZONA REVISED

STATUTES, HAVE PASSED BOTH THE IN -TRAINING AND THE PROFESSIONAL EXAMINATIONS

ESCRIBED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

C. IN DETERMINING YEARS OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT:

1. EACH YEAR OF STUDY SATISFACTORILY COMPLETED IN AN ARCHITECTURAL,

GINEERING, GEOLOGICAL OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURAL SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD

-11-



; BE CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO ONE YEAR OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT, UP TO A MAXIMUM

OF FIVE YEARS, AND EACH YEAR OF TEACHING ARCHITECTURAL, ENGINEERING, GEOLOGICAL

OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURAL SUBJECTS IN A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD MAY BE
Alraluft7 of

CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO ONE YEAR OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT UP TO- A MA-Xl-fitiMtf- TWO

YiAR S

2. EACH YEAR OF STUDY SATISFACTORILY COMPLETED IN AN ASSAYING OR LAND

SURVEYING SCHOOL OR CURRICULUM APPROVED BY THE BOARD AS PERTINENT TO THE

PRACTICE OF ASSAYING OR LAND SURVEYING, MAY BE CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO ONE YEAR

OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT, UP TO A MAXIMUM OF FOUR YEARS, AND EACH YEAR OF TEACHING

ASSAYING OR LAND SURVEYING OR OTHER COURSES APPROVED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES

AS PERTINENT TO THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT AND IN A SCHOOL

APPROVED BY THE BOARD MAY BE CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO A MAXIMUM OF ONE YEAR OF

ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT.
unk55 Qtempied under 'Me.. ft009(1,23 4 ; sec,(701 3 2 - /•ele

C. EXPERIENCE CREDITED BY THE BOARD MUST BF UNDER THE DIRECT SUPERVISION

4. OF A REGISTRANT IN THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT AND SATISFACTORY

TO THE BOARD,

Section 16.. Section 32-123, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:
wooFesImNAL

32-123 Application for4registration

A. A person desiring to practice architecture, assaying, engineering,

geology, landscape architecture, or land surveying shall make application for

registration on a form prescribed by the board, subscribed under oath and

accompanied by the application fee. I f the evidence submitted satisfies the

board that the. applicant i s fully qualified, PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION

32' 112-01 OR 32-126, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, to practice the profession for which

registration is asked, i t shall give him a certificate of registration, signed by

the chairman and secretary and attested by the official seal.

B. I f in the judgment of the board the applicant has not furnished satisfactory

evidence of qualifications for registration, PURSUANT TO SECTION 32-aLoi OR 32-126,

ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, it may require additional data, or may require the

-12-



17cant to submit to an ADDITIONAL oral or written examination specified by the
PP

. :4_,,w1pc-and-requlatiens RULES OF THE BOARD.
beaf t

C. I f the application is denied, the application fee shall be returned, les

the rost of considering the application, as determined by the board.

Section 17. Section 32-124, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-124. Registration, examination and miscellaneous fees

The board shall publish in its rules a schedule of fees for applications,

examinations, and such other miscellaneous fees for services rendered as required

eet-te-exeeed-twe -hundred- del-4afs.

Section 18. Section 32-125, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 19. Section 32-126, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-126. Registration without examination

A. The board may register without examination an applicant who holds a valid

en €titi certificate of registration issued by another state or foreign

country which has OR HAD requirements for registration substantially identical to

those of this state AT THE TIME SUCH REGISTRATION WAS GRANTED, or who holds a

certificate of qualification issued by a national bureau of registration or

Certification RECOGNIZED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES. IF THE OTHER STATE OR FOREIGN

,COUNTRY CANNOT CERTIFY ITS REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS AT THE TIME REGISTRATION WAS

.PRANTED, THE APPLICANT SHALL BE REQUIRED TO MEET THE CURRENT STANDARDS FOR

.REGISTRATION IN THIS STATE AS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

B. THE BOARD MAY REGISTER WITHOUT EXAMINATION AN APPLICANT PREVIOUSLY

JaMPTED FR TRATION PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS Of—SECT1ON 32-144, SUBSECTION

PARAGRAPHS 1 AND SAND SECT
i t -144 st ECTION B, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES,

NIDE!) THE APPLICANT HAS_B-EEN- -AET-IVELY ENsii". -14-LTHE PRACTICE OF THE DISCIPLINE

WHICH REG

UCH REGISTRATION AS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

ION IS SOUGHT FOR AT LEAST FIFTEEN YEARS AND—MEZTS THE STANDARDS
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c. THE BOARD MAY WAIVE THE IN -TRAINING EXAMINATION FOR AN APPLICANT WHO

HAS GRADUATED FROM A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD AS OF_S -Al:TORY STANDING

AND, IN THE CASE OF AN ASSAYER OR LAND SURVE' PPLICANT, IN A CURRICULUM

APPROVED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RU PERTINENT TO THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH

REGISTRATION IS SOUO. , ROVIDED, IN ADDITION, THE APPLICANT HAS BEEN ACTIVELY
_ . • nel • • ••• AC " VII t 1 ,yo o -11.41,X71-14 fry tn.) m

n r Wrr nTcr . r n
ENGAGED

PRACTICE OF HIS DISCIPLINE, UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF A

STRANT IN THAT DISCIPLINE, FOR AT LEAST EIGHT YEARS.

Section 20. Section 32-127, Arizona Revised Statutes

Section 21. Section 32-128, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-128. Revocation of certificate; censure; probation, hearing; notice of

finding

A. The board may take disciplinary action against the holder of a certificate

under this chapter, charged with the commission of any of the following acts:

1. Fraud or misrepresentation i n obtaining a certificate of qualification,

whether in the application or qualification examination.

2. Gross negligence, incompetence, bribery, or other misconduct i n the

practice of his profession.

3. Aiding or abetting an unregistered person to evade the provisions of this

chapter or knowingly combining or conspiring with an unregistered person, or

allowing one's registration to be used by an unregistered person or acting as

agent, partner, associate or otherwise, of an unregistered person with intent to

-evade provisions of this chapter.

4. Violation of the rules or regulations of the board.

The board shall have authority to make investigations, employ investigators,

nd conduct hearings AND EMPLOY HEARING OFFICERS to determine whether a license -

ssued under this chapter should be revoked or suspended upon asomplaint in

i tin9, under oath, or when the board, after receiving an oral or written complaint

-14-



makes an investigation into such complaint and determines that
ot u e

there is sufficient evidence to warrant a hearing, on its own motion may direct

the secretary to fi le a verified complaint charging a possessor of a certificate

under this chapter, with commission of an offense subject to disciplinary action

and give notice of hearing. The board may issue subpoenas for the attendance of

witnesses and the production of records pursuant to Section 41-1010, Subsection

A, Paragraph 4. The secretary shall then serve upon the accused, by registered

mai l , a copy of the complaint together with notice setting forth the charge or

charges to be heard and the time and place of hearing, which shall not be less

than thirty days succeeding the mailing of notice.

C. The accused may appear personally or by his attorney at the hearing and

present witnesses and evidence in his defense and he may cross-examine witnesses

against him.

D. If se e oror more members of the board find the accused guilty, he

may be censured, or placed on probation, and fined an amount not to exceed two

thousand dollars or his certificate may be suspended or revoked but may be
Fl

reissued upon the affirmative vote of seven ttX or more members of the board.

Should the certificate of a registrant who i s a principal of a firm or executive

officer of a corporation be suspended or revoked for cause attributable to the

firm or corporation, said SUSPENSION OR revocation may be deemed just cause for

SUSPENSION OR revocation of the certificates of all or any other principals or

officers of the firm or corporation.

E. The board shall immediately notify the secretary of state and clerk of

the board of supervisors of each county in the state of the SUSPENSION OR

revocation of certificate or of the reissuance of a SUSPENDED OR revoked

certificate.

Section 22. Section 32-129, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

-15-
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Section 23. Section 32-141, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-141. Firm or cornorate oractice

A. No firm or corporation shall engage in the practice of architecture,

assaying, geology, engineering, landscape architecture, or land surveying unless

the work is under the full authority and responsible charge of a registrant, who

is also principal of the firm or officer of the corporation.

B. Firms or corporations shall identify responsible registrants. Each firm

and corporation shall file with the board ON A FORM PRESCRIBED BY THE BOARD a l ist

of responsible principals or officers, their registration certificate numbers and

a description of the services the firm or corporation i s offering to the public

The board shall be notified IN WRITING ON THE PRESCRIBED FORM WITHIN THIRTY DAYS

of the change occurring in the l ist of principals or responsible corporate

officers.

Section 24. Section 32-142, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 25. Section 32-143, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 26. Section 32-144, Arizona Revised Statutes

44-C*APiGE-or the board may wish to consider changes to Subsection A,

Paragraphs 3 and 4 along the following lines (NOTE: City of Flagstaff officials

expressed concern over what they consider the unreasonably low cost figures,

given inflation - Changes in dollar amounts are arbitrary):

3. A nonregistrant who designs a building or structure, the cost

of which does not exceed f4fty SEVENTY-FIVE thousand dollars, or who

designs alterations to any one single story building, the cost of

Which does not exceed f4fteeH TWENTY thousand dollars, or who designs

a DETACHED single family dwelling or additions or alterations to such

dwelling.

-16-



4. A nonregistrant who designs a water or wastewater treatment

plant, or extensions, additions, modifications or revisions, or

extensions to water distribution or collection systems, if the total

cost of such construction does not exceed twe FIVE thousand five

hundred dollars.

Section 27. Section 32-145, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

-17-
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32-307 Land Surveyor's Standards of Professional Conduct

A. Registrant land surveyors shall comply with the followiing

standards:

1. In performing professional services, a land

surveyor shall exercise due care and, in so -doing,

shall apply the technical knowledge and skill which

is ordinarily applie'd by land surveyors of good

standing, practicing in the same locality.

2. A land surveyor may take an assignment re-

quiring education or experience outside of his

own field of competence but only to the extent

that his services are restricted to those phases

of the project in which he is qualified. All

other phases of the project shall be performed by

qualified associates, consultants or employees.

3. A land surveyor shall not affix his signature

or seal to any plan or document dealing with sub-

ject matter in which he lacks competence by virtue

of education or experience nor to any such plan or

document not prepared under his direct supervisory

control.

4. If a land surveyor has any business association

or direct or indirect financial interest which could

reasonably be thought substantial enough to influence

his judgment in connection with his performance or

professional services, the land surveyor shall im-

mediately disclose, in writing, to his client or

employer the nature of the business association or

financial interest.

5. ft.land surveyor shall perform professional services
in accordance with the latest "Manual of Surveying

Instructions" as issued by the U.S. Department_ of the

Interior, Bureau of land Mdonement, and the "Minimum

Standard Detail Requirements for Land surveys" as

specified in Appendix
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6. If employed to interpret land survey contract

documents or Co judge contract performance, a land

surveyor shall render decisions impartially and

without bias to any party.

Failure to substantially comply with the provisions of

this section shall be deemed to be evidence of gross negli

gence, misconduct, or professional incompetence.



ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

SPECIAL MEETING

October 26, 1981

Chairman Charles E. O'Bannon called for the Special Board meeting to begin at 2:00
October 26, 1981, in Room 315, 1645 W. Jefferson, Phoenix, Arizona.

PRESENT:
Charles E. O'Bannon, Chairman
Jimmie R. Nunn, Vice -Chairman
William S. Gookin, Secretary
Silas Brown, Member
Wayne O. Earley, Member

Gary L. Sheets, Asst. Attorney General
Judi E. Ross, Executive Director
Bruce Rosenhan, Enforcement Officer
Margaret Holmes, Administrative Secretary

Those present constituted a quorum

1. EXECUTIVE SESSION - Confidential and Legal Advice

A motion was made and carried to go into executive session and at the end of
executive session the Board went into open session.

APPLICATIONS

(1) Mahood Akbar Malik: A motion was made by Mr. Brown and seconded by Mr.
Nunn that Mr. Malik be allosed to take the structural engineering exam.
Motion carried. Mr. Gookin abstained.

(2a) Ronald R. Avery: A motion was made by Mr. Gookin and seconded by Mr.
Nunn that the Board refer a possible criminal violation to the Attorney
General on the case of Mr. Ronald R. Avery. Motion carried.

(2h) A motion was made by Mr. Gookin and seconded by Mr. Nunn that Mr. Avery's
application for admittance to the October 29 examination be denied on the
basis of an incomplete fi le. Motion carried.

NEW BUSINESS

The Executive Director discussed establishing licensing advisory committees,
and stated that she felt i t would be a good idea to proceed with the establishment
of the licensing advisory committees now, rather than waiting until the rules
have been promulgated. Their function would be to act as a preliminary review
mechanism for application. A motion by Mr. Nunn was made and seconded by Mr.
Brown that licensing advisory committees be formed for all disciplines.
Motion carriedMr .

Gookin moved that the Board continue its policy of requiring a verified
transcript of any post high school graduation education to accompany an
application before an application will be considered unless the individual
Specifies that he is not claiming any credit for education as part of hisa
Pplication. Second by Mr. Nunn. Motion carried.
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Mr. Nunn moved that the Executive Director proceed, as soon as possible, with
the letters of verification of former employment for the applicants. Seconded
by Mr. Gookin. Motion carried.

Mr. Gookin moved that the meeting be adjourned, Mr. Nunn seconded the motion.
Motion carried.



ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

SPECIAL MEETING

NOVEMBER 5, 1981

cia
A Spe l Meeting of the State Board of Technical Registration, held at Room 315,
Occupational Licensing Building, 1645 W. Jefferson, Phoenix, Arizona was called
to order by Chairman Charles E. O'Bannon at 10:00 am.

PRESENT: Charles E. O'Bannon, Chairman
Jimmie R. Nunn, Vice -Chairman
William S. Gookin, Secretary
Silas C. Brown, Member
Hector C. Durand, Member
Wayne O. Earley, Member
Patricia J. Finley, Member
Stewart R. Palmer, Member
John B. Riggs, Member

Gary L. Sheets, Asst. Attorney General
Judi E. Ross, Executive Director
Bruce Rosenhan, Enforcement Officer
Margaret E. Holmes, Administrative Secretary

Those present constituted a quorum.

I. EXECUTIVE SESSION

Motion was made and carried to convene in Executive Session. At the conclusion
of the Executive Session, the Board reconvened i n open session.

II. LAND SURVEYOR CRITERIA

Chairman O'Bannon explained in open session that, on advice of counsel, a
Special Evaluation Committee of Land Surveyors of the State Board had met and
proposed a set of standards, including education and experience criteria, that
would be acceptable to qualify an individual for licensing in the State of
Arizona. Copies of the proposed criteria were distributed to the public.
Chairman O'Bannon explained how the proposed draft was developed and entertained
a motion that the draft be accepted as the criteria. I t was moved by Mr. Gookin
and seconded by Mr. Durand, that the land surveying criteria be adopted on an
interim basis until the rules were adopted and approved. Two suggested changes
were made: one to change "cadastral" to "boundary" surveying and to change the
wording from "education or experience" to "education or experience or both."

Mr. Durand expressed his reservations about the criteria as they were presented.
Two areas with which he was not in complete agreement were: (1) the educational
experience creditable and (2) the 24 months allowed for construction surveying.
Mr. Durand felt 12 months for construction surveying would be more appropriate.
Mr. Gookin stated that to fail to credit construction surveying would be to
reduce i t to a non-professional activity.

Mr. Sheets stated that i f the Board were to change the criteria that the
evaluation committee developed, the Board would have to re-evaluate the
applications. He would not advise that in view of the legal ramifications
Previously discussed.

The Board members discussed the criteria as proposed (page 5290of these minutes)
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Chairman O'Bannon opened up the meeting to any member of the public who would
like to speak to the new criteria.

Mr. Jeff Andrews, Arizona Professional Land Surveyors: Stated that the
experience criteria, by including construction staking at all was not consistent
with the present statutory definition of the land surveyor. The Board should
completely strike construction surveying as an active engagement in land surveyin
Construction surveying is surveying within given boundaries, and i t can be
assumed that those boundaries have already been established. There is no need
to have any professional registration to do construction staking. That is not
the existing conditions today. Construction staking should not be used as a
criterion for evaluating land surveyors.

Mr. James Mueller, Attorne with Greengard and Mueller, representing the
Arizona Professional Land Surveyors: Expressed concern with the entire issue
with respect to the Board's duty to obtain what i t feels i s a definitive state-
ment as to the requirement that the Board act with a certain amount of discretion
The Arizona Society of Professional Land Surveyors believed that the Board was
acting within legal opinion rendered by the Assistant Attorney General, They
felt that the opinion that had been rendered operated to effectively de -regulate
the profession of land surveying without legislation or actually by action of
the Board.

Mr. Durand requested that we table the motion until we get the input from the
attorney that i s representing the Arizona Land Surveyors with respect to this
criteria and land surveying in general. Second by Mr. Nunn. Motion passed.

Mr. Sheets discussed the examination issue. After careful review of the law,
the Attorney General determined that there was no authority to examine land
surveyors across the Board. He reaffirmed the Board's previously adopted
position that until the Board gets clear statutory authority to examine land
surveyors, i t cannot examine them, except on an individual basis. Land Surveyors
should go to the legislature and propose that the Board be allowed to examine
land surveyors. Mr. Mueller stated that the Board could go to the Superior
Court of the State of Arizona and ask for declaratory relief, declaring whether
or not, in the court's opinion, under the statutory structure which exists today,
the Board has the power to test land surveyors. He went on to state that their
research would support the position that the Board does have the authority to
examine land surveyors and that the Board should go to the courts and get their
Opinion on this issue instead of relying on the Board's attorney.

Mr. Patrick Neal, applicant for registration as a land surveyor: Stated his
feelings regarding his application, that his experience was sufficient for the
Board for approval, and that he was simply asking for some kind of due process.

friro gs: Discussed the granting of registration to the applicants today. He
noted that i f the Board did grant registration without the applicants taking a
test, it was going to make the other registrants unhappy, since they had to take
a test. The reciprocity provision for granting of registration would become a
Problem, since individual candidates who become licensed here would be denied
licensing by reciprocity in other states and would then be required to go
through very expensive testing procedures in those states.
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mr. Sheets stated that he had advised the Board in July that there were in
possible violation. No registrations have been granted, but these applicants
are entitled to licenses, and any further delay i s not the solution to the
problem.

Chairman O'Bannon reviewed the advice that the Board received from legal
counsel and the opposite view that the Board should not license without
examination and noted that the Board must take some action.

Mr. Sheets stated that there needs to be a motion to license the people that
are on the l is t.

Mr. Durand moved that we go to the original motion that was tabled regarding
the experience criteria for land surveyors. Seconded by Mr. Gookin. Motion
was made to reconsider the original motion. Motion carried.

Mr. Earley moved to adopt the land surveying criteria as amended. Mr. Gookin
seconded the motion. Mr. Durand went on record to oppose using 24 months of
construction surveying as shown on the criteria since it would reduce the
surveyor to a technician. Mr. Nunn stated he would oppose Mr. Durand's comments
since in all of our categories and disciplines we grant experience credit for
very menial tasks, and he does not see any objections on some experience credits.

Dan White, Arizona Society of Professional Land Surveyors: Spoke against that
motion allowing construction surveying as part of that criteria inasmuch as i t
would dilute the effectiveness of registration if an applicant i s given 24 months
of experience. Chairman O'Bannon stated that we are not trying to dilute any
profession, but that we are trying to set up a criteria that i s a reasonable
compromise between reasonable men. The intention was to outline a reasonable
list of requirements that would be necessary to .be licensed as a land surveyor.
He called for the question.

Mr. Durand moved to amend the motion to have the criteria read 12 instead of
24 months under construction surveying. Mr. Earley seconded i t .

Mr. Nunn asked Mr. Sheets i f the criteria should have been approved and adopted
before the Board reviewed any applicant. Mr. Sheets stated that the Board
authorized the Committee to establish criteria and evaluate the credentials
of applicants. The Committee has presented the Board its l ist of recommendations
as well as its criteria, and the Board can approve both today.

Mr. Earley called for the question on the amended motion that changed the
criteria on construction surveying from 24 months to 12 months. Motion failed 5-

The question was called on the original motion to accept the land surveying
criteria as amended (cadastral to boundary; education or experience to education,
or experience or both). The motion carried and the criteria were adopted.

REPORT OF SPECIAL LAND SURVEYING/ENGINEERING EVALUATION COMMITTEE

Membership: O'Bannon, Chairman; Durand; Gookin

The Special Land Surveying/Engineering Evaluation Committee report of the
meeting held on October 14, 1981 is shown on Pages 5291 of these minutes.

Ms. Ross noted that on page there was a l ist of applicants that satisfied the
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committee, that there was one architect on the l ist that was considered by Mr.
Nunn and not the committee. Mr. Earley stated that if we are going to bring
up the question of examination we should do i t before we vote on granting of
registration. Ms. Ross stated that the Board had already acted on August 28,
to accept legal counsel and not to examine but to qualify the applicant on the
basis of education or experience or both solely. The Board had also acted to
refund all examination fees for land surveyors and had done so. Chairman
O'Bannon stated that at this time we are prepared to implement this policy by
accepting Ms. Ross's report.

Ms. Ross stated that on page 5291there was a l ist of applicants that satisfied
the committee that there were fully qualified for registration. There were two
assayers, the l ist of land surveyors, one civil engineer and one architect. On
Page Saqa there was a l ist of applicants under #2 that, in fairness to the
applicants, the committee recommended that they be asked to submit additional
information to clarify their applications. Under #3, there was a l ist of about
13 applicants who clearly did not meet the 'criteria, and the committee recommends
not granting registration. The fi rst item before the Board now i s the adoption
of that report.

Mr. Gookin moved that the Special Land Surveying/Engineering Evaluation Committee
report be accepted and implemented. Mr. Palmer seconded the motion. Chairman
O'Bannon stated that the motion was to accept the list with the stipulations as
applied. Chairman O'Bannon explained the motion again for Mr. Durand's clarifi-
cation. Mr. Durand stated that the application of Gary Lee Hanna, at the
October meeting was to be heard by the Board as a whole and evaluated by the
Board as a whole and his name should be removed from the l ist . Mr. Hanna's name
was excluded. Chairman O'Bannon called for the question, and i t passed 7-1.

Mr. Gookin moved and the motion was seconded by Mr. Riggs, that item,#2 on page
of themdnutes, listing the applicants who should be held for re-evaluation

pending receipt of further information be adopted. Mr. Durand again wanted i t
noted that the action on this motion i s on the advice of the attorney general's
office. Motion passed 7-1.

Mr. Gookin moved item #3 containing a l ist of applicants who should be denied
registration for lack of experience of a character satisfactory to the Board.
Seconded by Mr. Palmer. Unanimously carried.

The Board went into executive session on a motion by Mr. Durand, seconded by
Mr. Gookin. Motion carried. On reconvening in open session, Mr. Nunn moved that
the license number assigned to the individuals as shown on page 5.2 ,4 6- include the
name of Gary Lee Hanna. Seconded by Mr. Riggs. Motion passed by 7-1.

REVIEW OF RULES DRAFT #4

Mr. Sheets discussed the new Draft 4. Mr. Rivers reported to the Board and
explained why there had been some changes on the forms to standardize them and
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get more information from the applicant. Mr. Sheets stressed that comments
received from the different professionals had been incorporated. Mr. Earley
suggested that forms and some of the criteria could be policies because of
Executive Order 81-3 that requires an economic impact statement. He would like
to see the Board, where possible, limit the rules to the very essential. He
would like for the Board to be responsible for changing forms if we don't like
them and not have the Attorney General involved. Mr. Sheets stated that he would
like to do that but i f agencies adopt an application form they are in effect
adopting a rule and therefore must include that form with the rule. The
Secretary of State and the Attorney General have both consistently said that
you must include the forms that you are going to use with the packet.

Mr. Gookin commented on three things:

1. Regarding an applicant who has been convicted of a felony: He does
not feel that i t covers an applicant who i s in prison at Florence and
would be able to practice as soon as he was released.

2. The requirement that an EIT have completed a 4 year course in the
profession in which he is applying. In many cases the applicant takes
the EIT while he i s st i l l i n college. He feels that the certificate
should be held up until he finishes college.

3. Requiring an applicant to work X number of years under a registrant.
In the federal government you can work 20 years and never work under
a registrant. Can that be corrected?

It was moved by Mr. Durand and seconded by Mr. Earley that Draft #4 be reviewed
by the Board and discussed at the December meeting. Motion carried. Meeting
adjourned until 12:50.

The meeting was called to order at 12:55.

V. REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

Mr. Palmer turned the meeting over to Ms. Ross so that she could give the Board
the report. She stated that by the 15th of November she would need the draft
ready to go to the Legislative Counsel. She had talked with the Legislative
Counsel and the copy that would be sent to the Counsel would not be the final
draft. The Board could send changes. She stated that she would like to have
the draft approved at this meeting. Ms. Ross reviewed the report and went over
the changes that had been made. A discussion followed and the Board decided
what should be added and deleted.

Chairman O'Bannon stated that he personally felt that the housekeeping bill
should be as simple as possible, and any hard items should go as a separate
bill. Mr. Nunn moved to drop the last two sentences of #18. Seconded by Ms.
Finley. Motion failed 4-3.

Mr. Riggs moved that proposed Section B of 32-126 be eliminated. Seconded by
S. Finley. Motion carried.

Riggs moved that proposed Section C of 32-126 be deleted; seconded by Ms.
Finley. Motion carried 7-2.
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Mr. Gookin moved that the number of Board members required for enforcement action
be reduced to 5. Seconded by Mr. Nunn. Motion carried.

Ms. Ross was authorized by the Board to send the revised document over to the
Legislative Counsel.

Mr. Palmer stated that the Board had received a letter from the Arizona Consultin
Engineers suggesting that the number of engineers be increased on the Board and
this had not yet been addressed.

Chairman O'Bannon confirmed Mr. Palmer's comment and Mr. Palmer read the letter
to the Board. Mr. Palmer moved to increase the number of Board members to 11
with 2 more engineers added to the Board. Seconded by Mr. Gookin. Motion
defeated 3-4.

Mr. Gookin moved that the Executive Director make the changes that the Board had
recommended before the November 15 deadline for the Legislative Counsel. Seconde
by Mr. Nunn. Motion passed unanimously.

VI. BOARD POLICIES

(B) Compensation, Board Members

Ms. Ross discussed the compensation of Board Members. She stated that she has
asked the Dept. of Finance for information but we have not received i t as yet.

Mr. Durand moved that this discussion be tabled until the December Board meeting.
Seconded by Mr. Gookin. Motion passed.

VII. ENFORCEMENT

C23-81 BTR vs. Terry Moore and Ken Kneckerbocker

It was moved by Mr. Nunn and seconded by Mr. Gookin that the case be referred
to the Advisory Committee for further study. Motion passed.

C29-80 BTR vs. David M. Niese, C.E. # 8081.

It was moved by Mr. Nunn and seconded by Mr. Gookin that the case be closed
With the acceptance of the $500 fine and signing of the consent agreement.
Motion passed.

C37-80 & C95-80 BTR vs. Domenic Capco, E.E. #10883

It was moved by Mr. Nunn and seconded by Mr. Durand that the Board approve the
execution of the proposed consent order and appointment of the peer reviewer
Mr. Cannon, and that the case remain open until the peer review i s completed.
Motion passed.

C39-80 & C101-79 BTR vs. David A. Stratton, L.S. #7498

It was moved by Mr. Nunn and seconded by Mr. Riggs that the consent agreement
be approved and that the appointment of the peer reviewer, Mr. Rockwell, be
approved, and that the case remain open until the peer review i s completed,
Motion passed.
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C106-80 BTR vs. John C. Whitmire, Architect #8296

It was moved by Mr. Nunn and seconded by Mr. Durand that the Board accept the
consent agreement and the owners acceptance of the monetary sum and that the
case be closed. Mr. Riggs, Mr. Palmer and Mr. Gookin filed conflict of interests
Motion passed.

Press Release

Mr. Sheets stated that the time to release press notices i s when the Consent
Agreement has been signed. A very simple press release can be done. The
press release will cover: C29-80; 37-80; 39-80; 106-80.

Chairman O'Bannon stated that Ms. Ross will handle the press release, and she
is to check with the counsel before the press release i s placed.

Mr. Sheets requested that the Board entertain a motion to go into executive
session so that he may give legal advice concerning the Land Surveying criteria.
Moved by Mr. Gookin, seconded by Ms. Finley. Motion passed.

At the conclusion of the Executive Session, the Board reconvened i n open session.
Chairman O'Bannon recognized Ms. Finley for the purpose of making a motion. Ms.
Finley moved that "in view of the pending action for declaratory judgement in
Superior Court that we issue no further registrations for Land Surveyors until
after a decision has been rendered in that lawsuit." Seconded by Mr. Gookin.
Motion passed unanimously. Mr. Sheets recommended "that the minutes reflect
that that motion involved only prospective registrations and not registrations
that were granted today - no further registrations after today."

Ms. Finley further moved that the Board "authorize our Assistant Attorney
General, Gary Sheets, to enter into a stipulation that says exactly what the f i r
motion said, i f that stipulation i s necessary for this lawsuit." Seconded by
Mr. Gookin. Because of the discussion regarding the clarity of the motion,
Ms. Finley rephrased the motion as follows: "We authorize Gary, if necessary,
to enter into a stipulation on our behalf that we will grant no further licenses
from tomorrow on - this does not include the 60 -odd licenses that we issued
today... a stipulation that we won't grant any further licenses until after the
decision has been rendered in Superior Court." Seconded by Mr. Durand.
Motion passed unanimously.
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LAND SURVEYING CRITERIA

The following education lameexperience)criteria were developed and applied by
the Special Evaluation Committee meeting on October 14, 1981 to applications
for registration as professional land surveyors.

Education:
B.S. Degree in land surveying from a school approved by the Board . 4 years
active engagement.

Other scientific degree or education from a school approved by the Board =
75% of time spent in study (i.e. BS in Civil Engineering = 3 years active
engagement).

Time spent in teaching land surveying = maximum 1 year active engagement.

Field work (rodman, chainman, etc.) = 12 months active engagement

Party chief = 12 months active engagement

Construction 4&.t 7= 24 months active engagement

t a l-Ar/cs-41 surveying = 36 months active engagement

Office work = 18 months active engagement

Note: While Mr. Durand concurred with these criteria, he reserved the right
to revise his opinion.
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Board of Technical Registration

Special Land Surveying/Assaying/Engineering Evaluation Committee

Evaluation of Applicants

The Special Land Surveying/Assaying/Engineering Committee met on October 14, 1981,
in Phoenix, Arizona with the following members present:

C. E. O'Bannon, William Gookin and Hector Durand

1.
The following applicants satisfied the Committee that they are fully qualified
to receive registration in the discipline noted in Arizona under ARS 32-123.A
and ARS 32-126 and are hereby recommended for registration:

ASSAYER

Gerring, Margaret 81-413
Lindroos, Gary Alvin 81-427

LAND SURVEYOR

Anderson, Jerry Lee
Aposhian, George Z., Jr.
Barnard, Michael Arthur
Barrie, Donald M.
Beamish, Robert
Beeler, Joseph. Newton
Bickman, Richard T.
Bonanotte, Cleto
Bunger, Evart D.
Chavez, Gilbert
Collon, Patrick John
DePrisco, Louis P.
Douglas, Gordon James
Edwards, Neale C.
Eichstadt, Mark Arthur,
Ewing, Ronald L.
Fannin, Ronnie Lee
Fincher, George Murlin
Fletcher, Charles Otis
Garrett, Raymon Lewis
Gilbert, Kevin Patrick
Gingles, William James,
Glidden, Roger Dale
Graham, William Tod I
Groff, Jon Arvin
Hanna, Gary Lee
Hornor, David Harold
Houston, William Dobyns
Jerumbo, Ronald Peter

_,uinz, Joe Louis
K r 0 e0Prger.
Lee:Ronaid'

" V i i L .LYnck, James L.

81-124
81-177
80-517
80-441
80-742
81-136
80-625
80-727
80-575
80-346
79-21
78-504
81-424
81-281

Sr. 80-058
80-813
80-798
79-664
80-245
80-078
81-134

Sr. 77-598
80-565
81-092
80-140
81-091
80-529
80-383
81-090
80-681'
80-725
80-683
80-141

Meddaugh, Daniel Leonard
Mettee, Richard W.
Miller, Robert C.
Muncy, Charles William
Nasland, Don
Neal, Patrick Larry
Nebrich, John Paul
Nelson, Paul Donald, Jr.
Nelson, William Ross
Olsson, Lester T.
Osburn, Andrew H.
Panchalk, John
Postacchini, Giovanni
Risenhoover, Edgar Loren
Robberson, Allen Gregory
Rogers, James Wesley
Stephens, Robert William
Stone, Ross Edward
Taynton, Horace Mason
Temporado, Manuel R.
Thomas, Donald W.
Thomas, Robert Rockwell
Vaughn, Jay Newton
Wickware, Robert Kent
Williams, Stephen H.
Wilson, John Norman
Young, James L. I I I
Young, Joe B., Jr.

80-594
80-322
80-684
80-92
80-790
81-497
80-541
81-170
81-135
81-171
80-327
79-663
80-726
80-96
77-57
80-143
81-207
80-320
80-498
81-643
81-569
80-162
79-89
81-100
80-574
80-804
81-373
81-052

CIVIL ENGINEER

Clancy, Maclyn B. 81-635

ARCHITECT

Johnson, Craig Merril 80-457



The following applicants should be held for reevaluation peruiing receipt
of the information listed below:

Additional Experience
and References

Burcham, Marcie Wayne
Fuller, Jerry Douglas
Garcia, Ernest G.
Horacek, Jerry Lee
Latham, James Charles
Lux, Phillip Gregory
Moore, Michael Everett
Payton, Donald Wayne 74-297
Pidskalny, Robert Andrew 71-281
Reed, Jeffrey Alan 80-462
Smith, Romain Harold 72-628
Speth, Alan W. 77-644
Stairhime, Walter Lee 79-124
Stewart, Tommie Gene 78-460
Torres, Alfonso 69-77

Clarify Experience

Christman, Gary Leroy
Higgins, Donald Dwight
Nelson, Ragan O'Dell
Standage, Howard Rosse
Swinford, Dee W.

797320
79-762
7T-148
76-47
81-184
80-347
79-121

79-391
81-185
81-099
81-029
81 -2 51

•

Clarify Experience; References;
Transcript

Hollenbach, Thomas Bernard 79-35

Clarify .Experience; Transcript

Idler, Robert Lawrence 81-104

ASSAYER

Transcript

Trujillo, Julio 81-475

The following applicants should be denied registration for lack of experience
of a character satisfactory to the Board under ARS 32-122.

Acosta, Alex 79-668
Delbridge, Randy Scott 80-377
Domler, Joseph Alphonse 80-721
Gomeau, George Joseph 80-318
Greene, Dale Alan 80-163
Hosman, Paul Stuart 80-161
LeMon, Thomas G. 80-90'

Lugo, Fidel C.
Mason, Reuben
Monteverde, Armando A.
Pool, William Gordon
Poor, Richard Kevin
Reece, Alan David

81-446
79-675
81-549
80-491
81-225
81-473



RANTED REGISTRATION

ASSAYER

erring, Margaret
Lindroos, Gary Alvin

LAND SURVEYOR

Anderson, Jerry Lee
Aposhian, George Z., Jr.
Barnard, Michael Arthur
Barrie, Donald M.
Beamish, Robert
Beeler, Joseph Newton
Bickman, Richard T.
Bonanotte, Cleto
Bunger, Evart D.
Chavez, Gilbert
Collon, Patrick John
DePrisco, Louis P.
Douglas, Gordon James
Edwards, Neale C.
Eichstadt, Mark Arthur,
Ewing, Ronald L.
Fannin, Ronnie Lee
Fincher, George Murlin
Fletcher, Charles Otis
Garrett, Raymon Lewis
Gilbert, Kevin Patrick
Gingles, William James,
Glidden, Roger Dale
Graham, William Tod I
Groff, Jon Arvin
Hanna, Gary Lee
Hornor, David Harold
Houston, William Dobyns
0erumbo, Ronald Peter
Kainz, Joe Louis
Kroeger, Allison L.
Lee, Ronald
Lynck, James L.

81-418
81-427

81-124
81-177
80-517
80-441
80-742
81-136
80-625
80-727
80-575
80-346
79-21
78-504
81-424
81-281

Sr. 80-058
80-813
80-798
79-664
80-245
80-078
81-134

Sr. 77-598
80-565
81-092
80-140
81-091
80-529
80-383
81-090
80-681
80-725
80-683
80-141

Meddaugh, Daniel Leonard
Mettee, Richard W.
Miller, Robert C.
Muncy, Charles William
Nasland, Don
Neal, Patrick Larry
Nebrich, John Paul
Nelson, Paul Donald, Jr.
Nelson, William Ross
Olsson, Lester T.
Osburn, Andrew H.
Panchalk, John
Postacchini, Giovanni
Risenhoover, Edgar Loren
Robberson, Allen Gregory
Rogers, James Wesley
Stephens, Robert William
Stone, Ross Edward
Taynton, Horace Mason
Temporado, Manuel R.
Thomas, Donald W.
Thomas, Robert Rockwell
Vaughn, Jay Newton
Wickware, Robert Kent
Williams, Stephen H.
Wilson, John Norman
Young, James L. I I I
Young, Joe B., Jr.

CIVIL ENGINEER

Clancy, Maclyn B.

ARCHITECT

Johnson, Craig Merril

;

80-594
80-322
80-684
80-92
80-790
81-497
80-541
81-170
81-135
81-171
80-327
79-663
80-726
80-96
77-57
80-143
81-207
80-320
80-498
81-643
81-569
80-162
79-89
81 -1 00
80-574
80-804
81-373
81-052

81-635

80-457
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REGISTRATION DENIED- - - - - - - _
It was moved by and seconded by
that the Land Surveyor applicants listed below be denied registration for lack
of experience of a character satisfactory to the Board under A.R.S. 32-122 A
with refunds as shown.

Acosta, Alex 79-668
Delbridge, Randy Scott 80-377
Domler, Joseph Alphonse 80-721
Gomeau, George Joseph 80-318
Greene, Dale Alan 80-163
Hosman, Paul Stuart 80-161
LeMon, Thomas G. 80-90

Lugo, Fidel C.
Mason, Reuben
Monteverde, Armando A.
Pool, William Gordon
Poor, Richard Kevin
Reece, Alan David

81-446
79-675
81- 54 9
80-491
81-225
81-473

It was moved by and seconded by
that the Land Surveyor applicants listed below needed the following:

Additional Experience
and References

Burcham, Marcie Wayne
Fuller, Jerry Douglas
Garcia, Ernest G.
Horacek, Jerry Lee
Latham, James Charles
Lux, Phillip Gregory
Moore, Michael Everett 79-121
Payton, Donald Wayne 74-297
Pidskalny, Robert Andrew 71-281
Reed, Jeffrey Alan 80-462
Smith, Romain Harold 72-628
Speth, Alan W. 77-644
Stairhime, Walter Lee 79-124
Stewart, Tommie Gene 78-460
Torres, Alfonso 69-77

Clarify Experience

Christman, Gary Leroy
Higgins, Donald Dwight
Nelson, Ragan O'Dell
Standage, Howard Rosse
Swinford, Dee W.

79-320
79-762
71-148
76-47
81-184
80-347

79-391
81-185
81-099
81-029
81-251

Clarify Experience; References;
Transcript

Hollenbach, Thomas Bernard 79-35

Clarify Experience; Transcript

Idler, Robert Lawrence 81-104

ASSAYER

Transcript

Trujillo, Julio 81-475



366
367
363
369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376
377
373
379
330
331

13992

MOTION: It was moved by and seconded by
that the following applicants have completed all

requirements for registration and that registration be granted. Motion
carried.

ARCHITECT

Anderson, Clark Lynn
Anderson, Harold B.
Barrass, Keith Richard
Boehm, David P.
Campbell, Gary Alan
Fortney, Dorian Fey
Foster, Donald Wayne
Fredrikson, Douglas Wayne
Hammervold, Robert J.
Kilgore, Karl Manford
King, Gary Duane
Lusardi, Stanley Ray
Mather -Boehm, Deborah K.
Nickerson, Edwin Walter
O'Leary, Michael Gary
Paul, Eric Bradford
Reuter, Thomas Eugene
Shapiro, David Lawrence
Siek, William Vincent
Stroh, Douglas Donald
Godfrey, Preston Noel

ARCHITECT -IN -TRAINING

Bogott, Mark Lawrence
Bohning, Scott A.
Chonka, John
Click, Larry James
Coor, Robert Bryan
Franz, Richard David
Gallegos, Philip Robert
Harris, Jon McAllister
Hitchens, Gregory L.
Larsen, William F.
Lee, Dennis Gordon
Leibsohn, Eric
Ludwig, John Peter
Lutgendorf, Robert R.
Maher, Joseph S., Jr.
Mullins, Paul Michael
Murphy, Neil Egly

13972
13973
13974
13975
13976
13977
13978
13979
13980
13981
13982
13983
13984
13985
13986
13987
13988
13939
13990
13991
13993

349
350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365

ARCHITECT-IN -TRAINING - Cont'

Pang, Yin Ka
Parks, Karyn A.
Price, Janice J.
Quint°, Elizabeth Falk
Rodriguez, Tony F.
Rolnizky, Rony
Rumsey, Brian Frederick
Sheely, William
Singer, Robert P.
Staehle, Robert Alfred
Stall, James Patrick
Taylor, William Roger
Wagner, Paul Walter
Williams, Gregg Scott
Wilson, David A.
Wulf, Verner W.

STRUCTURAL ENGINEER

Ihde, Glenn M.
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October 30, 1981

Gentlemen: , „ -

Enclosed i s a copy o f the revised Arizona Statues,

Please study i t as i t wi l l be reviewed a t our next board

meeting, Thursday, November 5 , 1981.

/dw

Sincerely;

Stewart R. Palmer

(602)326-4331 John Paul Jones Building 2975 North Country Club Tucson, Arizona 65716



mTMG
TO THE 2,u E, o T.NiCAL REY,1-hATION; AMENDING

sECTIONS OF THE ARIZONA REVIDEO STATUTES.

in enacted by tne LegisiaLuLe O L une oLaLe

Section 1. Section 32-101, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended

to read:

32-101. Purpose; definitions

A. The purpose of this chapter is to provide for the safety,

health and welfare of the public through the promulgation and

enforcement of standards of qualification for those individuals

licensed

B.

1.

and seeking licenses pursuant to this chapter.

In this chapter, unless the context otherwise requires:

"Architect" means a person who, by reason of his knowledge of

the mathematical and physical sciences, and the principals of arch-

itecture and architectural engineering acquired by professional

education and practical experience, is qualified to engage in the

practice of architecture as attested by registration as an architect.

2. "Architect -in -training" means a candidate for registration as

a professional architect who is a graduate of a school approved by the
Fowl

board as of satisfactory standing or who has FIVE YEARS OR MORE OF
oRBoTH

EDUCATION OR experience az-Lmtl...ined- clax-ren-t—sta-ndard-s- of- the- -

na44.4041.2—coAlfic41-ot-arc 4tect-ure4--reg4stration-tfroards-in architectural

W°Hr. &a-cliar.ercter afttiefactoey as WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY
IN 7r5 RuLES

the board. In addition, the candidate shall have successfully passed
A

the ARCHITECTS -IN -TRAINING examination in-tfre—bas-ic-arrti-tect-nt.ai

s-u-Liec-ts,-- -Upon- -comp-le-t-i-ofi- t -he- ppequis-ite-years- -o f - trwininig- Anti

ekxper-ie-nce- the- f-ield- architectcture- under-the-snperviaton - t t - a

Profess-ionta- architect--satisfactory- to- the- board-, - the architeot-4--

it-traininig- b-e- i Thie fo-t= the-sempnd-stage- of- the-
f f e S c r i bed

.."1144i -n -at -Lo -n- -for--reg-i-st-ret-io-n- -as- -a- profe o.rial- e h c .F't_c F BY M E
DoliK0 IN Ira Atil-E.3

3. "Architectural practice" means any service or creative work
requiring architectural education, training and experience, and the

- 1-



a-ppl
111.17 -717 -ion oh the mzIth:s.;matica'. pnyoluai sciences ana tne prin-

ic -7,-70c2

ciPles of architecture anu arcnitecturai engineering Lo sucn prores-

sional services or creative work as consultation, evaluation design and

review of construction for conformance with contract documents and

design, in connection with any building, planning or site development.

A person shall be deemed to practice or offer to practice architecture

who in any manner represents himself to be an architect, or holds him-

self out as able to perform any architectural service or other services

recognized by educational authorities as architecture.

4. "Assayer" means a person who analyzes metals, ores, minerals,

or alloys in order to ascertain the quality of gold or silver or any

other substance present in them.

5. "ASSAYER -IN -TRAINING" MEANS A CANDIDATE FOR REGISTRATIGIASA

PROFESSIONAL ASSAYER WHO IS A GRADUATE OF A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE
AND IN A Cimieuuun AFPRovED BY INC toARD IN its it4Les As FERTINKArt TO TV4E. FRAcTicoi CF

BOARD AS OF SATISFACTORY STANDINGAOR WHO HAS FOUR YEARS OR MORE OF A5uelm4
ØP tom

EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCEAIN ASSAYING WORK WHICH MEETS STANDARDS

SPECIFIED BY THE BOARDIN n's Ru1.E.5

6. "ASSAYING PRACTICE" MEANS ANY SERVICE OR WORK REQUIRING

ASSAYING EDUCATION, TRAINING, AND EXPERIENCE, AND THE APPLICATION OF

SPECIAL KNOWLEDGE OF THE MINERAL SCIENCES TO SUCH PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

AS CONSULTATION AND THE EVALUATION OF MINERALS.

7. "Board" means the state board of technical registration.

8. "BONA FIDE EMPLOYEE" MEANS AN INDIVIDUAL WORKING UNDER THE
.50016. FOftrri OF

DIRECT SUPERVISION OF THE REGISTRANT AND RECEIVING A COMPENSATION FROM

SAID REGISTRANT AND WHOSE WORK PRODUCT SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF

THE REGISTRANT.

9. "Engineer" means a professional engineer who, by reason of

Special knowledge of the mathematical and physical sciences and the

Principles and methods of engineering analysis and design, tluired by

Professional education and practical experience, is qualified to prac-

tice engineering as attested by his registration as professional

eng ineer,

-2--



A. "Engineer -in -training" means a candidate for registration as a

professional engineer who is a graduate in an approved engineering cur-

riculum of four years or more of: school approved by the board as of sat-

isfactory standing, or who has had four years or more of EDUCATION OR
&KWH

experienceAin engineering GoorK of-a-character-satisfactory-to WHICH
IN ir5RULES

MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY -1t1Q. board aad-, In addition, 4aa.

soceessfthliy-THE CANDIDATE SHALL HAVE passed the ENGINEERING IN
--/eRD I ITSTRAINING examination SPECIFIED BY THE IN 1 4 141gARD. Tn-th -loasic

engineering-zubjects7-and-whe7-upen-eempletion-of-the-re isite-years

ef-1fieer-

16. "Engineering practice" means any professional service or crea-

tive work requiring engineering education, training and experience and

the application of special knowledge of the mathematical, physical and

engineering sciences to such professional services or creative work as

consultation, research investigation, evaluation, planning, surveying,

design, location, development, and review of construction for confor-

mance with contract documents and design, in connection with any public

or private utility, structure, building, machine, equipment, process,

work or project. Such services and work include plans and designs re-

lating to the location, development, mining and treatment of ore and

other minerals: A person shall be deemed to practicing or offering to

practice engineering if he practices any branch of the profession of en-

gineering, or by verbal claim, sign, advertisement, letterhead, card or

any other manner represents himself to be a professional engineeer, or

holds himself out as able to perform or does perform any engineering

service or other service recognized by educational authorities as engi-.

neering. A person employed on a full time basis as an engineer by an

employer engaged in the business of developing, mining and treating



ther minerals FhalJ not be aeemea to oe practielng
ores and ° n
ngineering for the purposes of this chapter if he engages in the

engineering exclusively for and as an employee of suchpractice of

employer and does not hold himself out and is not held out as

available to perform any engineering services for persons other than

his employer.

12. "Geologist" means a person, not of necessity an engineer, who

by reason of his special knowledge of the earth sciences and the pincip-

les and methods of search for an appraisal of mineral or other natural

resources acquired by professional education and practical experience

is qualified to practice geology as attested by his registration as a

professional geologist. A person employed on a full time basis as a

geologist by an employer engaged in the business of developing, mining

or treating ores and other minerals shall not be deemed to be engaged

in "geological practice" for the purposes of this chapter if he engages

in geological practice exxclusively for and as an employee of such

employer and does not hold himself out and is not held out as available

to perform any geological services for persons other than his employer.

13. "Geologist -in -training" means a candidate for registration s

a professional geologist who is a graduate of a school approved by the

board‘ of satisfactory standing or who has had four years or more of
OR Boni

EDUCATION OR experience in geological work of_a_charactQr-satisfaGtery
mirskutisto WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY the board. In addition, the

candidate .shall have successfully passed the GEOLOGIST -IN -TRAINING

30ARP iA IT5 RULESexamination SPECIFIED BY THE 44434,,Frg—e•P—if41-fil—Rf
ROLB& OP TftE BetiRtrEifitM/WeION IN WM)

'64'434€76-G444.WF.Y.—IS434 i-rr-tIT6 - -ttp-c a 43fonp-1-et-i-crn

t1T -rerqtri-Trte- -c Trr1&g -&r - X - i-rr 'Tidal'

-af- -a- -p r -ato-os kofra-1- gecrlayg-i-s-t- sat i fad tory

-be- LI e-

ree e,114 of Ulu -mcarrri-rra-t -i-on- -f-o-r- -retris ti

41rAtaa tarial_geolo.g.ist—



14. "Geological practice" means any professional service or work

, ,-.A„„n 4 4 rs +- n 4 rt 4 ri r4 ri A p. 4 4 Ea n n A +- rs 1 4 —geo toy .i.ccis uk.wk. ..u“, ” ,
reqUiring
cation of special knowledge of the earth sciences to such professional

services as consultation, evaluation of mining properties, petroleum

properties, and ground water resources, professional supervision of

exploration for mineral natural resources including metallic and non-

metallic ores, petroleum, and ground water, and the geological phase of

engineering investigations.

15. "Landscape architect" means a person who, by reason of his

professional education, practical experience, or both, is qualified to

engage in the practice of landscape architecture as attested by his

registration as a landscape architect.

16. "Landscape architect -in -training" means a candidate for regis-

tration as a professional landscape architect who is a graduate of a

school approved by the board as of satisfactory standing or who has

f011.4
had four years or more of EDUCATION OR experience in landscape architec-

tural work of-a-character -satisfactory-to-WHICH MEETS STANDARDS
IN ITS ZULCS

SPECIFIED BY the board. In addition, the candidate shall have

..successl-u-lly passed the LANDSCAPE -IN -TRAINING examination SPECIFIED BY
)300F1RO ft' t RtAt4....s

THE Roue OF TUE BdgRD•_in-t-he!--beas-ic--lands,cape-erchitect'urial-stibjects.

--Upon-oomplet4-on-of -t-he- -tee-1.41441.g- en43- -

- -the- f .of 4.wr4e42- -s-upe-r-v-i-s-i-on- -ta- -

-11rnfAggi aria:L _landscapa 41174 4;4311t4,6440-t ix- 4x)- -t-be-

-landso.ai?.6a. -s-ha-1-1- -eAailg-i-bIe- 13-ec(yn-d-

41L.tha-pr-esoz.Lbed- -r-eg-i.Ast-r-&t-i.an- ac -& cso - -

-landscape r r hitac t

17. "Landscape architectural practice" means the performance of

Professional services such as consultations, inventigation, reconnais-

sance, research, planning, design, or resonable supervision in

connection with the development of land and incidental water area

Where, and to the extent that the dominant purpose of such services is



1111,1 - - PO2
the preservation, enhancement or determination of proper land use,

natural land features, ground cover and planting, naturalistic and

esthetic values, the settings and approaches to buildings, structures,

facilities, or other improvements, natural drainage and the

consideration and the determination of inherent problems of the land

relating to erosion, wear and tear, light and other hazards. This

practice shall include the location and arrangement of such tangible

objects and features as are incidental and necessary to the purposes

outlined in this paragraph, but shall not include the making of

cadastral surveys or final land plats for official recording or

approval, nor mandatorially include planning for governmental

subdivisions.

18. "LAND SURVEYING PRACTICE" MEANS A PERSON WHO BY REASON OF

HIS KNOWLEDGE OF THE MATHEMATICAL AND PHYSICAL SCIENCES AND THE

PRINCIPLES OF LAND SURVEYING AND THE GATHERING OF EVIDENCE, ACQUIRED BY

PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION AND PRACTICAL EXPERIENCE, IS QUALIFIED TO

PRACTICE LAND SURVEYING AS ATTESTED BY HIS REGISTRATION AS A LAND

SURVEYOR. AN ENGINEER REGISTERED UNDER THIS CHAPTER PRIOR TO JULY 1,

1982 WHO HAS KNOWLEDGE OF THE PRINCIPLES OF LAND SURVEYING ACQUIRED BY

PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION AND PRACTICAL EXPERIENCE IS QUALIFIED TO

PRACTICE LAND SURVEYING. AN ENGINEER REGISTERED SUBSEQUENT TO JULY 1,

1982 SHALL COMPLY WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION 32-123.

19. "LAND SURVEYOR -IN -TRAINING" MEANS A CANDIDATE FOR REGISTRATION

AS A PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR WHO IS A GRADUATE OF A SCHOOL APPROVED

AND m) A Liittie.W.,uni APPRouCo 774e &MD i i Ruas As PerrimEArt PRPerice o r 41,44.BY THE BOARD AS OF SATISFACTORY STANDING, OR WHO HAS FOUR YEARS OR MORE

OF EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE WIC MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY 114 4 4 V

. IN ADDITION, THE CANDIDATE SHALL HAVE SUCCESSFULLY PASSED

THE LAND SURVEYOR -IN -TRAINING EXAMINATION SPECIFIED BY THE fign( q5
RIALEs

51"---84314r4444-•
20. "PRACTICE OF LAND SURVEYING" MEANS THE PERFORMANCE OF, OR

OFFERING TO PERFORM, EITHER IN PUBLIC OR PRIVATE CAPACITY, ONE OR MORE

oe T1E I.OLLOWING:



(a) THE MEASUREMENT OF LAND TO DETERMINE CORRECT AREA, CORRECT

(b) THE ESTABLISHMENT OR REESTABLISHMENT OF LAND BOUNDARIES AND

THE PLATTING OF LANDS OR SUBDIVIDING OF LANDS. :CO3
(c) THE LOCATION, RELOCATION, ESTABLISHMENT OR RE-ESTABLISHMENT OF

ANY RIGHT-OF-WAY OR EASEMENT BY USE OF THE PRINCIPLES OF LAND

SURVEYING.

(d) THE DETERMINATION OF THE POSITION OF ANY SUCH MONUMENT OR

REFERENCE POINT WHICH MARKS A PROPERTY LINE, BOUNDARY OR CORNER.

(e) THE SETTING, RESETTING OR REPLACING OF ANY SUCH MONUMENT OF

REFERENCE POINT FOR THE PURPOSE OF DETERMINING CORRECT AREA OF LAND,

CORRECT DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR FOR CONVEYANCING.

ADDITIONALLY, THE PRACTICE OF LAND SURVEYING MAY INCLUDE THE ACT OF

MEASURING, LOCATING, ESTABLISHING OR REESTABLISHING CORNERS, LINES,

BOUNDARIES, ANGLES, ELEVATIONS, CONTOURS AND NATURAL OR MAN-MADE

FEATURES IN THE AIR, ON THE SURFACE OF THE EARTH, WITHIN UNDERGROUND

WORKINGS AND ON THE BEDS OF BODIES OF WATER, INCLUDING TOPOGRAPHY AND

THE PREPARATION AND PERPETUATION OF MAPS, PLATS, FIELDS NOTE RECORDS

AND LAND DESCRIPTIONS THAT REPRESENT SUCH SERVICE OR WORK.
CER-TIFIco!

21. "RULES OF THE BOARD" MEANS APPROVED BY-LAWS, RULES AND

REGULATIONS OF THE BOARD. THESE ARE THE MEANS AND GUIDE LINES FOR THE

IMPLEMENTATION AND DEFINITION OF POLICY, ENFORCEMENT AND LICENSING.

Section 2. Section 32-106, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to
read:

32-106. Powers. and duties

A. The board shall:

1. Adopt by-laws and rules for the conduct of its meeting and

performance of duties imposed upon it by law.

2. Adopt an official seal for attestation of certificates of

registration and other official papers and documents.

3. Consider and pass upon applications for registration AND,

URSUANT TO STANDARDS ESTABLISHED BY THE RULES OF THE BOARD, HOLD FOR

XAMINATION CANDIDATES FOR IN -TRAINING AND PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION.

- 7



establish fees therefore.

D.

upon cuiapiaints or charges or DELEGATE TO

HEARING OFFICERS SUCH RESPONSIBLITIES (OR THE RESPONSIBILITY FOR

CONDUCTING SUCH HEARINGS).

5. PURSUANT TO SECTION 32-128, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, compel

attendance of witnesses, administer oaths, and take testimony

concerning all matters coming within its jurisdiction.

6. Keep a record of its proceedings.

7. Keep a register which shall show the date of each application

for registration, the name of the applicant, the practice or branch of

practice in which the applicant has applied for registration and the

disposition of the application.

8. Do other things necessary to carry out the purpose of this

chapter.

B. The board shall specify on the certificate of registration and

renewal card issued to each registered engineer the branch of

engineering in which he has demonstrated proficiency, and authorize him

to use the title of registered professional engineer. The board shall

decide what branches of engineering shall be thus regognized.

C. The board may hold membership in and be represented at

national councils or organizations of proficiencies registered under

this chapter and may pay the appropriate membership fees. The board

may conduct standard examinations on behalf of national councils, and

may

tica.A.

The board is authorized to employ and pay on a fee basis

Persons, including full time employees of a state institution, bureau

or department, to prepare and grade examinations given to applicants

for registration and to fix the fee to be paid for such services.

Such employees are authorized to prepare, grade and monitor

examinations and perform other services the board authorizes, and to

receive nAlltricAn4- h C . . c _ , .e rom tetecLaLeLoL f n nnicai registration Luna.

8



r77—uo" autnorizt,ti to rent necessary office space and pay

the cost therof from the technical registration fund.

F. The board may adopt rules and regulations establishing rules of

professional conduct for registrants.

G. The board may require evidence it deems necessary, to

establish the continuing competency of registrants as a condition of

renewal of licenses.

Section 3. Section 32-110, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to

read:

32-110 Immunity from personal liabili.ty

Members and employees of the board AND MEMBERS OF ADVISORY COMMITTEES

AND AGENTS OF THE BOARD are immune from personal liability with respect

to acts done and actions taken in good faith within the scope of their

authority.

Section 4. Section 32-122, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to

repealed and a new Section 32-122 is enacted to read:

32-122. Qualifications of applicant

A. AN APPLICANT FOR IN -TRAINING REGISTRATION AS AN ARCHITECT

SHALL BE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE; SHALL HAVE GRADUATED FROM

A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SATISFACTORY STANDING IN THE

DISIPLINE FOR WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT OR HAVE FIVE YEARS OR MORE

OF EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE IN ARCHITECTURE WHICH MEETS STANDARDS

SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD.

B. AN APPLICANT FOR IN -TRAINING REGISTRATION AS AN ASSAYER,

ENGINEER, GEOLOGIST, LAND SURVEYOR OR LAND SCAPE ARCHITECT SHALL BE OF

GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE; SHALL HAVE GRADUATED FROM

A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SATISFACTORY STANDING IN THE

DISIPLINE FOR WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT OR HAVE FOUR YEARS OR MORE

OF EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE IN ASSAYING WHICH MEETS STANDARDS

SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD. AN APPLICANT FOR ENGINEER-IN-TRAINGING OR



GEOLOGIST -IN -TRAINING WILL BE PERMITTED ToTAKE THE INETKAINGIL9C'19G

XAMINATION IN THEIR FINAL YEAR OF AN ACCREDITED BACCALAUREATE DEGREE

PROGRAMME.

c. TO BECOME CERITIFIED AS AN IN-TRAINGING REGISTRANT, THE

APPLICANT MUST , IN ADDITION TO THE QUALIFICAT5IONS IN SECTION 32-122

13, PASS THE IN-TRAINGING EXAMINATION OF THE RELEVANT DISCIPLINE.

D. AN APPLICANT FOR REGISTRATION AS AN ARCHITECT, ENGINEER,

GEOLOGIST OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT SHALL BE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND

REPUTE, AND SHALL HAVE ENGAGED ACTIVELY FOR AT LEAST EIGHT YEARS IN

ARCHITECTURAL, ENGINEERING, GEOLOGICAL OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURAL

EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY THE

RULES OF THE BOARD. IN DETERRMINING YEARS OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT, EACH

YEAR OF TEACHING ARCHITECTURAL, ENGINEERING, GEOLOGICAL, OR LANDSCAPE

ARCHITECTURAL SUBJECTS AT A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD MAY BE

CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO ONE YEAR OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT, UP TO A MAXIMUM

OF TWO YEARS (ONE YEAR FOR ARCHITECTURAL). EACH YEAR OF STUDY

SATISFACTORILY COMPLETED IN AN ARCHITECTURAL, ENGINEERING, GEOLOGICAL,

OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURAL SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD MAY BE

CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO ONE YEAR OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT, UP TO A MAXIMUM

OF FIVE YEARS (SIX YEARS FOR ARCHITECTURAL).

E. AN APPLICANT FOR REGISTRATION AS AN ASSAYER OR LAND SURVEYOR

SHALL BE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE, AND SHALL HAVE ENGAGED

ACTIVELY FOR AT LEAST SIX YEARS IN ASSAYING OR LAND SURVEYING EDUCATION

OR EXPERIENCE WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY THE RULES OF THE BOARD

IN DETERMINING YEARS OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT, EACH YEAR OF TEACHING

ASSAYING OR LAND SURVEYING SUBJECTS AT A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD

MAY BE CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO ONE YEAR OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT, UP TO A

MAXIMUM OF ONE YEAR. EACH YEAR OF STUDY SATISFACTORILY COMPLETED IN AN

ASSAYERS OR LANDSURVEYING SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD MAY BE

CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO ONE YEAR OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT UP TO A MAXIMUM

FO 4 YEARS .



F. TO BECOME CERTIFIED AS A REGISTRANT, THE APPLICANT MUST,

EXEMPTED UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 32-126 OR SECTION

32-122 G, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, AND IN ADDITION TO THE

QUALIFICATIONS IN SECTION 32-122 D OR SECTION 32-122 E, PASS THE

QUALIFYING (IN -TRAINING) EXAMINATION AND THE PROFESSIONAL EXAMINATION

OF THE RELEVANT DISCIPLINE.

G. THE QUALIFYING (IN -TRAINING) EXAMINATION MAY BE WAIVED BY THE

BOARD FOR THOSE APPLICANTS WHO HAVE GRADUATED FROM A SCHOOL APPROVED BY

THE BOARD AND WHO HAVE IN ADDITION BEEN ACTIVELY ENGAGED FOR TEN YEARS

OR MORE IN THE PRACTICE OF THEIR DISCIPLINE UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF A

REGISTRANT OF THEIR DISCIPLINE.

Section 5. Section 32-123, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended

is read:

32-123 Application for registration

A. A person desiring to practice architecture, assaying,

engineering, geology, landscape architecture, or land surveying shall

make application for registration on a form prescribed by the board,

subscribed under oath and accompanied by the application fee. If the

evidence submitted satisfies the board that the applicant is fully

qualified, PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 32-122 OR 32-126/

ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, to practice the profession for which

registration is asked, it shall give him a certificate of registration,

signed by the chairman and secretary and attested by the official seal.

B. I f in the judgiment of the board the applicant has not

furnished satisfactory evidence of qualification for registration,

PURSUANT TO SECTION 32-122 OR 32-126, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, it may

require additional data, or may require the applicant to submit to an

ADDITIONAL oral or written examination specified by the toie.rd- -4t€

RULES OF THE BOARD.

- 11 -
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returned, less the cost of considering the application, as determined

by the board.

Section 6. Section 32-124, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended

to read:

32-124. Registration, examination and miscellaneous fees

The board shall publish in its rules a schedule of fees for

applications, examinations, and such other miscellaneous fees for

services rendered as required Fret-to-exceed-two-huR4red-d0-1-1a.g.

Section 7. Section 32-128, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended

to read:

32-128. Revocation of certificate; censurei probation; hearing;

notice of finding

A. The board may take disciplinary action against the holder of a

certificate under this chapter, charged with the commission of any of

the following acts:

1. Fraud or misrepresentation in obtaining a certificate of

qualification, whether in the application or qualification examination.

2* Gross negligence, imcopetence, bribery, or other misconduct in

the practice of his profession.

3. Aiding or abetting an unregistered person to evade the

provisions of this chapter or knowingly combining or conspiring with an

unregistered person, or allowing one's registration to be used by an

unregistered person or acting as agent, partner, associate or

Otherwise, of an unregistered person with intent to evade provisions of

this chapter.

4.

b . The board shall have authority to make investigations, employ

investigators, and conduct hearings AND EMPLOY HEARING OFFICERS to

determine whether a license issued under this chapter should be revoked

Or _-,,penaeo upon a complaint in writing, under oath, or when the board,

Violation of the rules or regulations of the board.

- 12 -
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investigation into such complaint and determines that there is
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sufficient evidence to warant a hearing, on its own motion may direct

the
secretary to file a verified complaint charging a possessor of a

certificate under this chapter, with commission of an offense subject

to disciplinary action and give notice of hearing. The board may issue

subpoenas for the attendance of witnesses and the production of records

pursuant to section 41-1010, subsection A, paragraph 4. The secretary

shall then serve upon the accused, by registered mail, a copy of the

complaint together with notice setting forth the charge or charges to

be heard and the time and place of hearing, which shall not be less

than thirty days succeeding the mailing of notice.

C. The accused may appear personally or by his attorney at the

hearing and present witnesses and evidence in his defense and he may

cross-examine witnesses gainst him.

D. If seven- SIX or more members of the board find the accused

guilty, he may be censured, or placed on probation, and fined

an amount not to exceed two thousand dollars or his certificate may be

suspended or revoked but may be reissued upon the affirmative vote of

seven SIX or more members of the board. Should the

certificate of a registrant who is a principal of a firm or executive

officer of a corporation be suspended or revoked for cause attributable

to the firm or corporation, said SUSPENSION OR revocation
may be

deemed just cause for SUSPENSION OR revocation of the certificates of

all or any other principals or officers of the firm or corporation.

E. The board shall immediately notify the secretary of state and

clerk of the board of supervisor of each county in the state of the

SUSPENSION OR revocation of certificate or of the reissuance of a

SUSPENSION OR revocation certificate.

Section 8. Section 32-141, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended

to read:

- 13 -



A. No firm or corporation shall engage in the practice of

architecture, assaying, geology, engineering, landscape architecture,

or land surveying unless Lhe work is under the full authority and

responsible charge of a registrant, who is also principal of the firm

or officer of the corporation.

B. Firms or corporations shall identify resposible registrants.

Each firm and corporation shall file with the board ON A FORM

PRESCRIBED BY THE BOARD a list of responsible principals or officers,

their registration certificate numbers and a description of the

services the firm or corporation is offering to the public. The board

shall be notified IN WRITING ON THE PRESCRIBED FORM WITHIN THIRTY DAYS

of the change occuring in the list of principals or responsible

corporate officers.

f n



ELATING STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION; AMENDING CERTAIN SECTIONS OFTHER TO THEARIZONA REVISED STATUTES.

it enacted by the Legislature of the State of Arizona:
Be Sc ion 1. Section 32-101, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-101. Purpose; definitions
A. The purpose of this chapter i s to provide for the safety, health and welfare

of
the public through the promulgation and enforcement of standards of qualification

for
those individuals licensed and seeking licenses pursuant to this chapter.
B. In this chapter, unless the context otherwise requires:
1. "Architect" means a person who, by reason of his knowledge of the mathematical

and physical sciences, and the principals of architecture and architectural engineering
cguired by professional education and practical experience, i s qualified to engage in

the practice of architecture as attested by registration as an architect.
2. "Architect -in -training" means a candidate for registration as a professional

ja ppdpate of a school approved by the board as of satisfactory standing
aorrcWhtoel 9 k a f f o OR experience as- eut44Hed-419-the-eufferit-standafds-ef-the-HatieHal
otoe41-ef-afeh4teetara4 - registrat4en- beards in architectural work of a character
satisfactory to the board. in - add4tion3- the- eand4date-shal-4-have-stleeessfully-passed-the
examinatiem-4m- the- bas4e- areh4teetural—subjeets7 - - Ypen-eemplet4en-ef-the-requ4s4te-yeafs-ef
traim4mg-amd-exper4emee- 4m- the- f4e4d- ef - areh4teetbire-andef-the-supefy4sieR-of-a-pfefess4oHa
areh4teet-sat4sfaetery- te - the- beardi - the-areh4teet-4n-tra4m4ng-shall—be-e44064e-fer-the
seeemd-stage-ef-the-preser4bed- exaffl4mat4em-fer-registfat4eti-as-a-prefess4enal-arehiteet.

3. "Architectural practice" means any service or creative work requiring architec-
tural education, training and experience, and the application of the mathematical and
physical sciences and the principles of architecture and architectural engineering to
such professional services or creative work as consultation, evaluation, design and
review of construction for conformance with contract documents and design, in connection
with any building, planning or site development. A person shall be deemed to practice
or offer to practice architecture who in any manner represents himself to be an architect,
or holds himself out as able to perform any architectural service or other services
recognized by educational authorities as architecture.

4. "Assayer" means a person who analyzes metals, ores, minerals, or alloys in order
to ascertain the quality of gold or silver or any other present in them

5. "ASSAYER -IN -TRAINING" MEANS

6. "ASSAYING PRACTICE" MEANS

7. "Board" means the state board of technical registration.
8. "BONA FIDE EMPLOYEE" MEANS AN INDIVIDUAL WORKING UNDER THE DIRECT SUPERVISION

A REGISTRANT AND RECEIVING SOME FORM OF COMPENSATION FROM SAID REGISTRANT ANO
WHOSE WORK PRODUCT SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE REGISTRANT.

"Engineer" means a professional engineer who, by reason of special knowledge
of the mathematical and physical sciences and the principles and methods of engineering
anal

and"d! t design, required by professional education and proactical experience, i s
engineeried to practice engineering as attested by his registration as a professional



upnnineering practice" means any professional service or creative work re-
IU-quiri ng engineering education, training and experience and the application of specialf the mathematical, physical and engineering sciences to such professional

knowledgeices r creative work as consultation, research investigation, evaluation, planning,

surveyin
o' design, location, development, and review of construction for conformance

gttract documents and design, in connection with any public or private ut i l i ty,
with constructure building, machine, equipment, process, work or project. Such services and
work include plans and designs relating to the location, development, mining and treatment

of and other minerals. A person shall be deemed to be practicing or offering to
practice engineering if he practices any branch of the profession of engineering, or

by
verbal claim, sign, advertisement, letterhead, card or any other manner represents

himself to be a professional engineer, or holds himself out as able to perform or does. ,rperform any engineering service —,ef reCognized by educational authorities as engineering.

A person employed on a full time basis as an engineer by an employer engaged in the
business of developing, mining and treating ores and other minerals shall not be deemed
to be practicing engineering for the purposes of this chapter i f he engages in the
practice of engineering exclusively for and as an employee of such employer and does not
hold himself out and is not held out as available to perform any engineering services
for persons other than his employer.

11. "Engineer -in -training" means a candidate for registration as a professional
engineer who is a graduate in an approved engineering curriculum of four years or more
of a school approved by the board as of satisfactory standing, or who has had four years
or more of EDUCATION cR experience in engineering work of a character satisfactory to
the boardi -a19€13-4A-add4t4en3-has-sueeessfOly-passed-the-exaffl4Ratie19-4H-the-bas4e
ehOlieef4ng-subjeets3-and-whe.3-upefl-eefflp4et4en-ef-the-requ4s4te-yeafs-ef-tfaiming-afld
experiPnee-4H-eH94fleer4Hg-Effidef-the-supefy4s4efl-ef-a-pfefess4enal-efig4meer-sat4sfaetery
te-the-beafd3-45-04061-e-fef-the-seeend-stage-ef-the-preser4bed-exaffl4nat4en-for
re9istratien-as-a=prefess4enal-eHOneef.

12. "Geological practice" means any professional service or work requiring geo-
logical education, training, and experience, and the application of special knowledge
of the earth sciences to such professional services as consultation, evaluation of
mining properties, petroleum properties, and ground water resources, professional
supervision of exploration for minieral natural resources including metallic and non-
metallic ores, petroleum, and ground water, and the geological phase of engineering
investigations.

13. "Geologist" means a person, not of necessity an engineer, who by reason of
his special knowledge of the earth sciences and the principles and methods of search
for an appraisal of mineral or other natural resources acquired by professional
educationand practical experience i s qualified to practice geology as attested by
his registration as a professional geologist. A person employed on a full time basis
as a geologist by an employer engaged in the business of developing, mining or treating
ores and other minerals shall not be deemed to be engaged in "geological practice" for
the purposes of this chapter i f he engages in geological practice exclusively for andas anemployee of such employer and does not hold himself out and is not held out as

available to perform any geological services for persons other than his employer.4
"Geologist-in-training" means a candidate for registration as a professional

geologist who is a graduate of a school approved by the boards of satisfactory standing
or who has had four years or more of EDUCATION ciP: experience i n geological work of a
character satisfactory to the board. IH-add4tien3-the-eandidate-shall-have-passed-the
exam' •

.lat l'em-tm-the- bas4e- geel-egy-subjeets7--Upeti-eeffipletieri-ef-the-req0-site-years-ef
a"imq-amd-experienee - im- tHe-field-ef-geelegy-under-the-supervi-sien-ef-a-prefessi-eRal5e8;egist-satisfaetery - te - the-beard3-the-geelegi-st-in-trail9489-sha41-be-04061e-fer

thp.,-seetimd-sta
9eeleost, ge-ef - the -preser*bed-exami-Rati-en-fer-registrati-en-as-a-prefessienal-

15. "Landscape architect" means a person who, by reason of his professional educa-tion, Practical experience, or both, i s qualified to engage in the practice of landscape
arcti tectiir.

(71 attested by his registration as a landscape architect.



16. "Landscape architect -in -training" means a candidate for registration as a
ional landscape architect who i s a graduate of a school approved by the board

Pr° '
FPSi :atisfactory standing or who has had four years or more of EDUCATION OP, ex-

Ps 900 in landscape architectural work of a character satisfactory to the board.
19-the-eamdtdate- sHall—Have-sueeessfulTy-passed-the-examinatien-4 -the-6as4er i del4tiem;

i ' -aaeseape-areh4teeturalTsubjeets7 - - Hpem- eampTetien -ef-the-requ4s4te-years-ef-tra4m4lig
,aqd-exper4emee-4A-the-fi-eld-ef - lafidseape- arehi-teetHre-Hhder-the-sriperv4s4em-ef-a-pfe-

5540ma4- l amdseape-arehi-teet - sati-sfaetery - te-the-beard3-the-4andseape-afeh4teet-4A-
teraiotig-shall-be-el+pble-fee-the-seeepid-stage-ef-the-presefibed-examiRat4en-fer
Fe9istratiem-as-a -prefess 3-eflal - laRdseape- areh4teet.

17. "Landscape architectural practice" means the performance of professional
services such as consultations, investigation, reconnaissance, research, planning,

d
or responsible supervision i n connection with the development of land and inci-

dental areas where, and to the extent that the dominant purpose of such serviceseesnitgal
is the preservation, enhancement or determination of proper land uses, natural land
features, ground cover and planting, naturalistic and esthetic values, the settings
and paproaches to buildings, structures, facilities, or other improvements, natural
drainage and the consideration and the determination ofinherent problems of the land
relating to erosion, wear and tear, light and other hazards. This practice shall
include the location and arrangement of such tangible objects and features as are
incidental and necessary to the purposes outlined in this paragraph, but shall not
include the making of cadastral surveys or final land plats for official recording or
approval, nor mandatorially include planning for governmental subdivisions.

18. "LAND SURVEYING PRACTICE" MEANS

19. "Land surveyor" means a person who engages in the practice of surveying tracts
of land for the determination of their correct locations, areas, boundaries, and
description, for the purpose of conveyancing and recording or for establishment or re-
establishment of boundaries and plotting of lands and subdivisions.

20. "LAND SURVEYOR -IN -TRAINING" MEANS

Section 2. SectiOn 32-106, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:
32-106. Powers and duties
A. The board shall:

. 1. Adopt by-laws and rules for the conduct of its meetings and performance of
duties imposed upon i t by law.

2. Adopt an official seal for attestation of certificates of registration and
Other official papers and documents.

Consider and pass upon applications for registration AND, PURSUANT TO
P:M1DLDS ESTABLISHED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES AND REGULATIONS, HOLD FOR EXAMINA-
HON CANDIDATES FOR IN -TRAINING AND PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION.

Hear and pass upon complaints or charges OR DELEGATE TO AM HEARING OFFICER
SUCHRESPONSIBILITY (or THE RESPONSIBILITY FOR CONDUCTING SUCH HEARINGS).
ititne PURSUANT TO SECTION 32-128, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, compel attendance of

SsSs
Its jurisdiction.
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6. Keep a record of its proceedings.
7 Keep a register whichI shall show the date of each application for registration,- the applicant, the practice or branch of practice in which the applicant has

r f
the flaw'rallied for registration and the disposition of the application.
arr 8 DO other things necessary to carry out the purpose of this chapter.

[3: The board shall specify on the certificate of registration and renewal card
issued to each registered engineer the branch of engineering in which he has demonstrated

0 iencY and authorize him to use the ti t le of registered professional engineer.
11.)npflbcoard shall decide what branches of engineering shall thus be recognized.

C. The board may hold membership in and be represented at national councils or
organizations of proficiencies registered under this chapter and may pay the appropriate
ffe ership fees. The board may conduct standard examinations on behalf of national
councils, and may establish fees therefor.

D. The board is authorized to employ and pay on a fee basis persons, including
full time employees of a state institution, bureau or department, to prepare and grade
examinations given to applicants for registration and to fix the fee to be paid for such
services. Such employees are authorized to prepare, grade and monitor examinations
and perform other services the board authorizes, and to receive payment therefor from
the technical registration fund.

E. The board is authorized to rent necessary office space and pay the cost thereof
from the technical registration fund.

F. The board may adopt rules and regulations establishing rules of professional
conduct for registrants.

G. The board may require evidence is deems necessary, to establish the continuing
competency of registrants as a condition of renewal of licenses.

Section 3. Section 32-110, Arizona Revised Statutes, i s amended to read:
32-110. Immunity from personal l iabi lity
Members and employees of the board AND MEMBERS OF ADVISORY COMMITTEES AND AGENTS

OF THE BOARD are immune from personal liability with respect to acts done and actions
taken in good faith within the scope of their authority.

Section 4. Section 32-122, Arizona Revised Statutes, is repealed and a new
Section 32-122 is enacted to read:

32-122. Qualifications of applicant
A. An applicant for in -training registration as an architect, engineer, geologist

or landscape architect shall be of good moral character and repute; shall have graduated
from a school approved by the board as of satisfactory standing in the discipline for
which registration is sought or have fouryears or more of education or experience in
that discipline of a character satisfactory to the board; and shall have successfully
passed the examination in the basic subjects of the relevant discipline. Upon comple-
tion of the requisite years of training or experience, as specified i n subsection B
of this section, in the field for which registration i s sought and under the super-
vision of a profession'al in that field satisfactory to the board, the in -training
registrant shall be eligible for the second stage of the prescribed examination for
registration as a professional in his field.

B. An applicant for professional registration as an architect, engineet, geologist

ctivel
of landscape architect shall be of good moral character and repute; shall have engaged

Y for at least eight years in education or experience in the discipline for
Which registration is sought, which meets standards specified by the board in its
rules.riz and regulations; and, unless exempted under the provisions of Section 32-126,
Arizona Revised Statutes, shall have passed both the examination i n the basic subjects
Of relevant discipline and the second stage of the prescribed examination for
regtmen, eachlt set ration as a professional in his field. In determining years'of active engage-

year of study completed satisfactorily in an architectural, engineering,
re°1.4i 1 or landscape architectural school approved by the board may be considered

uivalent +„--- Lk) one year of active engagement, up to a maximum of five years, and each



, geological or landscape architecturala f teaching architectural, engineering
° ts in a school approved by the board may be considered equivalent to a maximum

-;,;--0'ece year of active engagement:
-ric An applicant for in -training registration as an assayer or land surveyor
11 be of good moral character and repute; shall have graduated from a school

hail be by the board as of satisfactory standing and in a curriculum approved by
Pearbscard as pertinent to the field in, which registration is sought or have 4

or more of education or experien ince 'the'relevant field of a character satis-
factory to the board; and shall have passed the examination i n the basic subjects

i

*n that field, i f such examination is required pursuant to the rules and regulations
of the board. Upon completion of the requisite years of training or experience, as
specified in subsection D of this section, in the field for which registration is
sought and under the supervision of a professional in that field satisfactory to
the board, the in -training registrant shall be eligible for the professional -level
examination prescribed for registration as a professional in his field.

D. An applicant for professional registration as an assayer or land surveyor
shall be of good moral character and repute; shall have engaged actively for at least
six years in assaying or land surveying education or experience which meets standards
specified by the board in its rules and regulations; and, unless exempted under the
provisions of Section 32-126, Arizona Revised Statutes, shall have passed both the
examination in the basic subjects of the relevant field, i f required by the board in
its rules and regulations, and the professional -level examination prescribed for
registration as a professional in his field. In determining years of active engage-
ment, each year of study completed satisfactorily i n a school and curriculum approved
by the board may be considered equivalent to one year of active engagement, up to
a maximum of -4 years, and each year of teaching assaying or land surveying
in a school approved by the board may be considered equivalent to a maximum of one
year of active engagement.

Section 5. Section 32-123, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended is read:
32-123. Application for registration
A. A person desiring to practice architecture, assaying, engineering, geology,

landscape architecture, or land surveying shall make application for registration on
form prescribed by the board, subscribed under oath and accompanied by the applica-

tion fee. If the evidence submitted satisfies the board that the applicant i s fully
qualified, PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 32-122 OR 32-126, ARIZONA REVISED
STATUTES, to practive the profession for which registration i s asked, i t shall give
him a certificate of registration, signed by the chairman and secretary and attested
by the offici31 seal.

B. I f in the judgment of the board the applicant has not furnished satisfactory
evidence of qualifications for registration, PURSUANT TO SECTION 32-122 OR 32-126,
ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, i t may require additional data, or may require the applicant
to submit to an ADDITIONAL oral or written examination specified by the board in its
rules and regulations.'

C. I f the application i s denied, the application fee shall be returned, less the
coSt of considering the application, as determined by the board.

Section 6. Section 32-124, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:
32-124. Registration, examination and miscellaneous fees

exam.The board shall publish in its rules a schedule of fees for applications,
6 _ itnations, and such other miscellaneous fees for services rendered as required

A t e-exeeed-twe-hundred-de4lafs.

S3e2c on 7. Section 32-128, Arizona Revised Statutes, i s amended to read:
8. Revocation of certificate; censure; probation; hearing; notice of

A. The board may take disciplinary action against the holder of a certificate
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hapter, charged with the commission of any of the following acts:
under thi r caud or misrepresentation in obtaining a certificate of qualification,

1. in the application or qualification examination.
whethe2r Gross negligence, incompetence, bribery, or other misconduct in the practice

of
his profession.

3. Aiding or abetting an unregistered person to evade the provisions of this
chat ' or knowingly combining or conspiring with an unregistered person, or allowing

seregistration to be used by an unregistered person or acting as agent, partner,
one's or otherwise, of an unregistered person with intent to evade provisions
f this chapter.

o 4. Violation of the rules or regulations of the board.
B. The board shall have authority to make investigations, employ investigators, and

conduct hearings AND EMPLOY HEARING OFFICERS to determine whether a license issued under
this chapter should be revoked or suspended upon a complaint i n writing, under oath,
or when the board, after receiving an oral or written complaint nor under oath, makes
an investigation into such complaint and determines that there i s sufficient evidence
to warrant a hearing, on its own motion may direct the secretary to fi le a verified
complaint charging a possessor of a certificate under this chapter, with commission of
an offense subject to disciplinary action and give notice of hearing. The board may
issue subpoenas for the attendance of witnesses and the production of records pursuant
to section 41-1010, subsection A, paragraph 4. The secretary shall then serve upon the
accused, by registered mail, a copy of the complaint together with notice setting
forth the charge or charges to be heard and the time and place of hearing, which shall
not be less than thirty days succeeding the mailing of notice.

C. The accused may appear personally or by his attorney at the hearing and present
witnesses and evidence in his defense and he may cross-examine witnesses against him.

D. If seven FIVE (o* SIX) or more members of the board find the accused guilty,
he may be censured, or placed on probation, and fined an amount not to exceed two
thousand dollars or his certificate may be suspended or revoked but may be reissued upon
the affirmative vote of seven FIVE (or SIX) or more members of the board. Should the
certificate of a registrant who i s a principal of a firm or executive officer of a
corporation be suspended or revoked for cause attributable to the firm or corporation,
said SUSPENSION OR revocation may be deemed just cause for SUSPENSION OR revocation
of the certificates of all or any other principals or officers of the firm or corporation.

E. The board shall immediately notify the secretary of state and clerk of the
board of supervisors of each county i n the state of the SUSPENSION OR revocation of a
certificate or of the reissuance of a SUSPENDED OR revoked certificate.

Section 8. Section 32-141, Arizona Reliised Statutes, is amended to read:
32-141. Firm or corporate practice
A. No firm or corporation shall engage in the practice of architecture assaying,

geology, engineering, landscape architecture, or land surveying unless the workrk i s
under the fu 11 authority and responsible charge of a registrant, who i s also principal
Of the firm or officer of the corporation.

B. Firms or corporations shall identify responsible registrants. Each firm and
corporation shall file with the board ON A FORM PRESCRIBED BY THE BOARD a l ist of
responsible principals or officers, their certificate numbers and a description of the
services the firm or corporation i s offering to the public. The board shall be notified
IN WRITING ON THE PRESCRIBED FORM WITHIN THIRTY DAYS of any change occuring in the
list of principals or responsible corporate officers.
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PrOgralain0 experience in which the candidate has participated in

analyzing the- client* requirementsi m0- the development of design

objectives, space relations and requirements, expansion requirements,

design flexibility, and site requirements.

Site design experience including the utilization of land, placement of

structures, form relationships, traffic patterns, parking facilities,

pa,pgg=emt-17f util ity systems; analysis of surface and subsurface condi-

tions, ecological requirements, and the requirements of real estate and

zoning laws as they pertain to construction.

Building design experience including the selection and layout of buildinu

systems; structural, mechanical, electrical, civil and interior cow,idcr-

ations and design documentation.

Experience in the development and design of construction documents

including the rendering of architectural, structural and interior

drawings; the development of specifications; the development of bidding

documents ,and the evaluation of bids.

5. Administrative experience including office and field administration.
-

field testing, quotation requests and change orders, cost accountinu,

and project closeout.



INSERT I I

( )

Desian experience which includes the development and use of sketches,

plans drawings, outlines, scenes or models which convey the location,,

arrangement, purpose, appearance, and the nature of the construction

or alteration of buildings, structures, works, machines, processes,

materials or projects.

Experience in the development of specifications for materials, equipment,

performance or methods to be used in the constrcution or alteration of

buildings, works, machines, processes, land areas or projects.

Investigation and evaluation experience to determine or estimate the

merit, effect, efficiency or practicability of a process, method#, desion

or material for a given use.

Experience in client consultations.

Administrative experience including office and field administration,

field testing, quotation requests, change orders, cost accounting,

bidding procedures, and project closeout.

0
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INSERT I I I

Design experience which includes the development and use of sketches,

plans, drawings, outlines, scemes or models which convey the use and

development of land, plantings, landscaping f settings, approaches to .

buildings, structures or facilities, traffic patterns, drainage, and

erosion patterns.

Experience in the development of specifications for materials and methods

to be employed for the most efficient and practical land usage.

Experience in client consultations.

Administrative experience including office and field administration,

field testing, quotation requests, change orders, cost accounting,

bidding procedures, and project closeout.

-17: 6e_ inse.(--ternia. a +ext.: *A.



INSERT IV

Experience in the analysis of ferrous and non-ferrous metals, minerals,

fabrics, and rock or powdered ores.

Experience in all phases of fire analysis for the isolation of precious

metals including :the identification of sample ores and minerals, pre-

weighing sample preparation, use of assaying weights, grit sizing,

dehydration, sampling, crushing, mixing, rolling, coning, truncating,

quartering, firing, choice and use of fluxes, button processing,

cupellation, weighing, parting, and calculation.

Experience in wet analysis or titration.

Experience in analysis by atomic absorption.

Experience in the use of mineral standards.

Ta be In se 4e.d. a n pcitee..... 6 .17.
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eemeERROL FISH ,e)
ILCFNICA[ uLu

P. O. Box 4840
Mesa, Az. 85201
Oct. 6, 1981

Mr. Bruce Rosenhan
Board of Technical Registration
1645 W. Jefferson Room 315
Phoenix, Ariz. 85007

Dear Mr. Rosenhan:

With this writing I wish to make formal complaint against
Terry L. Moore and Ken L. Knickerbocker, both engineers registered
in the State of Arizona. On Sept. 16, 1981 they prepared a report
for the Arizona Corporation Commission. This report was used against
us in a hearing before the Bankruptcy Court on Sept. 30, 1981. I t
was to a great degree the false information contained in the report
that led the Bankruptcy court to appoint a Trustee, which has resulted
in our loss of control of our own company.

The total disgregard for truth i n this report can easily be
established. We request that your office take disciplinary action,
not only for our sake, but for the public at large who may be maligned
at some future date.

I am enclosing a copy of their report --minus copies of a couple
of drawings, which have nothing to do with my complaint. The drawings
were on larger than normal paper, and I can produce them if you wish.

The following are a partial l ist of items that I think were either
blatantly false, or at minimum -misleading or deceptive. The numbers I
am usin are also placed on the report for ease of identification.

1. This statement leads one to believe that the Maricopa County
Health Dept. never found the plant in compliance. The fact that the
subdivisions were built/ alone is proof sufficient that the County Health
Department was satisfied regularly. The most recent approval by the
Health Dept. was in the early months of 1981.

In spite of the numerous hearings that Moor and Knickerbocker have
been in, they did not report the fa t that Cogent Public Service (CPS)
hp continually not had sufficient money to make repairs. The definition
0 the problem mentions nothing of finances. In fact the report mentions
nothing of cost estimates to correct the many deficiences reported. I t

r4ld seem that an engineering report would be incomplete without cost
cr lmates. This report simply mentions all the negative, but gives no

echt for reasons --particularly money.
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Mr. Bruce Rosenhan
Oct. 6, 1981
Page 2

2. This statement is completely false. There is no 460 volt useage
by CPS. The comminutor i s wired for 220 volts. 380 is not used in Arizona
and probably not in the United States. An electrical engineer was present
with the party visiting the plant. They were taking amp readings and taking
information concerning the motors. It would have been an easy task to
establish the truth on this matter. The fact that i t is reported at all
the way they did proves the maliciousness of this report.

3. The flow meter was installed according to factory specifications, and
has been approved by Maricopa County Health Dept. In what way does i t
"appear" to be improperly constructed. To make a claim without any supporting
information whatsoever seems wild and excessive.

4. "The method of mixing (submersible pumps circulating from one
end of the tank to the other) apperas to be inadequate." I t i s clear
that several of the submerged motors were burned out and not operable.
There was no contention on that matter --due to lack of money. But to
say that the method of treatment was inadequate is crazy. How did the
plant get approval in the first place? I doubt i f they even read the
original engineering report which describes the excellent results from
using this method of treatment. They appear as if no one but they know
anything about engineering.

Evidence of the unusually excellent ability of this system to
treat sewerage was recently evidenced by the wastewater quality reports
done early in the year. (See exhibit.) The influent has high values,
the effluent, low values. This i s perfect evidence that the system,
when kept in repair, works wonderfully well. In fact, the values
for BUD and Suspended Solids of the Cogent plant effluent exceed
standards for wastewaters used for irrigation or discharged into
streams and canals. These reports were readily available both at
my office and also at the County Health Dept. Brayton Willis from
the Health Dept. was with the tour and knew of these facts, but the
report stated nothing of them.

. To state that, "...this is an inefficient, energy intensive method
of aerating with the probable result of inadequate treatment of the wastewater."
is totally beyond any sound engineering statment. All the evidence to
the contrary was available and they ignored i t all.

5. The original engineering designed this plant to have essentially
flU Sludge build-up. I t is common knowledge that sewerage will totally
igest--given sufficient oxygen. The excellent water quality reports

susport this as well as the original engineering report. To assume
that all plant will leave sludge iS false. Proof of this was that during
the latest repairs when chamber # 1 of the plant were completely pumped
out there was no more than a few inches of sludge. To malign the design
of the plant without any search of facts seems far beyond good engineering
practices.



Mr. Bruce Rosenhan
Oct. 6, 1981
Page 3

tr

4. _

6. These statement by them are once again disregarding any effort
to find facts. No comment is given to the fact that the manhole directly
east of the plant was recently disturbed when Mountain Bell was doing
di ggiig in that area. Also, that that manhole has the least fall of any
in the subdivisions. No mention is given to other manholes --not disturbed
recently and with greater fall to them.

No comment was made that roaches are commonly treated when there
is evidence of their excessive numbers or when instructed by the health
department. Their statement of there being "numerous" complaints i s
totally false. Upon calling the health department, we could not turn
up a single complaint. Where did this "numerous" come from. This i s
clearly an effort to malign without any regard for facts. The health
department has never mentioned nor instructed any need for dusting for
roaches.

I f there were any health hazard, the health department would have
made us aware of i t . In item 25 where i t i s stated that disease transmission
is (sic) emanant, the health department would have made us aware of that i f
it were true --and they have not.

Furthermore, the cost estimate per manhole is false. Since the manholes
are behind the homes, there will be an extra charge when acess to them is
not easy. The exterminating companies I have called report a charge of
$25 per manhole plus extra charges for inconvenience. There are 69 manholes,
and thus the cost would be in excess of $3,000 per dusting. No mention
is made of these factors even though i t i s common knowledge that the
company's biggest problem is lack of money.

7. Contrary to this report, competent engineers have been employed,
and we know exactly how to repair the l i f t station so that a continual
flow of water for priming would not be necessary. We've never had the
money to make the changes that we know would solve the problem once and
for all.

8. This statement i s outrageously false! I said the maintenance
manual was upstairs in the office. I f he cared to see i t , I would get i t .
I said l_had never personally used the grease gun on the motors, but
my father had, and that we consulted with the factory representative i f
we had any questions. The factory representative had been out many times over
the past 8 or 9 years and had given us instructions as to how to care for i t .

Furthermore, quoting from the factory manual:

"The pump motors are provided with pre -lubricated ball bearings which
under normal conditions require l i t t le or no maintenance and relubrication."

•
Mr. Moore reported that he was previously employed by Smith and Loveless--

the manufacturers of the l i f t station. These facts would have been known to
tllm, or looking at the manual would have revealed. The total disregard for
facts is most obvious in this case.
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9. See affadavit by Ross Fish.
This paragraph is surely one of the most malicious. I t shows

clearly that these engineers are simply trying to ingratiate themselves
with the Corporation Commission in order to get future business.

What does oil on the floor have to do with anything?
The compressors were installed i n 1975. How can they purport to say

that the filters have not been cleaned since startup. Those compressors have
been in constant use for nearly six years.

Furthremore, we believe that only one of the filters was seen, and
that of the compressor that has not been in use for six months or more.
The second compressor fi l ter requires a wrench to take i t off. I was
standing there while they were tinkering with i t , and I don't believe
the filter for the compressor that was most recently used was ever
inspected. To state" "..the fi l ter has not been cleaned since plant
startup." is insane. To state that I verified that i s a l ie. To
state that lack of cleaning caused overheating of the air, etc. i s
impossible. How did they survive six years? See the affadavit by
Ross Fish. They asked me i f I had ever cleaned them. I answered that
I personally had not, but that Ross had. They only reported the part
that they thought would cuase the most damage.

10. What would one see i f the motors were pulled out? From external
observation can one tell i f a seal i s leaking, or that the windings are
faulty?

We've had the experience of having a newly rebuilt motor, perfectly
clean, bolt it in place, lower it down, hook up the electricity, and
within days have the motor fail. I f there were anything to be seen by
external inspection, we would have seen i t before we went to all that
work. The same make and model of motors have been used since 1973. Nobody
has had more experience with those particular motors than we have. We
have the greatest possible difficulty making any sense out of the
coments by them—except that they want to malign us.

13. _The original design of - the plant was approved by Marieopa County
Health Dept. without standby power. The discretion of this requirement
lies with the Health Dept. The fact that i t has not been required of us
was completely omitted from the report.

12. This comilent by the engineers has to be the perfect proof of the
great lengths they are willing to go to in order to attempt to discredit us.
a . Yes, there is an alarm. I t was perfectly visible at the site, and

simple question would have solved the problem. We've been answering
that alarm for eight years now.

13. We can't tell from the photograph which manhole i s referred to, but
there are certain manholes that we have deliberately covered so that they

been a
are difficult for vandals to locate. Those manholes behind homes have not

source of problem in the past. Vandalism has been a severe problem.

the l
Phone books, tires, rocks, blocks of wood, bricks, toys, etc. have come down

ines.
Furthermore, the manhole to the east of the plant was covered with somedirt recently as Mountain Bell dug a trench i n the same location.
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14. We want to comply with every regulation. Where i s the money
to do i t . Nothing is mentioned of the cost. Good engineering would
surely require some interest in the economics of a system.

15. In eight years we have had no experience with sewerage back-up.
There was one report of sewerage running i n the street, but that claim
could not be verified. I was called to the scene and representatives
of the health dept. were there, but no water i n the street.

What represents evidence of sewer backup was not explained, nor
do we believe i t can be explained. This was simply more effort to
try to convince others of problems that do not exist.

16. The construction was inspected and approved by the Maricopa
County Health Dept. This i s the first time we've heard such a criticism.
We do no believe i t is justified. This i s just more evidence of the
extra effort to discredit us.

17. More disregard for the truth. I t is totally false that the gate
valves have never operated. Within the last year they were both opened and
shut while the corminutor was being repaired. They are not seized. The
key -lever sets right at the site. I f they had tried them instead of just
fault-finding, they would have known.

Once again, the power to the plant i s 220. 380 does not exist i n
Arizona, nor probably anywhere in the U.S.

Why would they make such statement without any effort whatsoever
to establish the facts. Obvious: the goal of this report was not to
discover facts, but rather to find a l ist of complaints to taint the
hearings before the judge and possibly the Corporation Commission.

. 18. There is no truth to these statements. See affaddvit by Ross
Fish, and also the previous rebuttal # 9.

. 19. More effort to malign. These compressors were installed i n 1975.
This is the first failure for the one. The other one was rebuilt once, but
had gone out a second time. Still a comendable performance for the
compressors.

20. Paragraphs one and two have already been commented upon.
Paragraph three can easily be settled: The system has been approved by the
Health Department: Bulletins are guides, not to superceded considerations
unique to the design of the system. For these engineers to criticize the
approved plans of the Health Department seems totally out of place.

Kegarding paragraph four: The operating manuals are in the office
file. How close do they expect them to be. To make a statement that
they do no exist is a lie. No effort to obtains facts was made. Surely
this approach is to the extreme outside of good engineering practices.

treat
21. Evidence of the unusually excellent ability of this system to

eat sewerage was recently evidenced by the wastewater quality reportsrdone early in the year. (See exhibit The influent has high Values, the
ef fluent, low values. This is perfect evidence that the system, when
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kept in repair works wonderfully well. This issue was commented upon
in item # 4. How did we manage to get such outstanding test results
if the system is so poor. For these engineers to make such brash statements
without any regard for the truth, or any effort of research seems totally
wrong.

22. This paragraph shows the continued disregards for facts. The
motors are operating according to factory recommendations. The motors
are monitored regularly to determine that the amperage draw on the motors
is correct. We have no reason to believe that the engineers took amp
readings, and therefore could not have possibly known at what point on
the chart the motors were functioning. For them to make a blanket statement
as to the cause of motor burn -out without any testing whatsoever, certainly
is beyond any reasonable engineering practice.

23. There are only two people who have dealt with the operations
of the sewer plant --Ross and Errol Fish. We've lived with i t daily since
1973. To make such outlandish, vicious criticisms as: "...does not have
an established program...." "No regular maintenance is practiced."
"...further evidence of a lack of interest of the operators and managers
of this system." are completely unwarranted in an engineer's report.

We've put eight years, tens of thousands of personal money, no
salaries, no money for travel costs, countless hours day and night, summer
and winter. All we've asked for is a decent rate of return and money
to keep the plant in operation. What do we get? The power and unlimited
resources of the Corporation Commission and Attorney General with a single
purpose --bankrupt and destroy.

Now come the engineers --maligning and criticizing, ingratiating
themselves with the Corporation Commission, telling lies, insinuating
flasely, using their professional position to infer deception.

It certainly would seem that there ought to be some method of
stopping their ruthless actions.

24. See comment # 6 for reference to roaches. The health
department has never been contacted by our customers, nor do we know
of any other complaint by the health department. I f the disease potential
is so (sic) emanent, then surely they would have made us aware of i t .
Do these engineers purport to be the only ones who know anything.

25. The goal ofthis report i s not to find real problems and
suggest real 'solutions. I t i s designed only to malign, to pick at
the smallest problem, to criticize. It 's character assassination
all under the guise of professionalism.

In addition to all the complaints above, Terry Moore admitted to
trespassing the property. When working for Charles Neidhart he obtained
Plans from an i l l i c i t source, went to the site, entered the property,
inspected it without permission, and then used the information obtained
,oagainst us at a hearing. Once again, how i s i t possible for hjm to
2_all these things and st i l l call himself a professional engineer. He
really should go into the private investigation business.
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Therefore, we request that your office review these complaints.
Any further information we can provide, we will do so. I think these
men should be disciplined for this outrageous report --so damaging
and so totally without ethics.

C -- -----'cl

Cor ially,

- -0
k

Errol Fish

- - - .1 f

/

/ - - - „ .
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•A DIVISION OF MARICOPA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES

1825/1846 East Roosevelt, Phoenix, Arizona 85006

P.O. Box 2111, Phoenix, Arizona 85001

February 4, 1981

Mr. Errol Fish, President
Cogent Public Service, Inc.
590 West 96th Street
Mesa, Arizona 85207

Re: Cogent Public Service, Inc.

Dear Mr. Fish:

4 . 43

izoIA

Phone: 258-6381

' 79 '1i,o6,30:=4

On February 4, 1981 an operational inspection of your sewage treatment facility
was conducted by Public Health Engineer, Brayton Willis.

Please be advised that in our opinion all mechanical functions of the treat-
ment facility are operational to a degree considered satisfactory by this
!:epartment. Be further advised that full compliance to State regulations will
require that you submit to a certified laboratory four (4) composite sewage
samples for the purpose of examining average daily BOD and suspended solid
quantities of the influent and effluent flows. These samples should be taken
starting immediately. A date schedule for the four (4) samples should be as
follows:

February 5th or 6th, February 9th, February 18th and February 25th

The influent sample should be taken from the primary chamber and the effluent
sample should be taken from the effluent stilling well. The composite sample
should consist of quarter samples taken randomly throughout the day or using
an automatic composite sampler. In addition to the sampling, we will require
that you furnish the average ddily flow rate for the day that the sample was
taken. If satisfactory bacteriological efficiencies are recorded after the
second sample, this Department will consider that the plant is operating with-
in the intended design parpmeters.

If you have furtlier questions regarding our requirements, please contact
Brayton F. Willis, Jr., Public health Engineer, phone #258-6381, extension
366.

Very truly yours,

Gerard O'Connell, P.E., Chief
Bureau of Public Health Engineering
'FSVIF-Z, onmental Services

N:GOC:sh

Cary A CAllith, Arizona Corporation Commission
Ash Madhok, P.E., Public Health Engineer
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A r i z o n a  T e s t i n g La  b o r a t o r i e s

817 West Madison • Phoenix, Arizona 85007 • Telephone 254 6181

Cogent Corp.
590 North 96th Street
Mesa, Arizona 85207

ATTN: Mr. Ross Fish

Wastewater

eivedl 2/13/81

mined by: Same

Mat ked:

Date:

- / O - O

February 20, 1981
February 19, 1981

I. di). Nu. HOT)

Sampled over 12 hour period,
2/1 2/ 81 , Sampled at Cogent
Corp. (See above address)

REPORT OF LABORATORY TESTS

Influent Effluent

BOD, 5 day, mg/L 240 * l t 5

Total Suspended Solids, 257 11
mg/L

Test started 2/1 3/ 8 1 , 2:51 pm.

= less than

RespecOuHysubmitted,

ARIZONA TESTING LABORATORIES

- .

Steven Hankins

/(8/7 /(-,4=



For:

A r i z o n a  T e s t i n g L a b o r a t o r i e s

817 We Madison • Phoenix, Arizona 85007 • TeieptIone 254-6181

Cogent Corp.
590 North 96th Street
Mesa, Arizona 85207

ATTN: Mr. Ross Fish

mole: Wastewater

eceived: 2/19/81

Submitted by: Same

Date: February 25, 1981

Lab. No.: 0206

Marked: See Below

REPORT OF LABORATORY TESTS

Influent _
BOB, 5 day, mg/L 180

Effluent
* l t 5

Total Suspended Solids, 144 5
mg/L

NOTE: Test started 2/19/81, 4:07 pm.

*l t = less than

Respectfully submitted,

ARIZONA TESTING LABORATORIES

c 4 -(r
Steven Hankins

/

170 ( & ,- •
6-017").
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A r i z o n a  T e s t i n g  L a b o r a t o r i e s

817 West Madison • Phoenix, Arizona 85007 • Te1ephone 254-6181

Cogent Corp.
590 North 96th Street
Mesa, Arizona 85207

ATTN: Mr. Errol Fish

Date: March 10, 1931

Lob. No.: 0382

Wastewater Marked: See Bel ow

eived: 3/2/81

mined by: Same

BOB 5 day, mg/L

REPORT OF LABORATORY TESTS

Influent Effluent

89 5

Total Suspended Solids, mg/L 28 * l t 2

Test started 3/ 2/81, 3:00 pm.

* l t = less than

Respectfully submitted,

ARIZONA TESTING LABORATORIES

Steven Hankins

if----; 111&7/ 6" 2



AFFIDAVIT

C.
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1, Ross A. Fish, 1017 E. 8th St., Mesa, Ariz. 85203, hereby

write this affidavit to strenuously object to statements made by

Terry Moore and Ken Knickerbocker in a report of Sept. 16, 1981.

1.) LIFT STATION: The pump motors have been personally

lubricated by me from time to time. We do have an operators manual

and in that manual under "Maintenance Instructions" we are told:
"The pump motors are provided with pre -lubricated ball bearings which

under normal conditions require l i t t le or no maintenance and re -lubrication."
In order to avoid any pressure or damage to the bearings, I have simply

injected a small quantity of grease two or three times a year.

2.) COMMINUTOR: The oil level is regularly checked by me at

least once a month. There has never been a time when i t has not been

adequately cared for.
3.) AIR COMPRESSORS: Contrary to the nonsense stated by the

engineering firm, the air filters have been personally removed and

cleaned by me personally no less often than every three to four months.

We do not have an operators manual, but we have asked factory representatives

concerning the filters and have simply had instructions to clean them

sufficiently .to keep adequate air flow. The compressors have been working

since 1975. I t is only expected that after that many years of operation
that some repairs can be expected. I have personally changed the oil
and attended to all lubrication on the compressors. The oil on the

floor is normal for the conditions. I f anything the oil receptacles
have- be-en filled more often than actually necessary and has resulted in

some waste oil on the floor.
I have had a lifetime of experience with every conceivable type

motor, engine, m'achinery you can emagine. I t doesn't take an engineer's

degree to know how to keep machinery lubricated and f i t for use.

We never have had a problem with the sewer plant and wouldn't today
except for the lack of money to keep i t up.

Signed this - day of Sept, 1981.

Ross A. Fish

I I

-

) • ,ness to Signautre •
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REPORT OF INSPECTION

OF THE

COGENT PLR LIC SERVICE CO. INC.

WASTEWATER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA

Moore Knickerbocker Jones
n d Associates Inc.

4433 N. 19th Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona •



MOORE KNICKERBOCKER JONES AND ASSOC., INC.
ENGINEERS • SURVEYORS

September 16, 1981

Utilities Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 W. Washington
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

RE: Wastewater Management System
Cogent Public Service Co., Inc.

Gentlemen:

1.*

TERRY I. mOORE, P
.mmcd,41

haNL,KNicK(Roociakrt.
WC( It(51p(47

JOE 0 ONES, R
W,ct eitsIDE4T

In fulfillment of our contract dated September 4, 1981, we have reviewed the
wastewater management system at the Cogent Public Service Co., Inc. to make
observations as to the conditions of the system with respect to its technical
adequacy in meeting Maricopa County Health Department regulations, adequacy
of system management, and to identify sources of immediate potential health
hazard.

Attached is a report on findings of the system inspection for your review and
perusal. Should you have questions as to details please contact us and we will
be pleased to respond.

Respectfully submitted,

MOORE KNICKERBOCKER JONES AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

TerF9

Ken L. Knickerbocker, P.E.

TLM/KLK:sk

Attachment

Moore, P.E.

4433 N. 19TH AVENUE • SUITE 101 709 MINGUS • SUITE 401 • P0, OX 130

PHOENIX ARIZONA 85015 • (602) 265-3776 COTTONWOOD, ARIZONA 86326 • (602) 634-5889
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INTRODUCTION

4-hel A r 1 7nnA rnrnnratinn Cnmmicsinn_ Utility
20 June , 1Y0 1 ,

.
enoaqed the services of Moore Knickerbocker Jones and- _

ciates to review the technical and operational aspects of the
'1,i'saNewater treatment plant owned and operated by the Cogent Public
Service Company Incorporated, near Apache Junction, Arizona. This
contract was extended on September 4, 1981 to include a review of
the operational and management aspects of the wastewater management

system. For clarification, the wastewater management system
includes wastewater collection, treatment, and effluent disposal.
The purpose of this report is to summarize and itemize the
findings of the two inspection trips, and to make observations as
to the condition of the system with respect to its technical
adequacy in meeting Maricopa County Health Department regulations,
adequacy of system management, and identify sources of an immediate
potential health hazard.

DEFINITION OF PROBLEM

The history of the operation of the wastewater treatment plant
owned and operated by the Cogent Public Service Company has been
tumultuous to say the least. Since the last quarter of 1974, the
Maricopa County Health Department has been inspecting the treatment
facilities and has, at each visit, found major deficiencies in the
plant's performance either mechanically or operationally. On
several occasions partially treated wastewater has been allowed to
discharge to the seepage pits. During the last year, the
mechanical equipment at the plant has been out of service,
replaced, and is again partially out of service.

INVENTORY

•Figure 1-1 shows a brief schematic of the wastewater treatment flow
scheme. Wastewater collected from the West side of the treatment
Plant is pumped to a manhole where it joins the gravity flow from
the East side. The wastewater flows through a comminutor, flow

Vversion structure, and into a 150,000 gallon aeration basin.
.low proceeds in a serpentine manner through the aeration basin
into a 9,600 gallon clarifier. Flow then proceeds through a flow
meter into a.seepage pit system for final effluent disposal.

The 1aerat'0 n system consists of four (4) high pressure -compressors
Constructed such that one common motor per pair of compressors can
asvPlY °xYgen to the aeration basin. One pair of compressors actsstandbY. Ear

h n.zQc Ltic accaulo LJQJ1L i c4Lliveu wIL“ MIA).t16j
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pumps in an attempt to keep solids in suspension.

The clarifier consists of a covered tank with wood overflow weirs.
There is no means of returning solids from the clarifier to the
aeration basin.

Figure 1-2 shows a detailed plan of the treatment plant and the
flow -through pattern.

FIELD OBSERVATIONS

Mr. Ken Knickerbocker, of Moore Knickerbocker Jones and Associates
Inc., visite the treatment plant on July 3, 1981, with members of
the Corporation Commission staff and Mr. Ross Fish, of Cogent
public Service Company,Inc., to assess the problems at the plant
and to observe and inspect the facility. The following items were
noted:

1. The comminutor has been wired for 380 volts. The main power
460 volts.

2. Aeration Basin No. 2 had a thick surface scum. No surface
movement was observed.

3. Aeration Basin No.3 pump was not operable. There was a hard,
thick scum layer on the surface of the aeration basin liquid.

4. Aeration Basin No. 4 pump was inoperable.

5. Aeration Basin No. 5 had large amounts of surface scum.

G. Aeration Basin No. 6 pump was inoperable.

7. Not surprisingly, the effluent took on a cloudy and turbid
appearance.

8' A flow measuring station located on the discharge of the
sedimentaion basin appeared to be constructed improperly and was 6)
inoperable.

9. One pair of compressors was inoperable.

10. The method of mixing (submersible pumps circulating from one
end of the tank to the other) appears to be inadequate. Inadequate

TIng was evident in all basins except the first, a relatively1 basin. Although this type of mixing is feasible in theory,
It ch-1, .De noted that it is a highly energy intensive process as
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opposed to alternate types of mixing and aerating.

Hardened scum layers on the second and third aeration basins
further confirmed inadequate mixing. In addition, such a scum
layerr - alends itself to anaerobic (septic) conditions beneath the

condition which should be avoided in an activated sludge
t%:tm t process. The ultimate result of such a condition is odorI en
problems.

12 The method of aerating the wastewater is questionable. Such a
.method, injecting compressed air into the discharge side of the

submersible mixing pump, does not lend itself to good mixing and,
therefore, intimate contact with the microorganisms is inhibited.
In most cases the flow regime in the discharge line of a
centrifugal pump is plug flow and not a completely mixed regime as
would be desirable in this case. Therefore, this is an inefficient,
energy intensive method of aerating with the probable result of
inadequate treatment of the wastewater.

13. There was no visual method of automatic surface skimming on
the sedimentation basin and, therefore, solids in the form of scum
were being discharged. Scum was also blocking the crest of several
weirs resulting in uneven overflow rates.
The basin bottom also lacked a hopper -type arrangement, indicating
inadequate sludge withdrawal ability.

Discussions with Mr. Gary Smith, of the Corporation Commission,
indicated that all pumps and compressors that were inoperable were
so due to motor failures.

On September. 9, 1931 Mr. Ken L. Knickerbocker and Mr. Terry Moore
visited the Cogent Public Service area to examine the sewage
collection network and the wastewater treatment plant to evaluate
the effectiveness of the principal operators in managing system.

A close examination of the system and questioning of Mr. Errol Fish
revealed the following:

1. An examination of the sewer mains revealed that the sewers
have never been cleaned. The manhole directly east of the plant
had 2 inches minimum of grit in the flow channel. Roaches appeared
In great numbers in every manhole that was examined. Other
manholes showed evidence of lack of sewer cleaning. Mr. Fish
verified in a verbal conversation that the sewers have never been
Cleaned and that roach control had never been practiced even though
here were numerous complaints regarding roaches within the user

area,

c0/

,. 2. The procedure used at Cogent to assure that the influent
lift station remains primed is to recirculate wastewater from the
plant to the lift station discharge line. Failure to recirculate
causes the lift station to lose prime and not function. Thisc

,°11dItion causes undue power costs. Efforts have been made by
'.70,.9.ent to contact the manufacturer to rectify the prime loss. All
efforts with the manufacturer has failed to define the problem. To

3



my knowledge a competent engineer has not been employed to define
the problem and recommend a solution.

3. Mr. Fish indicated that he has never lubricated the motors
nor does he have a factory maintenance manual for the lift station.
Mr. Fish indicated that he had the lift station service
representatives service the station in December, 1980.
Conversation with the service man indicates that he serviced that
lift station in 1979. The factory manual calls for grease every
nine to twelve months. It is apparent that that has not been
adhered to.

4. The blowers used to aerate the wastewater treatment plant
were not operable. The building had substantial amounts of oil on
the floor. A physical examination of the blower intake filter
revealed that the filter has not been cleaned since plant startup.
This was verified in conversations with Mr. Fish. Mr. Fish did not
have a maintenance manual on the blowers. Lack of cleaning causes
overheating of the air, increased amperage draw on the blower
motors, and deterioration of the blower seals.

5. The recirculation mixing pumps in the aeration basins are
never pulled for examination unless they break down. At present
only three pumps opearate.

6. Only one of the recirculation pumps that is used to keep
the lift station primed is operable.

7. There is no standby power for the lift station.

8. There is no high level alarm system on the lift station.

9. The effluent flow recorder was inoperable.

10. There was no evidence of record keeping which itemizes
serViOe of equipment, lubrication of equipment, or operational test
results.

The following photographs provide background for the conditions
observed. The photographer was Mr. Terry Moore.

4



Photo No. 1. This photograph shows a manhole that had to be
uncovered to locate the sewerline for a sewer connection. Most of ,n
the sewers in the Cogent Public Service Company area have been
constructed in an easement between lots as opposed to being
constructed in the streets.
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Photo No. 2. This photograph shows evidence of a partial blockage
in the manhole on 96th Street north of the plant. The sewer lines fil
should be cleaned periodically to prevent a buildup of solids whichaP
could plug the sewer and create an overflow of raw wastewater into
the adjacent street.

6
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Photo No..3. This photograph shows evidence of a sewer backup in a
manhole just west of the wastewater treatment plant. Since this is
the manhole that feeds the lift station and is the lowest point onir,
the present collection system, lift station failure will cause an
overflow into the street which will create a public health hazard.

7
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Photo No. 4. This photograph shows the sewage pumping station at
the headworks of the sewage treatment plant. Notice the poor
construction technique used during installation o the pumping
station. Instead of wood supports, the lift station should be
grounded and sealed around the top of the manhole. There is no
standby power to this lift station nor is there an alarm system on
the lift station.
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tato No. 5. This photograph shows the comminutor and by-pass
Station at the headworks of the treatment plant. The gate valves
have never been operated according to Mr. Errol Fish. These valves
have seized and will not allow by-passing of the comminutor in an
emergency. The comminutor motor has been wound for 380 volts
power. The main power, however, is 480 volts.
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Photo No. 8. This photograph shows one of the blower systems that
supplies air to the wastewater treatment plant. Examination of the
blower indicated that the intake filter (white cylinder in the
foreground) has never been removed and cleaned. Mr. Errol Fish
confirmed this when questioned. The filter was plugged with mud.
Lack of cleaning of the intake filter causes overheating of the
lubricaton oil, increased amperage draw on the blower motors, and
deterioraton of the blower bearings and seals.

12
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Photo No. 9. This photograph emphasizes the problems that exist
with the lack of blower system maintenance. Note the oil that has
been thrown from the blowers due to overheating. Neither blower
was operable when the site was visited on September 9, 1981.
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CONFORMANCE WITH REGULATIONS 4)

A review of the system and a review of the drawings of the plant
indicate that the system is not in conformance with the standards
of the Maricopa County Department of Health Services or the Arizona
State Department of Health Services.

The system is in violation of the standards in the following areas:

1. Engineering Bulletin No. 11, Pg 5-2, Section B states...
"All lift stations shall be equipped with an audible or visual high
level alarm system". There Is no alarm on the lift station.

2. Engineering Bulletin No. 11, Pg. 5-2, Section C states ..
"Lift stations which serve major flow areas shall be equipped with
a standby generator, shall be supplied with power by two separate
feeders from separate substations, or shall be supplied by a loop
feeder on separate transformers from a common substation." There
is no alternate power capability.

3. The clarifier loading rates do not conform to Engineering
Bulletin No. 11.

ITEM NUMBER OF LOTS SERVED -221
400 GPLPD 350 GPLPD

Surface Loading
Rate (151 SF Area)

Max. Allowable, GPDPSF
Actual, CPDPSF

490
585

475
514

Hydraulic Retention
Time - Hrs.

Minimum Allowed
Actual

4.0
2.6

4.0
2.98

Avera e Daily Flow
1000 gallons/day 88.4 77.4

4. Chapter 11 of Engineering Bulletin No.11 requires an
Operation and maintanance manual be located in a place accessible
to the operator on site. Mr. Fish indicated that no such manual
exists. Thp. _ea,

muL lueluue InLoimaLion Lrom eden equipmenzanufacturer that allows guidance in servicing and troubleshooting
ach ni-- L...L ue or equipment. No such manuals are present.

14



-

TECHNICAL REVIEW

A detailed technical review of the plant design indicates the
following:

1. The recirculation mixing pumps will not provide sufficient
velocity in the aeration basins to keep solids in suspension.
Velocities range from 0.01 fps in Aeration Basin No. 7 to 0.025 fps
in Aeration Basin No. 4. Normal velocities should be 10.5 fps.

2. The type of air injection system does not provide
sufficient oxygen to adequately treat the wastewater. Normally,
air is supplied at 1.0 pound of oxygen per pound BOD. The oxygen
transfer capability would have to exceed thirty (30) percent to
allow 60 section blowers to properly operate. Deep tanks are
normally required to acheieve this.

3. The recirculation (mixing) pumps in the aeration basin are /---\

operating off the end of the pump curve. This is what is most (2127i
likely, causing the motors to burn -out as frequently as they do.

SYSTEM MANAGEMENT

Proper preventive maintenaece goes hand -in -hand with proper utility
management. The Cogent Public Service Company, Inc. does not have
an established program which systematically manages the operation
and maintenance of the system. No regular maintenance is
practiced. This is evident by the roach problem, the deposition of
material in the sewers, and the lack of maintenance documents. The
lack of air filter cleaning on the blowers, lift station
lubri-cation schedule, and Mixing pump checking is further evidence
of a lack of interest of the operators and managers of this system.

- POTENTIAL PUBLIC HEALTH HAZARD ,-)-(

There are two areas of the wastewater management system which could
create a public health hazard in the near future.

1. Sewer roarhpq Arp 1.-rAn m i t t i c . r c TArk n fte ousting
for roach control presents an immediate health hazard.

W-4 earnre, •J--elaints by the sewer users regarding roaches have been ignored
by Cogent Public Service Company, Inc.

Manhole dusting should be implemented on semi-annual intervals.

15
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Co s ts
ranges from 10 to 12 dollars per manhole.

2. The most vulnerable point in the collection network is at
the lowest manhole in the system directly west of the treatment
plant site. Photograph 3 shows evidence of a system breakdown.
The manhole runs to the lift staton with the treatment plant site.
This lift station is extremely vulnerable as a cause of wastewater
5pi1lage at the west manhole which would create a public health
hazard. The lift station failure could be caused by one of three
methods:

I. power outage without a standby generator.

2. malfunction of the pumps through mechanical failure or
plugging. Chances of mechanical failure is proportioned to
lubricaton and preventive maintenance procedures. The less
attention that is given to lubricating or servicing the pump, the
more frequently the pumps will malfunction.

3. If the recirculation pump that allows the lift station to
operate fails, the pumps will lose prime and not pump. One
recirculation pump has already failed. It is only a matter of time
before the second pump will fail.

CONCLUSIONg
It can only be concluded that the owners and operators in the
Cogent Public Service Company, Inc. have been remiss in their
duties and responsibilities in properly managing this system. If
the present management philosophies and procedures continue, system
failure and disease transmission is emanant.

Date

Subscribed and swc

Notary Public

Moore Kni kerbocker Jones & Assoc. Inc.

n V
A.

resident

efore me this/46th, ci,y of September, 1981.

( e to

-My Commission Expires Aug. 17.19841

16

if"‘



STRATTON & ASSOCIATES
202 FIFTH STREET

SAFFORD. ARIZONA 85546

(602) 428-6771

Bxkice E. Rosenhan
State of Arizona
Board of Technical Registration
1645 W. Jefferson
Suite 315 .
Phoenix, Az. 85007

RE: No. C101-79 and C39-60

October 15, 1981

Dear Mr. Rosenhan
Enclosed please find 3 copies of the Decision by Consent, and a check

for $250.00.
The person that I have selected to conduct a peer review is Todd Rockwell

L.S.4021, 3006 North 38th Street, Phoenix, Arizona 85018.
I am also enclosing another copy of the Revised Record of Survey.

Please note that the re -survey was made and recorded long before I was ordered
to do so by the Board.

Upon acceptance by the Board of the Decision by Consent, please send
copies of all related documents.

Sincerely

David A. Stratton

p.s/ep
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ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION •
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Branch_ _ _

APPLICATION FEES

_ Bank Transit #

EXAMINATION FEES

50.00 0 75.00 0 ENGINEERS ETC. ARCHITECTS • LANDSCAPE ARCH
15.00 D 15.00 0 20.00 D 30.00 0 Hist. I i p Port 1 20 0 Port 3 45 0Assayer Di Part 1 0 AIT 94 0 . Struc. I I 0 Part 2 20 0 Port 4 45 0Architect 0 Part 2 0 En- 25 0 Mat. & Meth. I i D ,Engineer 0 _

Part 3 0 G1T 25 0 Env. Cont. 11 0 ,
Geologist - 0 Port 4 0 LA1T 65 0 Design 50 0Landscape Arch. 0 Part 5 n Prof. 70 0Land Suri,eyor 0 Port 6 0In -Training 0 •

;MISCELLANEdUS -
At PHA Roster 0 Numerical Roster 0

Ann, Rpt. U Other 0 .............................. Amount $ ..............................

i LI A. StraLLeu CiLit-
1

Initial Exam 0
Re -exam

TOTAL AMOUNT RECEIVED $. VA • 00
,

By .............................................



CENTRAL CHAPTER
ARIZONA SOCIETY O F PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERS

PHOENIX. ARIZONA

°MAL
¶y OF

E R =
MERMEN

November 4, 1981

Ms. Judi Ross
State Board of Technical Registration
1645 West Jefferson, #315
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear Ms. Ross:

This i s to suggest an addition to your draft rules that will clarify
them and which should serve to reduce concern in the engineering
community about the intent of the rules.

I t is recommended that the following preamble be added to the section
of the rules dealing with engineering branches:

"Engineering branches establish special expertise. They are
not intended to restrict, limit, or evaluate the practice
of any registrant, nor to establish requirements concerning
which discipline can be retained as principal on any type
of project."

Sincerely,

Allan F. Samue
President

AFS/sin

Cl:1

s, P.E.



ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

REGULAR MEETING

DECEMBER 4, 1981

MINUTES

The regular quarter -annual meeting of the State Board of Technical Registration, held
t the Engineering Center, Room G-145, Arizona State University, Tempe, Arizona was

Called to order by Chairman Charles E. O'Bannon at 9:30 am.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Charles E. O'Bannon, Chairman
Jimmie R. Nunn, Vice -Chairman
W. S. Gookin, Secretary
Silas C. Brown, Member
Hector C. Durand, Member
Patricia J. Finley, Member
Stewart R. Palmer, Member
John B. Riggs, Member

ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE Gary L. Sheets, Assistant Attorney General

STAFF:

OTHERS:

I. EXECUTIVE SESSION

Judi E. Ross, Executive Director
Bruce Rosenhan, Enforcement Officer
Margaret Holmes, Administrative Secretary

Joyce Smith
Eleanor Smith, AIA
William Sawyer
Mr. Drapples
Jeri Kishiyama, Attorney Risk Management.

It was moved by Mr. Gookin and seconded by Mr. Riggs that the Board enter
executive session to hear investigative reports and seek advice of counsel.
Motion carried. The Board returned from executive session at 11:30 am. to
resume the regular meeting.

ENFORCEMENT AND LEGAL ACTION

C19-80 BTR vs. Jim Smets, Land Surveyor #6975
C61-80 BTR vs. Engineering and Surveying of Arizona

It was moved by Ms. Finley and seconded by Mr. Earley that the
caseibe closed. Motion carried.

C56-80

C99-80

BTR vs. Tri-Andria Design Corporation, Inc.

It was moved by Ms. Finley and seconded by Mr. Gookin that the
case be closed. Motion carried.

BTR vs. David K. Weeks, Land Surveyor #11370 and Civil Engineer fl160:

It was moved by Ms. Finley and seconded by Mr. Riggs that staff
check with county attorney regarding the case, presenting him with
information the Board has, and review again in six months. Motion
carried.



c100-80

C05-81

C13-81

BTR vs. William A. Ramsey, Civil Engineering #6312

It was moved by Ms. Finley and seconded by Mr. Riggs that the
registrant be placed on three months probation, be fined $100, and at
the end of probation be required to give an oral presentation to the
Advisory Committee on any two of the four publications recommended.
Motion carried.

BTR vs. James A. Brown, Land Surveyor #10045 and Civil Engineer #11292

It was moved by Ms. Finley and seconded by Mr. Riggs that the case be
closed. Motion carried.

BTR vs. Donald L. Ziemba, Civil Engineer #10301

It was moved by Ms. Finley and seconded by Mr. Riggs that the case be
closed. Motion carried.

III. REPORT OF RULES AND BY-LAWS COMMITTEE

Ms. Ross reported on the time table for submittal of rules to the Governor's
Committee and Secretary of State. Mr. Nunn will be calling a meeting in the near
future of the Rules Committee. It was recommended that both Mr. Gookin and Ms.
Finley be added to the Rules Committee. The Committee to be composed of Chairman,
Mr. Nunn, Mr. Brown, Mr. Earley, Mr. Gookin and Ms. Finley. It was moved by Mr.
Earley and seconded by Mr. Gookin that the Rules Committee proceed to a rules
submittal in its briefest form, that all other material be removed and that the
rules be put into its very simple form. Motion failed. It was moved by Mr.
Durand and seconded by Mr. Earley that the word "land" in land surveying should
be deleted from the civil engineering section. Motion failed.

It was moved by Mr. Earley that the rules committee proceed to a rules subm
in its briefest form; that all other material be preserved and written into
individual policy documents for presentation and adoption by the Board. Mr. Gookin
seconded the motion. Motion failed. Mr. Durand abstained. 4-3.

The Board reviewed a number of other suggested changes and authorized the Rules
Committee to make necessary changes to clean-up draft #4.

REPORT OF LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE

The report was discussed by the Board and the following actions were taken: A.
ARS 32-101: A motion by Mr. Palmer and seconded by Mr. Riggs that the words
'bona fide employee" should be taken out of the draft legislation and included
i n the rules. Motion carried.
B. ARS 32-122 (new): I t was moved by Mr. Gookin and seconded by Ms. Finley
that experience credited by the Board must be attained under the direct super-vision of a professional architect, engineer, etc. who i s actively and lawfully
Practicing in the category in which the applicant i s seeking registration.
Motion passed. The Board discussed the draft and received input from the public.
Mr. Riggs the Chairman entertained a motion from Mr. Palmer, seconded by
ex F°ggs, to amend the previous motion to permit one year of creditable
thee i ence to be gained under a registrant in another discipline regulated by

Board. Motion carried.

V.
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ARS 32-124: The Board discussed fees charged by the Board for the different
C.ams and services rendered. The Board agreed to amend ARS 32-124 to provide
esPecific dollar limitations on application and examination fees and to provide
for recovery of costs.
D ARS 32-126: Ms. Finley moved to strike the last part of 32-126 beginning with

... and ending with "rules". Seconded by Mr. Riggs. Motion carried. The
effect of the motion was to delete the proposed provision for registration without
examination for those legally exempted or practicing their professions in states
without registration. I t was moved by Ms. Finley and seconded by Mr. Riggs that
the Board approve the language on sub -paragraph 2 of the new proposal relating to
recognition of national certificates. Motion carried. It was moved by Mr. Nunn
and seconded by Mr. Brown to adopt language providing that an individual
registered in another state for 10 years may be granted registration without
examination. Motion carried. I t was moved by Mr. Nunn and seconded by Mr. Brown
that if an applicant has been actively engaged in the category for at least 16
years and meets all other requirements for registration specified by the Board in
its rules, he be granted registration without examination. Motion defeated, I t
was moved by Mr. Gookin and seconded by Mr. Nunn to amend proposed subsection B
to allow waiver of the in -training exam i f the applicant has satisfactory
experience. The motion was amended to include "graduation from an accreditated
school" and thus to read: "The Board may waive the in -training examination for
an applicant who has graduated from a school and curriculum approved by the
Board as of satisfactory standing, provided, in addition, the applicant has
actively engaged in the practice of his discipline for at least eight years."
The motion was further amended by Mr. Gookin to require for 12 years of active
engagement after graduation. Mr. Nunn accepted the amendments. Motion carried.
E. ARS 32-106: It was moved by Mr. Gookin and seconded by Mr. Nunn that
language be drafted to authorize the employment of such personnel that may be
necessary. Motion carried.

V. REPORT OF THE EVALUATION COMMITTEES:

A. Architectural Evaluation Committees A and B: I t was moved by Mr. Nunn and
seconded by Ms. Finley that the report of the Architectural Evaluation
Committees A and B (pp,55cf-5340) be adopted and implemented, with the following
amendments: 1. that the names shown on the addendum, #6 (A) (p ) be
included as noted (8 under "examinations", 1 under "denials") and 2. that,
in addition, the names of Johnson, Cruckmeyer and Marks be added to the
list of those admitted to examinations A and B. Motion carried.

Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee C: It was moved by Mr. Earley
and seconded by Mr. Nunn that the report of the Landscape Evaluation Committee
C (1)54 4 ) be adopted and implemented, with the following amendments: (1) that
the name shown on the addendum, #6 (8) (11) 37#) be added to the report as
noted (grant); and (2) that action on the application of Courtland Price Paul
be deferred, pending receipt of advice from the Attorney General on the
interpretation of ARS 32-126. Motion carried.

Engineering, Assaying and Geology Committees A, B, and C: It was moved by
Mr. Nunn and seconded by Mr. Gookin that the report of the Engineering,
Assaying and Geology Committees A, B, and C (apt-341-0-3A) be adopted and
implemented, with the following amendments and notations: (1) that the

yaplications of John Barnaby, Hironmoy Banerjee, Victor Robeson, Barton
llace and Melvin Kohn be deferred, pending receipt of advice from the

4- -aLcorney General on the interpretation of ARS 32-126, (2) that the appeal

B.

C.



D.

of Mr. Ratay be denied and that the Board reaffirm its previous action of
denying his application for failure to meet the requirements of the Board
within a reasonable length of time; (3) that action on Mr. Mankes applica-
tion be deferred pending receipt of information from Pennsylvania; (4)
that the names shown on the addendum, #6 (C), (pp 531/47.2 ) be added, as
noted (10 grant, 5 examinations, 3 denial without prejudice); and (5)
that the appeal of Gerald Orrison be accepted and that his name be added
to the report and to the grant l ist . Motion carried. Mr. Riggs and Mr. Palmer
declared conflicts of interest with regard to Mr. Robeson.
1. It was moved by Ms. Finley and seconded by Mr. Gookin that the Board

request an oral opinion from the Attorney General regarding the
interpretation of ARS 32-126, specifically whether i t can be
interpreted as substantially identical requirements at the time
registration was granted. Motion carried.

2. It was moved by Ms. Finley and seconded by Mr. Earley that the Attorney
General be requested to provide a written opinion on the same subject.
Motion carried.

3. It was moved by Mr. Gookin and seconded by Ms. Finley that the Attorney
General be requested to provide an oral opinion on the propriety of
excusing an applicant with significant experience (30 years) from the
in -training examination. Motion carried.

4. It was moved by Mr. Gookin and seconded by Mr. Riggs that the Attorney
General be requested to provide a written opinion on the same subject.
Motion carried.

VI. REGISTRATIONS GRANTED '

It was moved by Mr. Nunn and seconded by Ms. Finley that the applicants shown
on grant l ist (pp‘.30-70) and on the addendum, #d, (p 72 ) be granted registra-
tion as noted and the name Gerald Orrison be included on the addendum grant
list under "Civil Engineer" and that he be assigned registration number 14228.
Motion carried.

VII. BUDGET COMMITTEE

Ms. Ross stated that the appropriations request was submitted October 1 and
that the Board members had each been contacted by telephone regarding the
request. Mr. Earley stated that he would like to have a meeting at an early
date to make some recommendations to the Board and fi le some amendments to the
budget request and moved that such a meeting of the budget committee be held as
soon as possible. Seconded by Mr. Gookin. Motion carried.

VIII. REPORT OF THE CHAIRMAN

COMPENSATION: Dr. O'Bannon stated that Board members are entitled to compensation
not to exceed $30 a day while actually attending Board meetings or participating
in other official functions as defined by the Board. He recommended the following
Policy be adopted: that in addition to compensation for attending regular and
Special Board meetings, members may be compensated for attending any noticed
meeting of a standing, special or advisory committee to which they have been duly
appointed or at which their presence has been specifically requested by the Board
chairmana or committee chairman and the executive director. In addition, a memberm

rendered thecompensation on an hourly pro -rated bases for special services
the Board, for example: review of examinations results with applicants

When so rPni + N. ^., ' • ' " .ur . u -bannon explained tnat tne adoption of sucn a policy was



IX.

x.

necessary to define the terms and conditions of compensation and to avoid the
possibility of audit exceptions for unauthorized expenditures. He made this
as a policy statement and requested Board input on i t . It was moved by Mr. Gookin

d seconded by Mr. Earley that Board members be paid the full $30 for all
Meetings. Motion carried.

TELEPHONE USAGE: Dr. O'Bannon stated that a toll -free number for in -state calls,
1-800-352-8400, i s available and should be used.

LOBBYING: Dr. O'Bannon requested that the Board adopt a policy whereby all
lobbying on behalf of the Board be first cleared through the Chairman or the
executive director; however, he emphasized that he did not mean to suggest that
a Board member acting as a private citizen should be restricted in supporting
any legislation he or she wishes to support, but that the Board member in those
cases should clearly identify himself or herself as a private citizen, not as a
Board member. After discussion, Mr. Riggs moved that all Board members should
work together and coordinate their lobbying efforts. Ms. Finley seconded the
motion. Motion carried.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

A. Joint Committee of Reference: The Committee has continued the hearing
until December 8 since everyone had not had an opportunity to address the
Committee during the first day of hearings.

B. Cut-off date for acceptance of applications: Staff continues to have
problems with late applications. Mr. Nunn moved that 45 days prior to a
regular Board meeting be established as a cut-off for completion of
applications. Mr. Earley seconded the motion. Motion carried. Ms. Ross
explained that forms and notices would have to be adjusted before cut-off
could be implemented.

C. Personnel Up -grades: Ms. Ross discussed the deliberations with State
Personnel over position up -grades. She noted that Personnel had agreed
to reclassify one Examiner Technician I position to an Examiner Technician
I I and that she was awaiting action on the Investigator position.
Geology Examinations: Ms. Ross recommended that the Board reaffirm the
decision to establish a committee to evaluate and re -write the geology
examinations. The Board reaffirmed its previous action and asked Ms. Ross
to implement the policy.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

D.

A.

B.

C.

Advisory Committee Appointments: Due to the late hour, the Board deferred
action on the appointments until the next meeting.

Bonnie Bartak Contract: Mr. Earley wanted to know the status of the contract
and i f Ms. Bartak was being used to provide public information. Ms. Ross
stated that she hoped to handle the public information function in-house.

Land Surveyor Litigation: Mr. Riggs stated that Ms. Finley had left and he
and Mr. Durand would offer two motions, authored by Ms. Finley, regarding
the Land Surveyor litigation:
1. It was moved by Mr. Riggs and seconded by Mr. Durand that, with respect

to the Land Surveyor litigation, the Board receive copies of the opening
brief, response and reply brief and copies of the judge's decision, 1 f
in writing. Motion carried.
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2 It was moved by Mr. Durand and seconded by Mr. Gookin that only the
• substantive issue of whether the Board has the statutory authority to

blanket test land surveyors be addressed in the Board's answering brief
and in any oral arguments before the court - any procedural arguments
are not to be raised. Motion carried.

NEW BUSINESS

Board meet i ngs: It was moved by Mr. Nunn and seconded by Mr. Durand that the
following meeting dates and locations be set for 1982:

1. March 5, 1982 - Tucson
2. June 4, 1982 - Phoenix
3. September 10, 1982 - Flagstaff
4. December 3, 1982 - Tempe (ASU)

XII. PUBLIC COMMENT

Public comment had been accepted throughout the meeting.

XIII. ADJOURNMENT:

It was moved by Mr. Nunn and seconded by Mr. Gookin that the meeting be
adjourned. Motion carried. Approximately 7:00 pm.
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TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Board of Technical Registration

Architectural Evaluation Committee "A" and "B"

Evaluation of Applicants

Atiochmen4 A

The Architectural Evaluation Committee B met on November 17, 1981, in
Phoenix, Arizona, and Committee A met on November 18, 1981, in Tucson,
Arizona, with the following members Present:

November 17, 1981 - Jimmie Nunn, Silas Brown, and C. E. 01Bannon
November 18, 1981 - John B. Riggs, Hector Durand and Stewart R. Palmer

The following applicants satisfied the committee they are fully qualified
(including the treatise on seismic forces) to receive architectural
registration in Arizona under A.R.S. 32-123.A and A.R.S. 32-126, and
are hereby recommended for registration:

1.

Barancik, Richard Morton
Beitz, William Joseph, Jr.
Bergner, Paul Thomas
Bradburn, James H.
Collier, Garth
Collins, William Wayne
Contopoulos, Marios A.
Cox, Thomas Philip
Dickens, William B.
Fentress, Curtis Worth
Franklin, George W.
Griffin, Charles O.
Huettenrauch, Clarence
Kunihiro, George Takehiko
Liebig, Hans J.

81-720
81-541
81-648
81-754
81-505
81-393
81-615
81-531
81-716
81-755
81-694
81-798
81-687
81-595
81-463

Millsap, John Edgar
Mims, William Edward
Moles, Clifford Wayne
Morgan, Patrick Olen
Moriarty, Gary Steven
Overpeck, Warren Frazier
Paddon, Jack Arthur
Ruliffson, Ralph R.
Stearns, Leland W.
Tang, Jarvis
Werner, David Earl

81-819
81-697
81-284
81-657
81-721
81-704
81-540
81-800
81-774
81-671
81-626

2. The following applicants need demonstration of additional evidence of their
proficiency (A.R.S. 32-123.0, and i t i s recommended to the Board that these
individuals be held for written examinations in December 1981, and June,
1982:

Ahuero, Robert L.
Andros, Stephen John
Beach, Richard A.
Bender, Shirley
Benton, Jon Michael
Bollogh, Richard William
Casey, George H., I I
Chonka, John E.
Christensen, Alan Robert
Cooper, Clifford B.
Coor, Roger Bryan
Craig, William F.
Gallegos, Philip Robert
Goldstein, Gene
Gould, John Willard
Graham, Bradley H.

81-624
81-487
81-575
81-792
81-707
81-534
81-810
81-623
81-679
81-630
81-731
81-625
81-666
81-686
81-640
81-654

Prof. A,B and
Prof. B
Prof. A,B and Qual. A,B,C,D
Prof. A,B
Prof. B
Prof. B
Prof. B
Prof. B
Prof. B
Prof. B
Prof. B
Prof. B
Prof. B
Prof. B
Prof. A,B
Prof. A,B and Qual. B
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2. Continued....

Gualda, Fred Hernan 81-695 Prof. A,B
Harrison, John Stanley 81-655 Prof. B
Heger, John Harold 81-561 Prof. A,B
Hessenius, Phillip Jon 81-414 Prof. A,B
Kennedy, Glenn Ray 81-529 Qual. B and Prof. A
Kessler, Helen Joyce 81-506 Prof. B
Lai, Eric Siu-Hong 81-757 Prof. A,B
Lara, Robert G. 81-780 Prof. B
Larsen, William Frederick 81-703 Prof. B
Lonchar, Wayne M. 81-739 Prof. B
Ludwig, John P. 81-629 Prof. B
Magness, Bobby Lee 81-592 Prof. B
Manross, John C. 81-647 Prof. B and Qual. A
Masse, Paul H. 81-495 Prof. B
Meyer, James C.M. 81-696 Prof. A,B
Montello, James Randall 81-682 Prof. B
Murphy, Neil E. 81-639 Prof. B
Murray, Susan Gayle 81-596 Prof. A,B
Oliver, Brian D. 81-719 Prof. A,B
Palmer, Gerald Richard 81-667 Prof. B
Parks, Karyn Ann 81-675 Prof. B
Pickard, Michael James 81-676 Prof. B
Porter, Marley Ervin 81-759 Prof. B
Pruneau, Michael J. 81-689 Prof. A,B
Rodriguez, Tony F. 81-627 Prof. B
Sarela, Rahib Siraj 81-509 Prof. B
Taylor, William R. 81-691 Prof. A,B
Thomas, Abraham 81-752 Prof. A,B
Wagner, Paul Walter 81-737 Prof. B
Wedding, Randy J. 81-628 Prof. A,B
Wulf, Verner W. 81-622 Prof. B
Young, Jerry Irving 81-738 Prof. B

3. The following applicants were reviewed by the Committee, and i t was
determined that their applications should be denied for lack of experience
urrder A.R.S. 32-122.A, indicating the number of months needed:

Markling, Gregory J. 81-535 14 months
Pignetti, Joseph Martin 81-536 15 months



1.

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Board of Technical Registration

Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee "C"

Evaluation of Applicants

Ai+cichment

The Landscape Architectural Evaluation Committee C met November 19, 1981,
in Phoenix, Arizona, with the following members present:

November 19, 1981 - Wayne 0. Earley, W. S. Gookin & Patricia Finley

The following applicants, having satisfied the Committee they are fully
qualified to receive registration in Arizona under A.R.S. 32-123.A
and A.R.S. 32-126 are hereby recommended for registration:

Hadfield, R. Dale
Taylor, Dennis Michael
Weedon, Daniel L.
Winkler, Bradley A.

"Rich,..e‘d 4:

81-597
81-542
81-619
81-631

78'
2. The following applicants need demonstration of additional evidence of

their proficiency (A.R.S. 32-123.0, and i t i s recommended to the Board
that these individuals be held for the examinations in June, 1982:

Fernandez, Joseph Ferriera 81-728 Parts A,B,C,D
Raul, -Co-u-tl-a-nist P-r-i-ee 81- -600- Pa-rts -A
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TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Amochmen+ c

Board of Technical Registration

Engineering, Assaying and Geology Committees "A" "B" and "C"

Evaluation of Applicants

The Committees met on November 17 and 19, 1981, in Phoenix, Arizona, and
on November 18, 1981, in Tucson, Arizona, with the following members present:

November 17, 1981 - C. E. O'Bannon, Silas Brown and Jimmie Nunn
November 18, 1981 - Stewart R. Palmer, Hector Durand and John B. Riggs
November 19, 1981 - W. S. Gookin, Wayne Earley and Patricia Finley

1. The following applicants, having satisfied the Committee they are fully
qualified to receive registration in Arizona under A.R.S. 32-123.A and
A.R.S. 32-126, are hereby recommended for registration:

CHEMICAL ENGINEERING
Zabban, Walter 81-786

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Axten, Gregory Wayne 81-453
Bowker, Margaret Fae 81-411
Cangiano, Vincent Mauro 81-765
Carpita, James Bryan 81-573
Couch, William Thomas 81-562
Danos, Vlassios Constantine 81-599
Delarose, Ronald Richard 81-554
Dondanville, Laurence A. 81-645
Eckhoff, Gerald Julius 81-723
Garcia, Joseph John 81-486
Grendell, Eric Allen 81-546
Hall, James Dart 81-547
Harrison, John R. 81-038
Haslup, John G. 81-673
Heinen, Elwyn Victor 81-405
Hemesath, Michael Joseph 81-570
Liang, Wen-Sheng 81-339
Lochner, Harry William Jr. 81-611
McMullen, William B. 81-572
Magowan, Georg Stanley 81-571
Mancini, William B. 81-524
Mikitowicz, Walter M. 81-674
Mirsky, Melvin 81-480
Nielsen, George Valdemar 81-589
Paulsgrove, Gene Alan 81-338
Preul, Herbert C. 81-253
Rogers, John B. 81-678
Sacan, Ronald Bulado 81-515
Tansley, Roger Stewart 81-662
Tanenbaum, Ronald J. 81-649
Thorpe, Lynn R. 81-582
van Zyl, Dirk J.A. 81-552
Wilding, David Malin 81-383
Youngs, Jack R. 81-793

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Burnside, Mars
Hansen, Thomas Noble
Helser, Fred Daniel, Jr.
Howe, Wyatt Stephen
Lodolo, Lawrence Angelo
Lydecker, Warm n M.
Owens, Steven Thomas
Reiss, William K.
Safiullah, Abu Khaled Md.

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Bernhardt, Richard Paul
Collins, Thomas Henry
Duzy, Albert F., Sr.
Klement, Charles Arthur
Madsen, Wayne Kent
Rowland, George Evan
Williams, Terrell Wayne

MINING ENGINEERING
Versaw, Ronald Earl

STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING
Ems, Rodney Martin
Grayner, George H.
Hoffman, Edward S.
Johnson, James Raymond
Shell, William Orchard

ASSAYING
Connell, John Michael
Crook, Robert George

GEOLOGY
Metzler, Donald Richard

81-652
81-470
81-528
81-435
81-518
81-712
81-594
81-325
81-660

81-332
81-613
81-563
31-574
81-434
81-567
81-455

81-736

81-551
81-632
81-533
81-466
81-705

81-730
81-518

81-499



r,,mmittee recommends the following applicants receive registration
2. !Hein Arizona under A.R.S. 32-101.A and A.R.S. 32-123.A and are hereby

recommended for registration:

Barnaby, John F.
Banerjee, Hironmoy
Robeson, Victor Eugene
Wallace, Barton B., Jr.

81-400
81-297
81-416
81-460

Mechanical Engineer
Electrical Engineer
Electrical Engineer
Mechanical Engineer

deferred, pending
advice from the
Attorney General

3. The Committee recommends full Board review of the following applicant:
deferred, pending

Kohn, Melvin J. 81-656 Civil Engineer advice from the
Attorney General

4. The following applicants need demonstration of additional evidence of their
proficiency (A.R.S. 32-123.8), and i t i s recommended to the Board that these
individuals be held for examinations as indicated:

CHEMICAL ENGINEERING
Cummings, Charles M.

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Benally, Raymond
Bhesania, Marazban Jalejar
Doell, Richard William
Griess, Steven Allan
Hotchkiss, Donald LeRoy,Jr.
Lundgren, Samuel Gustaf
Robinson, Frank Clarence
Von Pein, Richard Thomas

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Farber, Victor Lawrence
Johnson, James S.

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Dugan, Patrick W.
Henry Robert W.

METALLURGICAL ENGINEERING
Hillman, Harry F.

STRUCTURAL ENGPNEERING
Mabin, Clarence Lee
Mancini, William B.
Schmid, Gregory Scott
Show, Jesse
Turton, Robert Davis

GEOLOGY
Jones, James George
Wold, Paul Donald

81-653

81-646
81-512
81-560
81-523
81-579
81-559
81-522
81-590

81-492
81-383

81-617
81-601

81-718

81-421
81-443
81-568
81-581
81-583

81-537
81-498

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

Parts
Parts
Parts
Parts
Parts
Parts
Parts
Parts

3 and 4
3 and 4
3 and 4
3 and 4
3 and 4
3 and 4
1, 2, 3 and 4
3 and 4

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4

Parts 5 and 6
Parts 5 and 6
Parts 5 and 6
Parts 5 and 6
Parts 3, 4, 5 and 6

Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4
Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4



4.,,11nwind applicants were reviewed by the Committee, and it was
5.

int 1,! , --. .., _,.
determined that their applications should be denied for lack of
experience under A.R.S. 32-122.A, indicating the number of years needed:

CIVIL ENGINEER
HansenTTFOlii-s- Noble 81-476 7 years
Siegfried, Jack Allison 81-591 1 year

GEOLOGIST
17einiTaTTI-ames Joseph 81-604 2 years

6. The following applicant was denied by the Board at their September 18, 1981
meeting for failure to complete the requirements of the Board within a
reasonable length of time and his letter of appeal i s attached:

Robert T. Ratay 80-616 Structural Engineer 3 appeal denied

The following applicant was reviewed by the Committee at its November 18, 1981
meeting and registration was recommended pending: (1) verification of
registration status from California and Pennsylvania and (2) clarification
by the Board of its policy regarding "valid and subsisting certificates of
registration (ARS 32-126). The applicant holds a valid and subsisting
certificate of registration from Pennsylvania (apparently obtained through
reciprocity - verification i s pending), but his original state of registration
was California. His California registration has lapsed for nonpayment, and
California has verbally informed staff that he must be re-examined to regain
registration there. The question is whether the applicant meets the
requirement for registration by reciprocity of holding a "valid and subsisting
certificate of registration issued by another state or foreign country which
has requirements for registration substantially identical to those of this
state..."?

Jack A. Mankes
deferred, pending

81-362 Mechanical Engineer ç receipt of information
from Penn.
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Severud
Perrone
Szegezdy
cturni- --
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C.

485 Fifth Avenue • Now York, New York 10017 • (212) 986-3700

September 28, 1981

Re: #3234

State of Arizona
Board of Technical Registration
1645 W. Jefferson, Suite 315
Phoenix, ARizona 85007

Attention: Ms. Judi Ross, Executive Director

Gentlemen:

Partners
fibor
Allred J Petrone
Werner C Storm

Fred Sever
Ronald C Denger

John J Cryan

Consultants
Fred N Severod
Or Robed T
Julian J Karp

Associate Partners
Richard J Genova
alliamGerber
Edward M Messina
John A Mile,
Tibor Van

I just received your letter of September 18, 1981, informing me
that my application for professional engineering registration was
denied due to my "failure to complete the requirements of the
Board within a reasonable length of time."

I had my personal audience with the Engineering Evaluation Com-
mittee on November 19, 1980. I was directed to take the written
examinations of Parts 5 and 6. I was not aware that there was a
time limit for taking the examinations.

At the time of last April's examination I was abroad on a project
and on October 29, the date of the next written examination, I
will again be overseas on a project.

_
I request the Board to allow me the opportunity of completing
the requirements by taking the Parts 5 and 6 written examinations
on the next possible date.

Very truly yours;

SEVERUD-PERRONE-SZEGEZDY-STURM

/
Dr. Robert T. Ratay

rtr :ek

11c
Avenue P

.itwt Jersey 07023 • Tel (201)322-6860.Twx: 710-5816129 SEVERUD EG NYK • CabIe SEvERuDENG NEW YOlth:
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GRANTED REGISTRATION

ARCHITECT

Barancik, Richard Morton
Beitz, William Joseph Jr.
Bergner, Paul Thomas
Bradburn, James H.
Collier, Garth
Collins, William Wayne
Contopoulos, Marios A.
Cox, Thomas Philip
Dickens, William B.
Fentress, Curtis Worth
Franklin, George W.
Griffin, Charles O.
Huttenrauch, Clarence
Kunihiro, George Takenhiko
Liebig, Hans J.
Millsap, John Edgar
Mims, William Edward
Moles, Clifford Wayne
Morgan, Patrick Olen
Moriarty, Gary Steven
Overoeck, Warren Frazier
Paddon, Jack Arthur
Ruliffson, Ralph R.
Stearns, Leland W.
Tang, Jarv i s
Werner, David Earl

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT

Hadfield, R. Dale
Taylor, Dennis Michael
Weedon, Daniel L. -
Winkler, Bradley A.

CHEMICAL ENGINEER

Zabban, Walter

14223
14224
14225
14226
14227
14228
14229
14230
14231
14232
14233
14234
14235
14236
14237
14238
14239
14240
14241
14242
14243
14244
14245
14246
14247
14248

14249
14250
14251
14252

A-Har.-hment D

CIVIL ENGINEER

Axten, Gregory Wayne
Bowker, Margaret Fae
Cangiano, Vincent M.
Carpita, James B.
Couch, William T.
Danos, Vlassios C.
Delarose, Ronald R.
Dondanville, Laurence A.
Eckhoff, Gerald J.
Garcia, Joseph J.
Grendell, Eric A.
Hall, James D.
Harrison, John R.
Haslup, John G.
Heinen, Elwyn V.
Hemesath, Michael J.
Liang, Wen-Sheng
Lochner, Harry W., Jr.
McMullen, William B.
Magowan, George S.
Mancini, William B.
Mikitowicz, Walter M.
Mirsky, Melvin
Nielsen, George V.
Paulsgrove, Gene A.
Preul, Herbert C.
Rogers, John B.
Sacan, Ronald B.
Tansley, Roger S.
Tanenbaum, Ronald J.
Thorpe, Lynn R.
Van Zyl, Dirk J.A.
Wilding, David M.
Youngs, Jack R.

ELECTRICAL
Ort-ison, 6er q ld

14253 deferred- V.-- • *-- • —
Burnside, Mars
Hansen, Thomas N.
Helser, Fred D., Jr.
Howe, Wyatt S.
Lodolo, Lawrence A.
Lydecker, Warren M.
Owens, Steven T.

4254
4255
4256
4257
4258
4259
4260
4261
4262
4263
4264
4265
4266
4267
4268
4269
4270
4271
4272
4273
4274
4275
4276
4277
4278
4279
4280
4281
4282
4283
4284
4285
4286
4287

rid Wg

14289
14290
14291
14292
14293
14294
14295



page 14

ELECTRICAL (CONT'T)

Reiss, William K.
K,

Safiullah, Abu

MECHANICAL

2-34471.143-11
Bernhardt, Richard
Collins, Thomas H.
Duzy, Albert F., Sr.
Klement, Charles
Madsen, Wayne K.
Rowland, George E.

14296

14298

14300
14301
14302
14303
14304
14305

Williams, Terrell W. 14307

MINING

Versaw, Ronald E. 14308

STRUCTURAL

Ems, Rodney M.
Crayner, Geroge H.
Hoffman, Edward S.
Johnson, James R.
Shell, William O.

ASSAYER

Connell, John Ni.
Crook, Robert G.

14309
14310
14311
14312
14313

14314
- 14315

GEOLOGIST

Metzler, Donald R. 14316

-deferred

deferred

- deferred

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING

Alexander-Frutschi,
Beltran, Raymond E.
Blackford, Robert
Campbell, James D.
Collins, James F.
Chalmers, Mark S.
Cavanaugh, Timothy
Cunningham, William
Drake, Thomas
Donnelly, Dale C.
Flick, Matthew Wayne
Hatcher, Stephen R.
Hoffman, Peter D.
Hubbard, Michael G.
Julian, Ronald G.
Kempner, Alan
Knaak, Carl Ralph
Koski, Paul J.
Lubbe, James N.
Lauger, John B.
McMahon, Daniel E.
McDonnell, David I .
Muffly, Chris J.
Mills, James
Nguyen, Phong Dang
Navratil, Richard D.
Nichol, Richard
Norton, R. Steve
Paisola, Valerie
Pflum, Mark E.
Peterson, David S.
Ramirez, Samuel A.
Reigel, John P.
Robertson, Joanna Ni.
Roknich, Mark
Royer, Duane R.
Talbert, Paul B.
Udall, Sidney P.
Vercauteren, Kenneth
Watson, John Earl
Waterson, Charles
Welp, Katherine
Zappia, Gino Francis

Marc 2527
2528
2529
2530
2531
2532
2533
2534
2535
2536
2537
2538
2539
2540
2541
2542
2543
2544
2545
2546
2547
2548
2549
2550
2551
2552
2553
2554
2555
2556
2557
2558
2559
2560
2561
2562
2563
2564
2565
2566
2567
2568
2569



A.

ADDENDUM TO AGENDA OF DECEMBER 4, 1981

REPORT OF THE EVALUATION COMMITTEES (Page 2 of Agenda)

To the Architectural Evaluation Report add the following applicants
to No. 2 (examinations):
Johnson, Robert P. 81-680 Prof. A, B
Campos, Xavier S. 81-714 Prof. A,B
Cawley, Sherman, I I 81-794 Prof. A,B
Click, Larry James 81-322 Prof. B
Harris, Jon McAllister 81-576 Prof. B
Jordan ,Arthur M., Jr. 81-828 Prof. A,B Marks, Randall J. 81-770
Mullins, Paul Michael 81-683 Prof. B Prof. A, B
Schmitt, Daniel L. 81-698 Prof. A,B
Singer, Robert Pierce 81-684 Prof. B
Kruchmeyer, Korey 81-769 Prof. A,B
To the same report add the following applicant to No. 3 (denials):

Meigs, James Burrell, I I I 81-277 13 months

B. To the Landscape Architectural Report add the following applicant
to No. 1 (granted):

Price, Richard Alan 81-784

C. To the Engineering, Assaying & Geology Report add the following
applicants to No. 1 (granted):

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Clark, William R.
Decker, Dale S.
Harvie, Donald Warren
Petroelke, Robin Lee
Roberts, George Cooper

-ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Becherer, Robert J.r
Mikulich, Victor E.

81-805
81-788
81-672
81-545
81-690

81-380
81-831

To the same.report add the following

CIVIL ENGINEERING
Palma, Raul B. 81-504
Brightly, Leonard I . 81-602

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
Gerlach, Dennis Wayne

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Buck, Gregory Allen
Worley, Roger Dale

81-746

81-742
81-692

MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Sutherland, Jeff L.

MINING ENGINEERING
Strid, Eldon DualT6

ASSAYER
Trujillo, Julio

81-699

81-663

81-475

applicants to No. 4 (examinations):

Parts I , 2, 3 and 4
Parts 1, 2, 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4

Parts 3 and 4
Parts 3 and 4



DENDUM TO AGENDA - Continued
cember 4, 1981

Add No.

Add

8. The following applicants should be denied registration
with neither prejudice nor refund at their own request:

Berthot, Charles A.
Lawrence, William, Jr.
Neville, Augustus, I I I

78-435
79-381
81-248

Civil Engineer
Electrical Engineer
Structural Engineer

No. 9. The following applicant was denied registration as a Civil
Engineer by the Board at their February 22, 1980 meeting for
lack of experience of a character satisfactory to the Board,
and his letter of appeal i s attached.

Orrison, Gerald K.

Add the following applicants

ASSAYER

Trujillo, Julio

CIVIL ENGINEER

Clark, William R.
Decker, Dale S.
Harvie, Donald Warren
Petroelke, Robin Lee
Roberts, George Cooper
Orrison, Gerald K.

ELECTRICAL ENGINEER

14318

14319
14320
14321
14322
14323
14228

Becherer, Robert J. 14324
Mikulich, Victor E. 14325

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT

Price, Richard Alan 14326

UNFINSHED BUSINESS _

Disposition Of Litigation - Pat Finley

02965 Civil Engineer
appeal granted
add to granted
l ist

for granting of registration:

MECHANICAL ENGINEER

Sutherland, Jeff L. 14327

MINING ENGINEER

Strid, Eldon Duane 14328

ENGINEER -IN -TRAINING

England, Leonard J.
Flynn, William
Meching, Charles S.
Pearson, Chet Lloyd
Reaves, William T. I I I

2572
2573
2574
2575
2576
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November 19, 1981

State of Arizona
Board of Technical Registration
1645 West Jefferson, Suite 315
Phoenix, AZ 85507

Gentlemen:

Your letter of October 13, 1981 is the only communication I have
received since Mr. Edson's letter of October 6, 1980 stating that
my request for reconsideration would be on the agenda of the
December 5, 1980 regular meeting.

My file shows the following sequence of correspondence:

1. My application dated October 8, 1979.
2. Your letter of October 12, 1979 acknowledging receipt

of my application.
3. Your letter of January 4, 1980 scheduling my personal

audience with the Evaluation Committee.
4. My letter of February 7, 1980 declining to change my

branch.
5. Your letter of February 25, 1980 stating that my

application had been denied.
6. My letter of April 10, 1980 requesting reconsideration.
7. My letter of September 26, 1980 again requesting

reconsideration.

-8— Your letter of Oct-ober 6, 1980.
9. Your letter of October 13, 1981.

I am pleased to hear that the board has undergone a complete
reorganization and trust that thp npw hoard will hp mnrp rpsnompivp
:In this matter and on reconsidering my application, will grant my

_Leguest for registration.

Sincerely,

/

erald K. Orrison



State of Arizona
BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

FOR ARCHITECTS, ASSAYERS, ENGINEERS, GEOLOGISTS, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS AND LAND SURVEYORS

1645W. JEFFERSON, SUITE 315 • PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85007 • (602) 255-4053
)

October 13, 1981

Gerald K. Orrison
59/1 Treetop Circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92649

Dear Mr. OrrisOn:

The Arizona Board o f Technical Registration has undergone a complete
reorganization within the past few months. I n an effort t o clear up
applicants f i les, we have been reviewing them for possible action.
We found that you wrote a let ter , dated September 26, 1980, requesting
reconsideration o f your application, and that Mr. Mark Edson, the
former Executive Director, had responded, stating that your request
would be on the agenda o t the December 5 , 1980 regular meeting.

We could find no documentation relating t o the disposition o f your
appeal. I f you have received any further material, we would appreciate
you forwarding copies t o us.

Please accept our apologies for the contusion; however, i n the best
interests o f our applicants, we are attempting L o ensure that a l l
files are current and any pending actions resolved. We thank you
ler your assistance.

Sincerely,

6 \ Ar•tyrIVit2
Judi E. Ross
Executive Director

JER:mh
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State of Arizona
BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

FOR ARCHITECTS, ASSAYERS, ENGINEERS, GEOLOGISTS, LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS AND LAND SURVEYORS
1645 W. JEFFERSON, SUITE 315 • PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85007 • (602) 255-4053

October 6, 1980

Gerald K. Orrison
5971 Treetop Circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92649

Dear Mr. Orrison:

I will bring your request for reconsideration to the attention of the
Board on the agenda of their December 5, 1980 regular meeting.

Very truly yours,

C)
• _.

F. Mark Edson
Executive Director

FME:ld
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tember 26, 1980

izona State Board of
rhnical Registration
A5 West Jefferson, Suite 315
enix, AZ 85007

tlemen:

C)-(1) ViCt,

ce I have not received a response to my letter of April 10, 1980
vesting reconsideration of my application I assume the matter is
11 Pending and wish to make additional comments.

ave reviewed the performance audit of the State Board of
hnical Registration as prepared by the Office of the Auditor
eral. I see a great degree of similarity between my situation
cases 1 and 2 as reported on pages 49 and 50 of their report.

el appears to be particularly appropriate since the evaluation
littee felt the applicants experience qualified him for the
uctural Engineering Examination but not the Civil Engineering
Illation. However, on reconsideration the full board voted to
nse the applicant as a Civil Engineer based on his prior
mat ion and licensure in another state. Such action is what
quested in my letter of April 10 and what I am requesting now,
d en my registration as a Civil Engineer in nine states.

ppears from the report that the primary difference between my
and the case sited is that I was not persuaded to change my
icatien from civil to strurtnr,a1 Pn a i n nna T f
be -primary difference, the board would definitely seem to be

arbitrary and capricious manner if they were to deny
nAlcation.

St that you will consider these additinnAl n n i n t anc i
orable ruling in this matter.

d K. °prison
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A DIVISION O F SOULE STEEL COMPANY

April 10, 1980

Arizona State Board of
Technical Registration
1645 West Jefferson, Suite 315
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

t

711 -613
-e\q•(,5

-
Apo

Gentlemen:

In response to your letter of February 25,1980, I hereby request that
you reconsider my application for registration as a Civil Engineer as
provided for in section R4-30-02 of the rules of the board. I do not
know that a personal appearance is necessary, but if you would prefer
that I make one I would be glad to do so. In any event, I wish to
Amake several comments.

The idea that I lack experience as a Civil Engineer, because most of
ay experience has been in the structural area, is difficult to accept.
Expecially since I have always thought that structural design was a
:branch of civil engineering.

ince neither the registration law, nor the Rules of the Board, de
Inc civil engineering or structural engineering one must rely on
finition from other sources. To this end I have enclosed a copy
f a page from the catalog of the Missouri School of Mines and Metal-
uryy, which is now the University of Missouri at Rolla, which I
llink adequately supports my contention that structural design is a
anch of civil engineering.

believe there is also support for my position in the registration
ws of other states. The state of California requires registration
a Civil Engineer and additional experience and testing before a
rson can be registered as a Structural Engineer. Similarly, the
ate 9f Washington consider § Structural Engineering to be a special-
ed branch and requires initial registration in another, more basic
anch.

You know from my application, I am presently registered in nineteen_
ates, of which eighteen are by reciprocity. Of those nineteen states
am registered as a Civil Engineer in the nine states that have regis-
ation by branch. This includes six states that recognize Structural
gineering as a separate branch and at least one. Oregon, aonears to,ye the same requirements as Arizona. There was no suggestion by any
these states that I was not aualifipd as a Civil Pnainpr Whilp
realize that Arizona is not bound by the actions of other states, it
kftm-mo strange to me that you would take a position so different from

ouner states.

NBT AVENUL • P.O. BOX 7101B FLORENCE
SOULE 1 BRANCH LOS ANGELES. CAL IF ORNIA 90001 111 213I '3E35-0911
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Arizona State Board of
Technical Registration

April 10, 1980
Page Two

the course of my conversation with the evaluation committee,During
concern was expressed about pending sunset law review of the func-
tions of the Board of Technical Registration. They stated that they
e\ercise special care in reviewing applicant's experience records to
Insure consistency. However, it appears that the evaluation commit-
tee is applying a totally arbitrary definition of Civil Engineering,
which is inconsistant with the classical definition and customary
functions of the profession.

The evaluation committee also gave me the impression that they wanted
me to apply for registration as a Structural Engineer because they
felt the work I do should be done by a Structural Engineer. In addi-
tion, they indicated that a Civil Engineer's registration might not be
sufficient for some agencies I might have to deal with. However, the
requirement for a Structural Engineer's seal instead of a Civil En-
gineer's on certain types of work is not spelled out in the registration
law, but is left up to the various approval and specifying organizations.
Likewise, neither the registration law, nor the rules of the board de-
lineate a demarcation line between civil and structural engineering.
cannot believe that none of the Civil Engineers in your state design

structures.

in conclusion, I must ask what conditions have created a situation
where a person with two degrees in civil engineering and registration
as a Civil Engineer in nine other states is not qualified to practice
as a Civil Engineer in Arizona. Do you feel the courts would uphold
your position?

I trust that you will consider these comments and reverse your pre-
vious denial of my application for registration as a Civil Engineer.

Sincerely,
; / •

Geral&-K.- Orrison

GKO:rk
!ncl.



PuEICI ISSUES
A4cke.hrnt.n4 €.

ncy State Board of Technical Peoistrati

Priority 1 Priorit
Number 1 Number

Activity Title
Request
987-198

Recommend
1982-1983

FT MOUOt FTE i Arnoun

1 1

2 2

3 3

4 4

5 5

6 6

J

C'D

I

Enforcement/Investigator Supervisor I I I
Enforcement/Investigator I I I
Enforcement -General Office Support/Typist I I I
General Office Support/IBM Memory Typewriter -15,000 character storage

11.0

11.0

11.0

-0-
General Office Support/Mini-Cassette-Portable Dictator and Desk -Top 1 -0-

TranscriberSecretary II -delete position

TOTAL OF 2ROGRAM CHANCE (f rom Sche

(1.0

33,899

32,482

14,065

1,800

331

(14,092)



a rdk.;en

(7:1

CZ7)

e`;`)

PRIOR

FTE POSITIONS .....

PERSONAL SERVICES ..

EMPLOYEE RELATED . .

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES .

.1*R.AVEL - STATE . . .

rRAVEL - OUT OF STATE

YFHER OPERATING EXPEND

700D . . . . . . . .

•:QUIPMENT . . . . . . .

SUB-TOTAI .......

.)THER

TOTAL APPROPRIATED

33,899

-

ITEMIZED SUISTIARY OF POLICY ISSUES

19,003 1 11,110

- 0- -0-

-0-

-0-

-0-

-0-

-0- 1(11,646)

- 0--

-0-

- 0-

-0-

( 2,446)

-0-

-0-



1981-1982
FTE Amount

1982-1983
FTE Amount

1.0 33,899

C-:1 State Board of Technical Registration

n or

ram

FOLIL';' LSSUE

Contact

Activity
Title

Phone 255-4053

PROBLEM OR ISSUE To strengthen the Board's enforcement program by providing in-house staff and expertise.

OBJECTIVE TO BE REACHED To develop and implement a more active, thorough, equitable and expeditious enforcement program
in conformance with statutory mandates by providing a responsible in-house supervisory position to supervise both in-house
and outside investigators; to coordinate and oversee the processina of complaints, including resolving independently minor
complaints; to serve as staff support and liaison to the various Enforcement Advisory Committees and the Board; to serve
as liaison between the Board and its advisory committees and the complainants and respondents; and, in conjunction with

'the Attorney General's Office, to negotiate consent agreements.

CONSEQUENCES OF NOT FUNDING OBJECTIVE Board will continue to be forced to rely heavily upon costly outside investigators;
to prolong resolution of complaints, and to lack the thorough staff coordination, supervision and review necessary to
ensure an effective and fair enforcement process.

MEANS OF ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVE (Also list alternatives)

To fund an Investigator Supervisor I I I position, or

To rely heavily upon costly outside investigators and, to the detriment of other Board
responsibilities, existing staff; or

To reduce significantly or eliminate enforcement activities mandated by statute

METHODS OF EVALUATING OBJECTIVE
Number of complaints received, as public becomes more aware of the Board's authority and

ability to act upon complaints
Number of complaints investigated in-house
Number of cases resolved within fiscal year (fewer carry-over cases)
jime required for reso ution o f cases



POLICY ISSUE

Agency State Board of Technical Registration

Agency Priority Number 2 Progra

Program

Contact

Activity
Title Enforcement

Judi Ross phone 255-4053

PROBLEM OR ISSUE

strengthen the Board's enforcement program by providing in-house staff -and expertise

INZ\

)BJEOTIVE TO BE REACHED ••
0 develop and implement a more active, thorough eouitable and expeditious enforcement program in conformance with
tatutory mandates by providing an in-house investigator to investigate complaints by conducting preliminary
nterviews with complainants, respondents and other involved parties, researching cases, collecting all necessary
ocumentation, and preparing reports for the Enforcement Advisory Committees and the Board. The approval of this
Psition would offset significantly anticipated costs of utilizing outside investigators.
ONSEQUENCES OF NOT FUNDING OBJECTIVE

)ard will be forced to rely more and More heavily upon outside investigators, with the accompanying expense and
h2ssened control over cases in process.

SANS OF ACCOHPLISHING OBJECTIVE (Also list alternatives)

fund an Investigator I I I position; or

rely increasingly on outside investigators, as case load and complexity increase; or

reduce significantly or eliminate enforcement activities mandated by statute

ETHODS OF EVALUATING OBJECTIVE

mber of complaihts received, as public becomes more aware of the Boar
and ability to act upon complaints

:mber of complaints investigated in-house
mber of cases resolved within fiscal year (fewer carry-over raser
me required for resolution of cases

authority

1982-1983
FTE Amount FTE Amount

1.0 32,482

1981-1982



A vIncy State Board of Technical Registration

cy Priority Number Program Priority Number C-ntact Judi Ross

Activity
Title Enforcement/ ffice Suppor

255-4053

PROBLEM OR ISSUE

To provide necessary clerical support, fi rst to the enforcement program and second as back-up to the Administrative
Secretary for general staff support.

OBJECTIVE TO BE REACHED '

To increase the effectiveness and timeliness of the enforcement program by providing necessary clerical assistance in
logging complaints, maintaining files and typing enforcement -related correspondence and reports and to provide clerical
back-up to the Administrative Secretary in general office support. The approval of this position should eliminate the
need for temporary clerical help.

CONSEQUENCES OF NOT FUNDING OBJECTIVE

The Administrative Secretary would be placed in the position of assuming virtually all secretarial/clerical duties for
the Board - duties which are increasing as the enforcement program accelerates and as the Board becomes more active
(the Board is now averaging one meeting a month - eae.h requiring preparation of agenda, supplemental material and
minutes). The agency would also have to continue to use temporary help.
MEANS OF ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVE (Also list alternatives)

To fund a Typist I I I position; or

To overburden the Administrative Secretary and continue to use temporary help

METHODS OF EVALUATING OBJECTIVE

Decrease in time required for processing clerical aspects of enforcement
Decrease in time required for transcribing minutes and typing other office correspondence
Improvement in records management and information retrieval time
Elimination of temporary help

1981-1982 1982-1983
FTE Amount FTE Amount

1.1) 14,o6s



POLICY ISSUE

geney State Board o f Technical Registration

ency Priority Number 4

Program
Activity
Title General Office Support

rity Nu;zber 4 Contact Judi Ross 7hone 255-4053

OBLEM OR ISSUE

geed„to provide some means o f multiple let ter and report production and storage for editing purposes.

JECTIVE TO BE REACHED To reduce the time now expended i n typing single copies o f forms and form letters and i n typing
lul t ip le drafts o f reports. The Board now has available only IBM Selectric Correctables; however, i n both i t s enforcement
nd licensing act iv i t ies, i t uses a variety o f essentially form let ters, which nonetheless require some individual insertions
.nd alterations t o ta i lor them t o the specific complaint, problem, etc. Currently, each o f these letters must be typed in-
! ividually. The Board also lacks the abi l i t y t o edit reports, rule drafts, legislative drafts, etc., without retyping al l
 major portions o f such works. The acquisition o f a Memory typewriter would provide the capability for multiple copy pro-
uction and editing. I t would also eliminate the need for one IBM Selectric Correctable now on rental a t a cost o f 51103/year.
Dr„osur,13t, Ur tUNLIiNG 03JECTIV7 The IBM Memory i s specifically reouested because i t has a 15,000 character storage,

with the addition o f a Memory Chip (included i n cost) as opposed t o an 8,000-9,000
character storage o f other comparable machines.

antinued secretarial inefficiency due to need to type single •copies and need t o retain rental equipment.

NS OF ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVE.(Also list alternatives)

o fund IBM Memory Typewriter/15,000 character storage; o r

o continue inefficiency i n secretarial staff and t o retain rental equipment.

HODS OF EVALUATING OBJECTIVE

umber o f let ters, etc. requiring multiple copies run on Memory.
lumber o f reports, etc. edited.

1981-1982 1982-1983
TE Amount FTE Amount

1,800



State Board of Technical Registrationgericr.;

gencnPriority Number

BLEM OR ISSUE

5

Program

Program Priority Number

Activity
Title

5 Contact

General Office Support

Judi Ross ?hone 255-4053

To provide dictation equipment necessary to allow reduction in secretarial time now spent in taking dictation.

JECTTVE TO BE REACHED

'0 reduce the time now expended by secretarial staff in taking dictation. The a.BC staff, i n a management study recently
.onducted, estimated that approximately 1- 1/ 2 hours per day were spent by secretarial staff i n receiving dictation and
trongly recommended the use o f dictating equipment. The agency is attempting to comply with that recommendation. but
urrently has only one dictating/transcribing set. A second set was rented for the first two months of the 81-82 fiscal year
t a cost of 550 per month, but the rental was terminated due both to the inadequacy of the particular equipment and budget
;SEQUENCES OF NOT FUNDING cr:-....rEcTIvE constraints.

cretarial staff would continue to devote time to receiving dictation which could be more productively used elsewhere
- equipment could be secured at a significantly higher cost on rental. .

NS OF ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVE (Also list alternatives) 1931-1982 1982-1983
FTE Amount FTE Amount

fund a mini-cassette/portable dictator and desk -top transcriber; or -0- 331

fund rental of equipment (at $600 per year); or

continue to utilize valuable secretarial time on receiving dictation.

ODS OF EVALUATING OBJECTIVE

duction in amount of time spent in taking dictation.



1981-1982 1982-1983
FTE Amount FTE Amount

(1.0) (14,092)

Agend State Board of Technical Registration
r'n

Agen riority Number 6 am Priori

Program

Contact Judi Ross

Activity
Title oeneral urrice support

Phone -4053

PROBLEM OR ISSUE

To eliminate the current Secretary I I position in favor of the staffing alignment represented by priorities #1, 2 and 3.

)BJECTIVE TO BE REACHED ••
To provide a staffing pattern more in line with the requirements of the Board and with Alternative #2 proposed in the
recently adopted JLBC management study (to seek reclassification of the Secretary I I position to one in the Investiaator
series). The elimination of this position coupled with the approval of the three other positions requested would provide
the Board with a staffing pattern considerably more in line with its reeds.

:ONSEQUENCES OF NOT FUNDING OBJECTIVE

See priorities #1, 2 and 3.

EANS OF ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVE (Also list alternatives)

See priorities #1, 2 and 3.

ETHODS OF EVALUATING OBJECTIVE

See priorities 2 and 3.



STATE OF ARIZONA

tn-}
State Board o f Technical Re.s

PRIORITIZATION OF BASE ACTIVITIES

gency Program
iority Priority
umber Number

X

801 of Estimated Expenditures (Appropriated) 1951-1982 - Schedule

7E2E1 ount

4.5 201,840

Activity Title
Personal Services & ERE:

.5 Examinina Technician
1.0 Secretary I I

• Board Expenses
Temporary
ERE

Professional & Outside Services:
Investigations
Exams
Law Clerk
Data Processing
Printing
Management Consultants

6,473 )
11,646 )

1,500 )
1,200 )
4,372 )

2,000 )
2,100 )

500 )
200 )
650 )

4,000 )

Other Operating:
Postage 2,100 )
Printing 4,050 )
Forms 700 )
Miscellaneous 1,500 )
Telephone 2.0 )
Freight 70 )
Dues 1,200 )
Registration Fees 500 )
Office -Envelopes & Stationery 126 )
Equipment Rental 1,203 )

In -State Travel
Out -Of -State Tr- v -1 2,20n

25,191

9,450

25,191

9,450

17,529 1 1 11,529

TOTAL ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES (Appropriated) 1081-1982 fLaz_Ea l

2,090
2 ,21)2

252,300



STATE OF ARIZONA
C r
(.17)

Cs.)enc Board o f Technical Registration
% -ogro= Director Cudi E. Ross

PROCRA T!:FOPYATION

Progrnn

nxecu

1982-33 fk,g

Phone

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION: The State Board of Technical Registration i s a_licensing and regulatory agency, responsible for
registering architects, assayers, engineers, geologists, landscape architects and land surveyors
and for establishing and enforcing standards o f qualification and performance within those
professions.

PROGRAM GOAL: The overriding purpose o f the Board i s t o protect the safety, health and welfare o f the public
by ensuring that those individuals granted licensure by the Board meet established and equitably
applied standards o f qualification within their. respective professions and by enforcing
professional performance standards within these professions through both the development of a
quality review program and the expeditious and judicial investigation o f complaints against
registrants and non -registrants.

PROGRAM PLANS: To protect the safety, health and welfare o f the public by:

1. Completing development o f and acquiring the requisite approval for rules under which the
Board shall operate.

2. Providing efficient, professional and equitable evaluation, examination and renewal services.

3. Continuing t o refine and standardize procedures whereby:

a. All complaints against registrants shall be investigated i n a thorough, accurate and
timely fashion; informal and, where necessary', formal hearings shall be conducted, and
appropriate corrective measures, including disciplinary actions, shall be imposed; and

b. all complaints against non -registrants alleged t o be practicing i n the professional
fields subject t o registration shall be investigated i n 112e manner and, when merited,
such complaints shall be referred to.the appropriate law enforcement agencies for
prosecution.

4. ',:or'King toward the development en," implementation

3. V:aintaining Lnd reviewin standar;

a quality review program.
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.'rogr4m Director

STATE OF ARIZONA

PR0CRA!1 INFORYATION

Board o f Technical Registration

Judi E. Ross
Proram

Continued ......

1932-83 Agency Program

E.:=;ecutive Dir?.c:or
Phone 5

PROGRAM RESULTS: Board members and staff evaluated 911 applications for professional registration and 402 in -training
applications. Pursuant t o the recommendations o f the Auditor General, the requirement for personal .
interviews was eliminated. Staff administered 1,162 technical and professional examinations to
qualify applicants further for registration. The Board granted 681 new professional registrations
and 163 new in -training certificates. Based upon a triennial renewal system., recommended by the

- Auditor General and implmented i n October, 1980, staff renewed certificates for approximately
10,000 active registrants.

Of the •231 complaints received by the Board from July 1, 1979, through July 1, 1931, 137 have
been closed or are awaiting closing action, with 94 requiring further action. With the institution
o f advisory committees and the continuing development and refinement o f procedures through which
complaints are processed, substantial progress i s being made i n closing existing cases and
expediting the resolution o f in -coming complaints.

,
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Bud

CT ARIZONA

BUDGET REQUEST FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1932-1983

Oature of Agency Head

epared By ,:udi P. Rj1 7

Chaiman
Title

,7
j -4 053
Phone

gency State Board of Technical Registration

cldress
1645 West Jefferson, Suite 315

Phoenix, Arizona 35007

.R.S. Citation ARS 32-101 through 32-145

Fund Sources Technical Registration Fund
(Acct. No. 21-396-000)

90/10 Agency - ARS 32-109

RECEIPTS

Source of Revenue Name of Fund
Actual

1930-1981
Estimated
1981-1982

Estimated
1982-1983

riewal Fees/Penalties 222,480 227,000 242,200

)plication Fees 18,011 70,000 77,000

:amination Fees Technical Registration Fund 36,230 40,710 46,815
(Acct. No. 21-196-000)

'scellaneous Fees 427 6,600 6,200

nes 1,500 , 5,000 7,000 I
Total -358,64-8 349,310 379,215

10% to General Fund 35,365 34,931 37,982

90 to Tech. Reg. Fund 322,783 314,379 347,833

- -____ ----- _ ___ ____



STATE OF ARIZONA

Agency State Board o f Technical Registration

SOURCE AND DISPOSITION OF FUNDS

Actual
-1982 19

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Balance Forward From Prior Year (Specify)

General Fund Appropriation . . . . . . .
Other Appropriated Funds (Specify) . .

Adjusted for reimbursement . Ei.
rei/olvW • • • •

Feyepugs.c9llect,.ed.8(.W1 . . . . .

Fe d e r a l  F un d s  . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .
Other Unappropriated Funds (Specify) RPITI)PreTer.lt ,.rv911/i1.1q.f1.1nCI,....

telephone expense

TOTAL

DISPOSITION OF FUNDS

Expenditures

Land, Buildings and Improvements

Other (Specify) ........... 1.97.9/?0.A mjnjstr t j n ;1.dju,stTecit .

Refunds

Amount Reverted

Balance Forward to Next Year

TOTAL

82,176 1 168,970 231,049

1 -0- -0-
322,783 1 314,379 • 341,833

-0-
5,338 -0-

416,297 1 433,349 572,382

241,722 252,300 I 353,735

-0- -0- -0-
4,903

702

(2,676) -0- 1 -0-
162,970* 231,049 1 219,147

* Includes 1;2376 reverted



Age n,t,I

STATE OF ARIZONA

SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES AND BUDGET REQUESTS

Board of Technical Registration

Expenditure Classification
_

Actual
Expenditures
1980-1981

Est ,ated
Expenditure
1981-1982

Increase
(Decrease >

Ell()

Use On y

(4) '-

Program
Change

EBO
Use Only

Request
1982-1983

Recommend
1982-1983

FTE POSITIONS ........

PERSONAL SERVICES .. .

EMPLOYEE RELATED EXPENDITURES

PROFESSIONAL & OUTSIDE SERV.

TRAVEL - STATE . . . . . . .

TRAVEL - OUT OF STATE ..

)THER OPERATING EXPENDITURES

FOOD . . . . . . . . . . . .

EQUIPMENT ..........

SUB -TOTAL . . . . . . . .

)T1IER .............

TOTAL APPROPRIATED

ADD FEDERAL FUNDS ......

ADD OTHER FUNDS

T PJ,O T PROGRAM

5.5 6 ///////// 2 8

90 233 109,750 2,373 44,207 156,330

14,464 23,048 493 9,284 32,830

64,012 65,500 20,950 500 86,950

6,448 * 1 6,700 1,960 11,196 19,856 I

4,609 3,410 * 1,234 - 1,644

47,700 *

,

43,892 * 6,935 722 51,549

-0- -0- -0- -0-

14,256 -0- 2;576 2,576

241,722 ** 252,300 ** 33,950 68,485 354,735

- - -0- -0-

L
241,722 252,300 33,950 58,485 354,735

-0 - -0- -0- -0- -0-

-°--

-0- -0._ h
-- J -0-

241,722 252,300 95033,
..---

63,435
- - ___.----•___

3'34. 737,
______ ___

*Adjusted to conform to t



Agen ' Board o f Technical Registration

SERVICE ''JEASUREMENTS

PrOgrnm Enforcement

—
Service Measurernents

Actual
1978-1979

Acta:11

1 79-11Z:0
Actuai
0-1911

Estirnated
1981-1382

Arnouit of
Differerce

Fultimatod
1932-1983

Number o f complaints initiated: 10 112 119 150 50 200

Complaints carried forward from previous
FY - -0- 93 94 (14) 80

Total i n process 10 112 212 244 36 280

Number o f complaints concluded: 10 19 115 164 61 225

Disposition o f complaints concluded:

Formal Hearing -0- 2 3 5

Consent Orders 2 48 32 80

Notice o f Violation - - 31 50 20 70

Informal Resolution/Letter or
Conversation 52 , , ,,.1 (4) 30

Dismissed - No Basis for Complaint 33 30 10 40

Number o f complaints continued t o next FY -0- 93 9': CO (30) 50

Number o f complaints requiring outside
or in -House in -Depth investigation - 3 7 75 65, 40

Average processing time for complaints - 15 mos. 3 POs. (5 mos. 4 mos.



Agency CI) Board of Technical Registration
SERVICE MEASUREMENTS

ion

Service Measurements
Actual

1978-1979
ActuJ11

179-1q0
Actual

IRO -1c81
imted

1981-1982
Amount of
Difference

Estimated
1982-1983

Number of Registrants i n Good Standing 8,024 8,880 9,617 10,600 1,000 11,600

Number of Applicants - Professional 729 832 911 1,000 150 . 1,150

Number of Applicants - In -Training 327 356 402 450 70 520

Number of Examinations- Professional and
In -Training 2,385 2,821 1,162 1,275 240 1,515

Number of Professional Registrations
Granted 532 564 601 750 100 850

Number of In -Training Registrations
Granted 192 203 153

,

210 45 255



I

gency C.')Board o f Technical Registration

PERSONAL
SERVICES

)ards and
cpmmissions..

ect & Appoint
ositions .

,ular
)sitions .

rtime .

er

.riding
justment .

-
3 Schedule

Est
1981-1982 1 Increase

[ Amount FTELAT,ount 1 (Decrease

Z n(.-)u,o1:1,) I I 9.7:n 1 ti
i oL_JU I ,L:DU)

0,234 1 1109,750 2,373

LOYEE RELATED EXPENDITURES

TIPLIER

/ o

form
owance

ading
ljustment

-
) Schedule

// // // 1 14,464

777/ 1///
//////

-0-

f t /
14,464

I1/1/

fffl

23,042

-0-

23,042

498

-0-

493

OF POSTTinm.z btRviCES AND EMPLOYEE RELATED EXPENDITURES

Program

Use Only
unt I FTE I Amount

-0-

1771

1/// ';/// 9,224

1952-1983 1982-1983FTE1 Amount LFTE1Amc.unt

4,680

1 33,998

7 1117,652

-0-

1 156,330



oard of Technical Registration
,

. uLilIRES WORKSHEET 1962-1963

A

f STE Positions
rade 23 and Anove
ersonal Services Amount
ade 22 and Below**

R.KMENS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE

7..MPLOYMENT INSURANCE

.TE RETIREMENT***

SAFETY RETIRE•fENT
'CTED OFFICIALS' RETIREENT

-
SONiSONNEL DIVISION SERVICES

LTH & ACCIDENT INSURANCE***

molovee Onl $44.46 x 12

molovee & De endents $85.26x 12

amilv-Both St.Emolo,ees $90.92 x 12

E& DISABILITY INSURANCE*** $12_x 12

TAL INSURANC***

yeeony $4.64 x 12

.olovee & Deoendents $11.42 x 12

Program

F-7-177F57- 1T7,;--T E-27.Z.7 7

Carry to 2 decimal oninf,
Less Amount Paid Board Members on Per Diem Basis
Less Personal Services for 71103e E:Ip1oyee5; Don'::
Qualify for These Benefits

Pers.Servs.
1981-1982

109,750

1x
105,292 . I

No. FTE
Positions

1

.003

•07

Rate
Factor

-TOTALS

Amount

296

320

7,370

Amount

534

5,115

364

685 I 7,254
•

TOTAL. ! 23,535

Fund

APPROVED BY: DATE:

A.,24cy
/2

E30 Analyst

JLBC Analyst

1,09,750

913,0/1

Person,. -41



Board of Technical Registration
gency

PRESENT POSITIONS

Program

ation Title :1)
c-a

LI) U

P.TE Authorized

4 - 7 Amount

FIE

STETS
1-3 I 4-7

Salary
1 - 3

O t jt
4 - 7 Total

E30
Use Only

Executive Director
Administrative Asst. I I I 17

Administrative Secretary I 12

Examing Technician I 10

Secretary I I 09

1

2

1 33,998

19,008

14,750

25,890

11,646

1,059

598

185

309

33,998

20,067

14,935

26,199

12,244

1,) /



POSITION CHANGES

(Additions, Deletions and Transfers)
j

lAg en Cy Ct 'B Oa rd of Techni Registration Progr

Pr Posit ionmated r Char
Change Use Only

Travel Operatin Equip
,. Classificat n Title r. n:

TE Amount FTE Amount Expenses Equip It= No.IN OUT

1 Investigator Supervisor III (A) 0 20(3, 1 25,735 2,760 -0- -0- -0- -

2 Investigator III (A) 0 17(2 1 19,003 8,436 -0- 600 445 4,5

3 Typist III (A) 0 09(2 1 11,110 -0- -0- 622 -0-

Secretary II (0) 1 09(3 ( ) (11,646)

/////// 11,196 -0- 1,222 4 5

2 44,207 I
4



Agency ' ,/Board o f Technical Registration

Classification

Exam Expenses

Enforcement:

Actual

riNt bSiONAL AOD OUTSIDE SERVICES

Progrnm

34,800 1 7,200

Investigations/expert witnesse_ 4,726 12,000 18,000

Printing and other services 1,060 1,200 800

Data Processing 9,225 4,500 450

Law Clerk

Management /expert consultants

Rounding Adjustment

,JTAL PROFESSIO::AL A!M
3ERVICES - To Sc'leOule

1,401

6,355

3,000 (500)

10,000 (5,000)

Eno

Change

500

Eno
Onl

est
1983

nocommend
1982-1981

2,000

30,000

2,500

4,950

2,500

5,000



Agend Board o f Technical Registration

iRAVEL

Program

Actual Estimated Increase EBO Program EEO Request Recommend
_.• TRAVEL - STATE l9S0l9S1 1931-i' Decrease) Use Only Change

—
Use Only 962-1963 1962-1963

—

6510 PublicTransportation . ' .,, ,_;,.p,i .. 2,000

2,038 2,200 900 7,356 10,456
6540 Non—Public Transportation .

2,560 2,700 860 3,840 7,400 .6580 Subsistence .........

Rounding Adjustment .....

6,448 6,700 1,960 1 1,196 19,856TOTAL TRAVEL -STATE - To Schedule 3

TRAVEL - OUT OF STATE

S610 Public Transportation ....

6640 Non -Public Transportation .

3680 Subsistence .........

Rounding Adjustment .....

OTAL TRAVEL -OUT OF STATE -
To Schedule 3 . . . . . . .

,OCATION

2,839 2,220 394 3,114

20 50 0 60

1,750 1,140 330 1,470

4,609
4

DAYS 1 COST

3,410 ,234

PURPOSE

4,644

uLD Ha,,ion,:11 council or Engineering Examiners - Annua Meeting

890 National Council of Engineering Examiners - Western Zone Meeting

974 National Council o f Architectural Registration .3oards- Annual Meeting

530 National Council of Architectural Reg. Boards - Western Regional Meeting

770 Council of Landscape Architectural Registration Coards - Annual Yeeting
533 Council of Landscape Architectural Reg. Boards - Western Regional Ne,,,t,lp



u-Lu LtNL, 11,At'L,N1)1TURES

Agency Board o f Technical Registration Program

r*',1
ACCOUNT

Advertisinz . .

7030 Communication

7050 Insurance ..........
7100 Lease/Rental-Land & Bldgs.

7120 Lease/Rental-Data Processing

7140 Lease/Rental-Vehicles ...

j180 Lease/Rental-Other Machine..

280 Lease/Rental-Other ......

310 Printing and Photography .

510 Repair/Maintenance-Contract

540 Repair/Maintenance-Noncontrac

7570 Operating Supplies ......

670 Repair/Maintenance Supplies

710 Resale Supplies .......

350 Utilities ..........
960 Miscellaneous ........

Rounding Adjustment . . . .
TAL OTHER OPERATING -To Schedule! 3

Estimated
981-1

10,050

Actual
980-1981

11,887

500

10,204

-0-
-0-
596

189

19,519 3,004

252

-0-
514

4,559 4,278 757

700 3,892 6,933

Program ) EBO
Change Use Only

200

oast
-1983

1,927

-0- I

-0-

-0-
202

.1 2

E:ecommend
1987-1983

480

-0-
5,864

-0-

- 0 -

-0-
f 5,035

722



ncyr,..\,2 Board of Technical Registration
C.;

-

OTHER OPERATING EXPENDITURES - WORKSHEET

Program

ACCOU: T Ac 1 Estiiiatet Incr&?asI EBO
l980 -193i 1 1981-1982 -

1

Progra EHO Request
32-1983

_.....

Reor nd
1982-198)Sub

Account Descr

7013 Advertisin -Pe s nre 1,000 -0- -0- -0-
J- ecla s ,703 Posta e- _v i n usvcnd 6i Pe

.1111111111.11111111111.
8,880 1,332 I I I I I I I I I U I M I M I B 10,212

7044 Telephone - ATS Service 461 461 -0- 132 111111111111111111
7046 Telep.-Local & long dist. 2,125 2,800 196 336 11E111111
7047 Telep.-installation/other 136 -0- -0- 11111111111 ; 54

7059 Liability Insur. - other 500 413 383
,

796

7103 Lease/rental-office rent 8,458 9,700 1,649 11,349

7106 Lease/rental-exam rooms_ 1,746 i 540 38

7244 Lease/rental-office ftIN:& 199 I - 1,203 ,1,203) -0-
7251 Lease/rental-reproduction 97 1 - 0 - - 0 - -0-
7281 Lease/rental-postage meter 189 189 13 202

7311 Printing (1,144) 10,000 3,000 13,000

7313 Binding 50 50 4 54

7319 Printing - other 13,613 -0- -0- -0-
7532 Repair/maint.-office furn. 1,382 228 252 480

eapt
755 'on-contract-repair-fur . 70 -0- -0-

7583 Data Processing-other-supp.
7607 Librar -reference books

7621 Office -envelopes & station
7623 Office -forms

7624 Reproduction Suonlies

42

91

108

,807

76

2,666

-0- -0-
-0- 50

250 23

1,900 171

-C-

3,900 279

50

, ,159

.

-0-
50 2

323

2,971

-0-
3 4307625 Office Miscl.-004 Spec. Svqr



1 Agency BakeIrd of Technical Registration

OTHER OPEaATING EXPENDITURES - WORKSHEET

Program

Sub
Account Descripian

Actua
1380-1951

stiatd
2

lncreas
(Decr se

Pro , -am
Use Only Change Use Only

eques Rco cnd
2-19S3

7673 Reoair-maint. supilies-bldc 4 -0- 11111111111111111111111111111111 -0-

797 Dues -National Organization 3,068 672 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I II I I I I I I I I I 1 3,740

7975 Registration fees 740 740 52 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 792

7985 Freight -exams 553 395 28 11111111111111111=11.111 423,

7997 Subscriptions ' 198 "1111111111111111111111.1 80

11111111111

I I I I I I I I I I
A i m

I I I I I I I I I I I I I I M E :I I I I I I I I I I I
V I I I I I I I I I 11111111111

"4111111111111111111111111.111
1111111111111111111111111111111111111

l e m m o m ma l l 1111 ' I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I
.

M M .

.11111111111

11111111111 1 1 1 . 1 1 .

111111111111111111111111111

r
I



Agency Board of Technical Registration, Board of
Program

e _..
c;

of Equipment ,ind ccr t C t

REPLACEMENT EOIJIPMENT

RecrJest eco nd
N37-

o Uc 1v On1 7-P7T3

1800
Memory typewriter/15,000
character storage/IBM

1300 1 1 013

2 Mini-cassette/portable dictator 102 1 102 102

3 Mini-cassette/desk top transcribe 229 1 229 229
,,, Desk/conventional, dbl pedestal 361 1 361 361

Chair/office, swivel with arms 84 1 84 84

Roundin7 Ad'ustment . f
tib-Total ......................
LESS 1981-1982 Estimated Expenditu-es ./;,/;4///4/// ////M

-

TOTAL F.0171:Or7NT - T o , c h ,11, 14,? -. -0-
i
7/,//

' I

i

,/.////i'i i/

2,575 2,576



Agencyc..„State Board of Technical Registration

RUDGFT jiSSTIFICATION

Program
fmr1

17;
Schedule 6: Personal Services - Position Changes:

The position change request reflects a net increase o f two FTE, adding on Investigator Supervisor I I I at Grade 20, Step 3,
one Investigator I I I at Grade 17, Step 2 and one Typist I I I at Grade 09, Step 2 and deleting one existing position, a
Secretary I I at Grade 09, Step 3. The request to hire at Steps above entry level, i f approved, would allow the agency
at least some much -needed flexibility to hire from within the State Service and secure individuals with the requisite
familiarity with the procedures, regulations and statutes of State government. The staffing pattern represented by the
request will provide the Board with the in-house personnel and talent necessary to carry out more effectively and criticize
efficiently its statutory mandates, especially i n the enforcement area. The Board has been strongly critized i n the past
for failing to fu l f i l l its statutory obligation to protect the public health, safety and welfare and for its inactivity
in the enforcement area. To pursue the Board's responsibilities to investigate complaints and to act against registrants
involved in some form of misconduct requires sufficient and competent staff. Each complaint must be thoroughly
investigated with all facets carefully researched, documentation gathered and reports written - a process which can
either be conducted by costly outside investigators (1980-81 average hourly cost S25, plus expenses) or in a large part
by in-house staff. In addition, staff must serve as support to the six Enforcement Advisory Committees, rotating
membership to ensure geographic representation and to guard against direct competition, scheduling and attending all
meetings, preparing and presenting case information to the Committees and compiling case summaries and recommendations
to present to the full Board for action. Further, staff must, in consultation with the Attorney General's Office,
prepare all legal papers involved in consent agreements and serve aS negotiator for these agreements. Throughout the
process, staff must -supervise and coordinate all actions and serve as liaison with the Board, the Advisory Committees,
the complainant, the respondent and other involved parties. The need to assure that each case is thoroughly investigated,
that all parties are heard and granted all due process and that the resolution i s equitable and based upon the evidence
presented is paramount i f the public health, safety and welfare is to be protected.

Currently, the Board has no professional investigative staff, although a recent JLBC Study recommended an Investigative
position for the 1981-82 fiscal year,under one option to trade for the Secretary I I position. Existing staff are
being pulled away from other duties to the detriment of overall Board operations, to oversee the enforcement activities
and, within budgetary limitations, outside investigators are being used to conduct in-depth investigations (approximately
$7000 was spent on such investigations in the first quarter of 1981-82). While definitive and measurable progress is
being made, the budgetary and staffing limitations necessarily delay the prompt resolution of cases. The thrust of the
position changes requested is to develop a staffing alignment which will address the most urgent needs of the Board.
Below is a position -by -position justification:

•1. Investigator Supervisor I I I 1.0 FTE

Grade 20, Step 3:
ERE:
1n -state travel:

Total:

525,735
5,4e4
2,760

S33,899

This request would provide a responsible in-house supervisory posi icn t o
. .

a t tne accry i; : es



7UDGFT JUSTIFICATION

Agency State Board of Technical Registration Program

(Continued Page 2) Schedule 6

v., would serve as principal staff support to the Enforcement Advisory Committees, performing the functions noted above.
6 He or she would be responsible for insuring the investigative matertal gathered i s accurate and complete and that
ra.;4all appropriate legal and procedural requirements are met. He or she would act as the direct liaison between the
L Board and its Advisory Committees and all other parties involved in a complaint, as well as coordinate with the

Attorney General's Office and with County and Municipal building inspection and other pertinent officials. Pie
position requires considerable knowledge of the laws, regulations and standards applicable to the work of regulated
design and technical.professionals; the ability to analyze and determine the application o f legal and investigatory
principals; the capability to develop and maintain effective working relationships with the public, regulated
professions and the legal profession, and strong oral, written and managerial skills. The responsibility for
assuring that a thorough and careful investigation i s conducted and that a fair and timely resolution i s reached rests
heavily with the person in this position.

Given the complex requirements of this position and the compelling need to ensure that the public health, safety and
welfare as well as the rights of all parties concerned are protected through the expeditious and judicious processing
of complaints from the initiation of the case through its conclusion, the approval of a position at the level of an
Investigator Supervisor I I I would seem appropriate i f the Board is to meet its statutory responsibilities and attract
an individual with the requisite expertise.

The related in -state travel costs of $5404 are based upon an average five days and 600 miles per month travel. I t i s
anticipated that the individual i n this position would assume responsibility for conducting or providing on -site super
vision and assistance in some of the more complicated cases and, thus, would require travel expenses.

2. Investigator I I I 1.0 FTE

Grade 17, Step 02 S19,008
ERE 3,993
Professional Services:
Blueprint reproduction costs 500
In -state travel 8,436
Other operating: Supplies 100
Equipment: Desk/Chair 445

Total: 332,432

The approval of this position would provide the Board with an in-house investigator to investigate complaints by
conducting preliminary interviews witn complainants, respondendents nd other invo ved parties; researching ani veri yih ,r;
all aspects of a complaint; c j i le t t ing a l ne -:essari documentation; preparing necessary reports t o the Advisory

CI; 024:4,c)mmA7..tees anc tne tOdCU; an71
The Position requir .f4r011.I.TL E a .



Agency State Board o f Technical Registration
Program

(Continued Page 3) Schedul

c research and interview techniques and the ability t o apply such techniques; and sound written and oral communication
skills. Since the employee would be working extensively i n the field, an ability t o act independently i n a responsible

Li"; manner i s also necessary.

This position, i f authorized, would allow the Board to rely far less heavily on outside investigators for preliminary
investigation work; permit greater internal control over such investigations; and encourage the development o f in-house
investigative expertise. I t should also help t o expedite the resolution o f complaints since the expertise would be
in-house and more efficient supervision o f time and direction of effort should be possible.

The associated in -state travel costs o f S3436 are based upon an average o f 15 days and 1350 miles o f travel per month.
Given the wide geographic distribution o f complaints received and the necessity for on -site investigation, such travel
seems fully supportable.

Other related costs are: an additional 5500 for printing, specifically the reproduction o f blueprints and other
documents required t o complete documentation; S100 i n general office supplies; and $445 for a desk and chair.

3. Typist I I I 1.0 FTE

Grade 09, Step 02 $11,110
ERE 2,333
Other Operating: 622

Total: $14,065

The purpose o f this requested position i s to provide necessary clerical support, primarily t o the enforcement activity
and secondarily, as back-up t o the Administrative Secretary. Without approval o f this position and assuming #4 below
i s approved, the Administrative Secretary would be left to assume all secretarial/clerical support. Currently, the
Board i s experiencing a significant back -log i n transcribing minutes and i n typing enforcement -related and other offic ,3
correspondence and i s having to resort t o temporary help. However, with the acquisition; i f approved, o f the Memory
Typewriter and the dictating equipment requested and the now on -going refinement o f office procedures, the Agency
hopefully will be able to meet all secretarial/clerical requirements with the addition o f this position and eliminate
the $1200 now budgeted for temporary help.

The other operating costs associatod with tn a i)osi ion are S OC in gore -al off o s.;,74. o.7, and :3522 for an additiornal
phone line.
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Secretary I I (1.0 FTE)

Grade 09, Step 03 (11,646)
ERE ( 2,446)
Total (14,092T

The deletion of this.position, i f accompanied by approval of the other position changes requested, would provide
the Board with a much more reasonable and adequate staffing arrangement and permit the Board to meet more effectively
and efficiently its statutory responsibilities.

Schedule 7: Professional and Outside Services

1. Exam Expenses: $42,000

The $42,000 requested for exam expenses includes costs for national examinations and locally prepared examinations,
for national and local grading and for proctoring and other administrative expenses. The $42,000 reflects a
$7,200 increase over the 1981-82 estimated expenditures but only a $755 increase over 1980-81 actual expenditures.
The difference i n the 1980-81 actual and the 1981-82 estimated expenditures can be attributed to two factors:
(1) the decision to eliminate testing requirements for registration i n land surveying and assaying, based upon
advice from the Attorney General's Office that the Board lacks legal authority to examine applicants in those
fields and the consequent reduction i n number of examinations given; and (2) an effort, due to budgetary
restrictions, to reduce proctoring costs by using in-house staff whenever practicable. Since the Board intends
to seek legislation to allow testing in land surveying and assaying, and i f such legislation is passed (the
Board has historically examined applicants in these areas, the Board having only been advised of the Attorney
General's Office interpretation of the Statutes at its July 31, 1981 meeting) and since the Board can anticipate
an overall increase of approximately ten percent in the number o f applicants in aql disciplines examined, the
$42,000 figure would seem most reasonable and supportable, especially when inflationary costs for local
examination preparation and grading and proctoring are calcUlated into the estimate.

2. Enforcement: $30,000/Investigations and Expert Witnesses
2,500/Printing and other services

(A) The $30,000 requested for investigations and expert witnesses represents al. increase 515,000 over th.-2
budgeted for 1931-82 and reflects the growing emDhasis :he Board i s p1J.: in(.. o n enfarcr n t mJtter': f n
striving t o meet i t s responsibil t y t o protect public safety,
amount would need t o b e .1 f
personal services were nor.
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case load and complexity of cases, coupled with lack of professional staff and budgetary limitations
will mean that resolution and closure of cases in 1981-'82 will be unavoidably prolonged. I t i s
estimated that the average processing time for a complaint i n 1981-82 will be nine months. Although
this represents a significant improvement over the 15 month period for 1980-81, i t is not satisfactory.
I t leaves questions possibly involving the public safety, health and welfare unanswered for an extended
period and places both the complainant and respondent in difficult and unsure positions for a considerable
time. The approval of the enforcement -related positions requested and of the additional $1800 for investiga-
tions and expert witnesses in professional and outside services would enable the Board both to reduce the
average processing time for complaints to approximately four months and ensure that complaints receive the
attention they merit.

The investigation of a complaint involves basically two phases or two different types of investigations.
First is the preliminary investigation involving the gathering of information: researching and attempting
to verify the various aspects of a complaint - deciding the nature of the complaint, exactly what parties
are involved, checking registrations and principals of firms, determining whether the case falls within
the purview of the Board, etc.; conducting init ial interviews or discussions with the parties involved;
collecting all pertinent documentation - plans, blueprints, photographs, etc.; and preparing the
information to be presented to the Enforcement Advisory Committees. Currently, the staff is attempting
to handle the more straight -forward complaints in-house but must rely on primarily private investigative
firms to pursue the more complex cases. I t is this phase of the investigation that the proposed investigator
positions would assume, particularly the Investigator I I I (the requested Supervisor position would be
responsible for supervising and coordinating all aspects of the enforcement process), and i t is here that
cost -savings can be generated and greater internal control imposed by reducing significantly the use of
private investigators, although, with only two enforcement staff members, the use of private investigators
cannot be expected to be eliminated entirely.

The second aspect of an investigation involves the use of "expert witnesses" - registered,professionals
within a discipline. Once the information gathered during the preliminary investigation i s presented to
and reviewed by the appropriate Advisory Committee and that Advisory Committee interviews the complainant
and respondent, the Committee may: (1) conclude that sufficient information i s available and make its
determinations in the form of recomendations to the Board; or (2) decide that additional information is
required and refer the case back to the enforcement staff and/or private investigator (a step that can
hopefully he more frequently avoided with the development of an exp'erienced in-house investigative staff,
or (3) determine that, because of the comolexity of the case or the, ambiguous cr inadequate nature of the
paper documentation, an "expert witness" be employed to review the documentation and conduct ..r) on -site
investigatior. of the project concerned. In other words, an inde endent third ;.:;]rty - a
registrant in thc niscip'.ine inv01,ved in the comHain7_, wou-H
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the Committee. The use of such expert witnesses i n any contested case has been recommended b tte
Attorney General's Office and would place the Board in.a better position to render a fair decision
and provide greater defense for that decision. Since the use of expert witnesses i s a new procedure,
historically supportable cost data is lacking, but the cost of using one such expert i n a currently
on -going investigation was approximately $1800.

The $30,000 requested would be used to support primarily the costs of employing expert witnesses and,
only where absolutely necessary, private investigators.

(8) The S2,500 requested in Printing and Other Services i s to provide for blueprint and other document
reproduction necessary for the investigation of complaints. This amount reflects a total increase of
S1300, S800 of which represents an increase in on -going activities and $500 of which is associated with
the requested investigator I I I position. Not all cases require reproduction of such documentation
(approximately 60 percent do require i t ) , but the average cost per case is approximately S100.
The documents to be reproduced are often numerous and, especially with blueprints, xeroxing does not
produce the necessary clarity. Actual expenditures for 1980-31 were $1060 and budgeted expenditures for
1981-82 are $1200, however, bills for services in the fi rst quarter of 1981-82 total approximately $400,
thus this item i s likely underbudgeted. Given the expenses to date for this fiscal year and the projected
increase i n case load for 1982-83, plus an estimated nine percent inflationary increase, the amount
requested appears fully supportable.

3. Data Processing: $4,950

The amount requested reflects a 10 percent inflationary increase over 1981-32 estimated expenditures and is
intended to cover the costs of on -going data processing applications. There i s a significant decrease in
1981-82 estimated over 1980-31 actual expenditures since the 1980-81 figures include the cost of conversion
to the trienniel renewal system.

4. Law Clerk: $2,500

Many of the matters that come before the Board involve legal issues -for example, many aspects of the enforcement
process, requests for interpretation of statutes, limits of the Board's authority, etc. In addition, once rules
are adopted, amendments, either mandated by law o r shown t o be necessa y•througn experience, may well be requir t
and as Advisory Committees are established i n the licensure as well as enforcement areas, procedures
wil l need t o be developed. While too Board has i n recent mohtn r- ceiled excellent assistance from the
Attorney General's Office, the Assist:ant Attorne; Genera i s responsib'2 forla
agencies and cannot be eApected so C:±vote full fr.e.; ur'e The availa
clerk, working under t
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$7.00 per hour, the $2,500 represents some 357 hours or abou

5. Management/Expert Consultants: $5000

The $5000 requested i s intended for a number of purposes; .

(A)

1952-83.

Enforcement - National organizations, for example, the National Council of Engineering Examiners, have
available.expert consultants i n the enforcement area which are available to member Boards to assist with
enforcement programs. These experts will review and analyze existing programs and procedures and
recomlend changes to streamline processes and increase effectiveness and efficiency. The NCEE ccnsultants
are available on an expanses only or expenses and honorarium basis. SICOO is requested.

(5) Office management - 31000 is requested to contract with an office management consultant to analyze office
procedures and assist in implementing new and more efficient procedures. One specific area of concern i s
in records management and retention. The Board has sought the assistance of the State Records Management
Section i n setting up a new records retention schedule but assistance i n actually restructuring. the_methods
of maintaining and managing records i s not available. - hile staff i s nowattempting to reorganize and -
refine the fi l ing system, staff time i s not available to carry out a thorough study of -the needs Of the
Agency's records, and to effect the changes 'required. A more efficient records maintenance and management
system would increase overall office efficiency by decreasing the amount o f time required for information
storage and retrieval.

(C) Peer Review - Quality Control - S3000 i s requested to enable the Board' to contract with expert
consultants -registrants in the various disciplines - to provide -technical assistance to counties and
municipalities, on a request basis. The Executive Director will be meeting with local officials to
acquaint them with the Board's activities and responsibilities and to provide any assistance possible;
however, in-house technical expertise in all the six disciplines regulated is not feasible., I f a local
government i s experiencing particular technical problems and does not have the resources ava-ilable to
address them and requests assistance, the Board, i f i t feels the request is justified, would provide the
requisite technical expertise. Through this process, the Board could hopefully help local governments,
especially smaller ones, to avoid potential problems. '
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Of the $19,856 requested in state travel, program changes related to the two Investigator positions account for $11,195.
The justification for these program changes is included under Schedule 6, Budget Justification, items #1 and -=2. The
remaining $8,650 represents an increase of $1,960 over 1981-82 estimated expenditures and reflects an approximate 11
percent increase in public transportation costs; the increase to 25C/mile for privately -owned vehicles; some increase
in Board mileage and subsistence to cover costs of additional board and evaluation committee meetings; and additional
travel for the Director and staff. The additional costs for the Director and staff are to allow the Director to meet
with county and municipal officials to acquaint them with the Board's responsibilities and services and provide them
assistance and to cover travel expenses associated with out-of-town evaluation committee meetings and proctoring
assistance in examinations.

The Out -of -State request is based upon estimated costs of the trips delineated. Public transportation costs were based
upon air fares provided by a travel agent. The meetings for which travel i s requested are those of the major national
organizations to which the Board belongs and offer important opportunities to 'stay abreast of national developments in
the field of technical registration, to become acquainted with innovative approaches to licensure and enforcement and
to exchange ideas with counterparts from other states.

Schedule 9: Other Operating Expenditures:

Requests under Other Operating Expenditures reflect price guidelines,.with the following exceptions:

(1) Account 7030 - Communication
$522, as a program change, related to the requested Typist I I I position i s asked for costs associated with
an additional telephone line.

(2) Account 7310 - Printing and Photography
Sub -account 7311 - Printing

A $3,004 increase is requested to cover additional expenses for printing of new Board rules and for
re -ordering renewal notices (ordered on a two-year supply basis - last ordered in 1980-81, no order
anticipated or budgeted in 1981-82).

(3)

(4;

Account 7510 - Repair/Maintenance Contract
Sub -account 7532 - Repair/Maintenance - Office Furniture and Equipment

A $252 increase i s requested t o cover costs o f maintenance contracts on typewriters an copier when
warranties expire.

Account 7570 - Operating Supplies
5200, as a program chande, rCated to the reu.,est ,ad investiga -..or : : : and Ti/pict i ors is asL-ed t
provide for additional cu:)Hy costs.
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(5) Account 79 60 - Miscellaneous

r - Sub -account 7971 - Cues

Schedule 9

An increase of $672 is requested to cover both already noticed and anticipated raises in membership dues
for the national organizations of which the Board is a member: the National Council of Engineering
Examiners, the National Council of Architectural Registration Boards and the Council of Landscape
Architectural Registration Boards.

Schedule 11: Equipment

$2,576 is requested for new equipment, as follows:

(A) S1,800 for an IBM Memory Typewriter, 15,000 character storage with additional memory chip (price quoted by
Purchasing): The IBM i s requested rather than the Royal on contract because, according to Purchasing, i t has
a memory chip available (S300 included in the S1,800) which will increase storage from 8,000 - 9,000 characters
on the standard Royal and IBM Memory to 15,000 characters. For the additional 5300, the Board can acquire 4
machine with significantly greater storage capacity which will more adequately meet its typing and editing
requirements.

The Memory Typewriter would replace an IBM Selectric Correctable now being rented by the Board at annual cost
of some $1,104. Currently, the Board has available only IBM Selectric Correctables. The Board utilizes, in
both the licensing and enforcement areas, numerous standardized letters and notices which require some internal
adjustments to tailor them to the particular individuals or situations. These now must each be typed individually
greatly reducing the efficiency of the secretarial staff, or must be printed, at significant cost, and the
personalized information separately typed on each. In addition, the staff prepares various reports, agenda,
lists of applicants for examination and registration for verification and approval by the Board and drafts of
rules and procedures. Lacking any equipment with storage capability, each of those documents must be typed
singly, any corrections or editing done, and each retyped - an extremely inefficient procedure..• The Memory
Typewriter would permit storage of the original document, corrections or edits to be made and final copy to
be run without total retyping.

(B) $331 for a mini -cassette, dictator and transcriber (510 2 for the portable dictator, 5229 for the desk -top
transcriber) - prices from price huidelines: Currently, the Board has one dictating set. A second set was
on rental, at a cost of approxi ately S'31) per month, for the first two months of the 1931-32 fiscal year
but was returned because of budgeta r y lim i tations and the inadequacy cf the eq ,iiomert rented. The one set
the Board now has is used principally for t - -ing and transcribing Board - - - -
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time was devoted to receiving dictation and strongly recommended the use of dictatino equipment. The Board
is now attempting to comply with that recommendation, but lack of a second dictating set i s an inhibiting
factor. Approval of this request would free secretarial time that could be more effectively and efficiently
utilized in other activities.

(C) $445 for a conventional, double pedestal desk and office chair ($361 for the desk, $84 for the chaie) - prices
from price guidelines. These costs are associated with the Investigator I I I position requested and would
provide for necessary office equipment.
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RELATING TO THE STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION: AMENDING, REPEALING
AND RE-ENACTING CERTAIN SECTIONS OF THE ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES.

Be i t enacted by the Legislature of the State of Arizona:

Section 1. Section 32-101, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-101. Purpose; definitions

A. The purpose of this chapter i s to provide for the safety, health and

welfare of the public through the promulgation and enforcement of standards of

qualification for those individuals licensed and seeking licenses pursuant to

this chapter.

B. In this chapter, unless the cohtext otherwise requires:

1. "Architect" means a person who, by reason of his knowledge of the

mathematical and physical sciences, and the principles of architecture and

architectural engineering acquired by professional education and practical

experience, is qualified to engage in the practice of architecture as attested

By registration as an architect.

2. "Architect -in -training" means a candidate for registration as a

professional architect who is a graduate of a school approved by the board

as of s'attsfactory standing or who has FIVE YEARS OR MORE OF EDUCATION OR

experience OR BOTH, as-eutl4ned-in-tHe-euFrent-standards-ef-the-nat4ena1

Eetitie4;-ef-areh4teetural-registrat4em-beards in architectural work of -a

charaeter-satisfaetery-to WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY the board IN ITS

RULES. In addition, the candidate shall have successfully passed the

ARCHITECT -IN -TRAINING examination in-the-basie-arehiteetural-'subjeets7--PpeR

eent4et4eH-ef-the-peqHisite-years-ef-tra Hinq-aRd-exper4enee-41i-the-f4e4d-of

a eli4teeture-under-the-supervision-ef-a-prefessional-arehiteet-s'atisfaetory

te-the-beat-di-the-architect-in-tramfl4mg-sha41-be-e449,464e-fef-the-seeefld
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IFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

3. "Architectural practice" means any service or creative work requiring

itectural education, training and experience, and the application of the

mathematical and physical sciences and the principles of architecture and

architectural engineering to such professional services or creative work as

consultation, evaluation, design and review of construction for conformance

with contract documents and design, in connection with any building, planning

ite development. A person shall be deemed to practice or offer to practice

architecture who in any manner represents himself to be an architect, or holds

or s

himself out as able to perform any architectural service or other services

recognized by educational authorities as architecture.

in 0

4. "Assayer" means a person who analyzes metals, ores, minerals, or alloys

-der to ascertain the quality of gold or silver or any other substance

present in them.

5. "ASSAYER -IN -TRAINING" MEANS A CANDIDATE FOR REGISTRATION AS A

lSSIONAL ASSAYER WHO IS A GRADUATE OF A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD ASMEE

OF Si\TISFACTORY STANDING AND IN A CURRICULUM APPROVED BY THE BOARD IN ITS

RULES AS PERTINENT TO THE PRACTICE OF ASSAYING, OR WHO HAS FOUR YEARS OR MORE

OF El

SPEC

WATION OR EXPERIENCE OR BOTH- IN ASSAYING WORK WHICH MEETS STANDARDS

TIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

6. "ASSAYING PRACTICE" MEANS ANY SERVICE OR WORK REQUIRING ASSAYING

ED4ATION, TRAINING OR EXPERIENCE, AND THE APPLICATION OF SPECIAL KNOWLEDGE

OF TiIE MINERAL SCIENCES TO SUCH PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AS CONSULTATION AND THE

EVALUATION OF MINERALS. A PERSON SHALL BE DEEMED TO PRACTICE OR OFFER TO

P RAG ICE ASSAYING WHO IN ANY MANNER REPRESENTS HIMSELF TO BE AN ASSAYER, OR

HOLDS HIMSELF OUT AS ABLE TO PEPfORM ANY ASSAYING SERVICE OR OTHER SERVICES

RECOGNIZED BY EDUCATIONAL AUTHORITIES AS ASSAYING.

ST 7. "Board" means the state board of technical registration.

-2-
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8. "BONA FIDE EMPLOYEE" MEANS AN INDIVIDUAL WORKING UNDER THE DIRECT

SUPERVISION OF THE REGISTRANT AND RECEIVING COMPENSATION FROM THE REGISTRANT

AND WHOSE WORK PRODUCT SHALL BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE REGISTRANT.

67 9. "Engineer" means a prefess4ena4-engineer PERSON who, by reason

of special knowledge of the mathematical and physical sciences and the

principles and methods of engineering analysis and design, acquired by

professional education and practical experience, is qualified to practice

engineering as attested by his registration as a professional engineer.

77 10. "Engineering practice" means any professional service or creative

work requiring engineering education, training and experience and the

application of special knowledge of the mathematical, physical and engineering

sciences to such professional services or creative work as consultation,

research investigation, evaluation, planning, surveying, design, location,

development, and review of construction for conformance with contract

documents and design, in connection with any public or private uti l i ty,

structure, building, machine, equipment, process, work or project. Such

services and work include plans and designs relating to the location,

development, mining and treatment of ore and other minerals. A person shall

be deemed to be practicing or offering to practice enaineering i f he practices

any branch of the profession of engineering, or by verbal claim, sign,

advertiseMent, letterhead, card or any other manner represents himself to be

a professional engineer, or holds himself out as able to perform or does

perform any enoine ring service or other service OF recognized by educational

authorities as engineering. A person employed on a full time basis as an

engineer by an employer engaged in the business of developing, -mining and

treating ores and other minerals shall not be deemed to be practicing

engineering for the purposes of this chapter i f he engages in the practice of

-3-
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neering exclusively for and as an employee of such employer and does not

himself out and is not held out as available to perform any engineering

ices for persons other than his employer.

11. "Engineer -in -training" means a candidate for registration as a

essional engineer who is a graduate in an approved engineering curriculum

our years or more of a school approved by the board as of satisfactory
•ding, or who has had four years or more of EDUCATION OR experience OR BOTH

ngineering work ef-a-eharaeter-satisfaetery-te WHICH MEETS STANDARDS

IFIED BY the board IN ITS RULES. and In addition, has-sueeessfOly

CANDIDATE SHALL HAVE passed the ENGINEERING -IN -TRAINING examination

IFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES 4n-the-bas4e-en94neer4ng-subjeetsl -and

-upen-eemp4et4en-of-the-requisite-years-ef-train4ng-and-experienee-in

neering-under-the-supervisien-ef-a-prefessional-engineer-sati-sfaetery-to

boaedi -i-s-elig4b4e-for-the-seeend-staee-of-the-preser4bed-exami.nati-en-fer

strat4on-as-a-prefess4ena1-eng4Heere

9, 12. "Geological practice" means any professional service or work

iring geological education, training, and experience, and the application

pecial knowledge of the earth sciences to such professional services as

ultation, evaluation of mining properties, petroleum properties, and

ndwater resources, professional supervision of exploration for mineral. -

ral resources including metallic and non-metallic ores, petroleum, and

ndwater, and the geological phase of engineering investigations.

49, 13. 'Geologist" means a person, not of necessity an engineer, who by

on of his special knowledge of the earth sciences and the principles and

ods of search for an appraisal of mineral or other natural resources acquired

rofessional education and practical experience is qualified to practice

ogy as attested by his registration as a professional geologist. A person

oyed on a full time basis as a geologist by an employer engaged in the business

-4-



of developing, mining or treating ores and other minerals shall not be deemed

to be engaged in "geological practice" for the purposes of this chapter i f he

engages in geological practice exclusively for and as an employee of such

employer and does not hold himself out and is not held out as available to

perform any geological services for persons other than his employer.

447 14. "Geologist -in -training" means a candidate for registration as a

professional geologist who is a graduate of a school approved by the board as

of satisfactory standing or who has had four years or more of EDUCATION OR

experience OR BOTH in geological work ef-a-chafacter-satisfaetery-te WHICH

MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY the board IN ITS RULES. In addition, the

candidate shall have suecessfully passed the GEOLOGIST -IN -TRAINING examination

SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES in-the-basie-gee4egy-subjects7--Ppon

ceffiplet4en-ef-the-requis.ite-years-ef-trai-h4hq-and-experience-in-the-f4e4e-ef

geelegy-uhder-the-supervisien-ef-a-prefessi.enal-geoloo4st-satisfactery-te-the

heafd3-the-geelegist-in-training-shal-l-be-e44gible-fer-the-secehd-staee-ef

the-pre5efi3ed-exaffl4natien-fer-reg4stration-as-a-prefessi-ena4-gee4og4st7

427 15. ."Landscape architect" means a person who, by reason of his

professional education, practical experience, or both, i s qualified to engage

in the practice of landscape architecture as attested by his registration as

a landscape architect.
-

4,37 16. "Landscape architect -in -training" means a candidate for repistration

as a professional landscape architect who is a graduate of a school approved by

tfie board as, of satisfactory standing or who has had four years or more of

EDUCATION OR experience OR BOTH i n landscape architectural work ef-a-ehafaeter

sat4sfactefy-te WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY the beard IN ITS RULES. In

addition, the candidate shall have successfully passed the LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT-

IN -TRAINING examination SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES. 4n -the -bas e

laHeiseape-arch4teetural-suhjects7--Upeh-cemple“eh-ef-the-requ4site-years-E4

tra4h4hti-ahd-expe ence- n-the-f4e4d-ef-4andscape-arch4tecture-under-the

-5-
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stiperv4siem-ef-a7prefessieria4-4andseape-areh4teet-sat4sfaetefy-te-the-beardi -the

l aRd5eape-arehiteet-4n-tr n9-shal4-be-e440b4e-fer-the-5eeend-5tage ef-the

preseribed-e)aminatien-fer-registrat4eR-as-a-prefes5i69a4-4a9d5eape-areh4teet7

447 17. "Landscape architectural practice" means the performance of

professional services such as consultations, investigation, reconnaissance,

research, planning, design, or responsible supervision i n connection with the

development of land and incidental water areas where, and to the extent that the

dominant purpose of such services is the preservation, enhancement or determination

of proper land uses, natural land features, ground cover and planting, naturalistic

and esthetic values, the settings and approaches to buildings, structures, facilities,

or other improvements, natural drainage and the consideration and the determination

of inherent problems of the land relating to erosion, wear and tear, light and

other hazards. This practice shall include the location and arrangement of such

tangible objects and features as are incidental and necessary to the purposes

outlined in this paragraphf but shall not include the making of cadastral surveys

or final land plats for official recording or approval, nor mandaterially MANPATORILY

include plannin for uovernment subdivisons.

12. "LAND SURVEYING PRACTICE" MEANS THE PERFORMANCE OF ONE OR MORE OF THE

FOLLOWING: THE MEASUREMENT OF LAND TO DETERMINE CORRECT AREA, CORRECT DESCRIPTION

OR FOR CONVEYANCE; THE ESTABLISHMENT OR REESTABLISHMENT OF LAND BOUNDARIES AND

-
THE PLATTING OR LANDS OR SUBDIVIDING OF LANDS; THE LOCATION, RELOCATION,

ESTABLISHMENT OR REESTABLISHMENT OF ANY RIGHT-OF-WAY OR EASEMENT BY USE OF THE

PRINCIPLES OF. LAND -SURVEYING; THE DETERMINATION OF THE POSITION OF ANY SUCH

MONUMENT OR REFERENCE POINT WHICH MARKS A. PROPERTY LINE, BOUNDARY OR CORNER; OR

THE SETTING, RESETTING OR REPLACING OF ANY SUCH MONUMENT OR REFERENCE POINT FOR

THE PURPOSE OF DETERMINING CORRECT AREA OF LAND, CORRECT DESCRIPTION OF LAND OR

FOR CONVEYANCING; ADDITIONALLY, THE PRACTICE OF LAND SURVEYING MAY INCLUDE THE

ACT OF MEASURING, LOCATING, ESTABLISHING OR REESTABLISHING CORNERS, LINES,

UNDARIES, ANGLES, ELEVATIONS, CONTOURS AND NATURAL OR MAN-MADE FEATURES IN THE

-AIR, ON THE SURFACE OF THE EARTH, WITHIN UNDERGROUND WORKINGS AND ON THE BEDS OF
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BODIES OF WATER,‘INCLUDING TOPOGRAPHY AND THE PREPARATION AND PERPETUATION OF

MAPS, PLATS, FIELDS NOTE RECORDS AND LAND DESCRIPTIONS THAT REPRESENT SUCH

SERVICE OR WORK.

467 19. "Land surveyor" means a person who ehgayes-4n-the-pfaet4ee-ef

sorveyix9-traEts-ef-;and-fer-the-deterffli-nat469-of-the4r-eorreet-4-eeat4ens l -areas i

beHndat esi-and-desefiptien3-fer-the-puepese-ef-eenveyane4hQ-ahd-reeerd4n9-or-for

estab4ishment-oF-Feestabl4shffieht-ef-beundaF4es-ahd-p4otOng-ef-4ands-aHd

subd4v4s4ehs- BY REASON OF HIS KNOWLEDGE OF THE MATHEMATICAL AND PHYSICAL

SCIENCES AND THE PRINCIPLES OF LAND SURVEYING AND THE GATHERING OF EVIDENCE,

ACQUIRED BY PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION OR PRACTICAL EXPERIENCE OP BOTH, IS QUALIFIED

TO PRACTICE LAND SURVEYING AS ATTESTED BY HIS REGISTRATION AS A LAND SURVEYOR.

AN ENGINEER REGISTERED UNDER THIS CHAPTER PRIOR TO JULY 1, 1982 WHO HAS KNOWLEDGE

OF THE PRINCIPLES OF LAND SURVEYING ACQUIRED BY PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION OR

PRACTICAL EXPERIENCE OR BOTH IS QUALIFIED TO PRACTICE LAND SURVEYING. AN

ENGINEER REGISTERED SUBSEQUENT TO JULY 1, 1982 SHALL COMPLY WITH THE REQUIREMENTS

OF SECTION 32-123.

20. "LAND'SURVEYOR-IN-TRAINING" MEANS A CANDIDATE FOR REGISTRATION AS A

PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR WHO IS A GRADUATE OF A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD

AS OF SATISFACTORY STANDING, AND IN A CURRICULUM APPROVED BY THE BOARD IN ITS

RULES AS PERTINENT TO THE PRACTICE OF LAND SURVEYING, OR WHO HAS FOUR YEARS OR
, -

MORE OF EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE OR BOTH WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY THE

BOARD IN ITS RULES. IN ADDITION, THE CANDIDATE SHALL HAVE SUCCESSFULLY PASSED

THE LAND SURVEYOR -IN -TRAINING EXAMINATION SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

21. "RULES" MEAN THE CERTIFIED BY-LAWS, RULES AND REGULATIONS. OF THE BOARD.

THESE ARE THE MEANS AND GUIDELINES FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION AND DEFINITION OF

POLICY, ENFORCEMENT AND LICENSING.

Section 2. Section 32-102, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE
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Section 3. ,Section 32-103, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 4. Section 32-104, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 5. Section 32-105, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 6. Section 32-106, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-106. Powers and duties

A. The board shall:

I . Adopt by-laws and rules for the conduct of its meetings and performance

of duties imposed upon i t by law.

2. Adopt an official seal for attestation of certificates of registration

and other official papers and documents.

3. Consider and pass upon applications for registration AND, PURSUANT TO

STANDARDS ESTABLISHED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES, HOLD FOR EXAMINATION CANDIDATES

FOR IN -TRAINING AND PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION.

4. Hear and pass upon complaints or charges OR DELEGATE TO HEARING OFFICERS

THE RESPONSIBILITY FOR CONDUCTING SUCH HEARINGS.

5. PURSUANT TO SECTION 32-128, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, compel attendance
-

of witnesses, administer oaths, and take testimony concerning all matters coming

within its jurisdiction.

' 6. Keep a recOrd of its proceedings. -

7. Keep a register which shall show the date of each application for

registration, the name of the applicant, the practice or branch of practice in

Which the applicant has applied for registration and the disposition of the

application.

8. Do other things necessary to carry out the purpose of this chapter.
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B. The board shall specify on the certificate of registration and renewal

card issued to each registered engineer the branch of engineering in which he

has demonstrated proficiency, and authorize him to use the ti tle of registered

professional engineer. The board shall decide what branche5 of engineering shall

be thus recognized.

C. The board may hold membership i n and be represented at national councils

or organizations of proficiencies registered under this chapter and may pay the

appropriate Membership fees. The board may conduct standard examinations on

behalf of national councils, and may establish fees therefor.

- D. The board is authorized to employ and pay on a fee basis persons, including

full time employees of a state institution, bureau or department, to prepare and .

grade examinations given to applicants for registration and to fix the fee to be

paid for such services. Such employees' are authorized to prepare, grade and

monitor examinations and perform other services the board authorizes, and to

receive payment therefor from the technical registration fund.

E. The board is authorized to rent necessary office space and pay the cost

thereof from the technical registra,tion fund.

F. The board may adopt rules and regulations ,establishing rules of professional

conduct for registrants.

G. The board may require evidence i t deems necessary to establish the continuing

competency of registrants as a condition of renewal of licenses.

Section 7. Section 32-106.01, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE,

Section 8. Section 32-107, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 9. Section 32-108, Arizona Revised Statutes

ro CHANGE

Section 10. Section 32-109, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE
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Section 11. Section 32-110, Arizona Revised Statutes, i s amended to read:

Section 32-110. Immunity from personal l iabil ity.

Members and employees of the board AND MEMBERS OF ADVISORY COMMITTEES AND

AGENTS OF THE BOARD are immune from personal liability with respect to acts done

and actions taken in good faith within the scope of their authority.

Section 12. Section 32-121, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 13, Repeal

Section 32-122, Arizona Revised Statutes, is repealed.

Section 14. Title 32, Chapter 1, Article 2 is amended by adding a new

Section 32-122, to read:

32 122. QUALIFICATIONS FOR IN -TRAINING REGISTRATION

A. AN APPLICANT FOR IN -TRAINING REGISTRATION AS AN ARCHITECT, ENGINEER,

GEOLOGIST OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT SHALL:

1. RE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE;

2. HAVE GRADUATED FROM A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD AS OF SATISFACTORY

STANDING OR HAVE FOUR YEARS OR MORE OR, IF AN APPLICANT FOR IN -TRAINING

REGISTRATION AS AN ARCHITECT, FIVE YEARS OR MORE, OF EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE OR

BOTH IN WORK IN THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT AND WHICH MEETS

STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES; AND

3. HAVE PASSED THE IN -TRAINING EXAMINATION AS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS

RULES IN THE DISC4PLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT.

D. AN APPLICANT FOR IN -TRAINING REGISTRATION AS AN ASSAYER OR LAND SURVEYOR

HALL:

1. BE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE;

2. HAVE GRADUATED FROM A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD AS OF SATISFACTORY

STANDING AND IN A CURRICULUM APPROVED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES AS PERTINENT 70

THE PRACTICE OF THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT OR HAVE FOUR YEARS OR

MORE OF EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE OR BOTH IN THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION
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IS SOUGHT AND WHICH MEETS STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES; AND

3. HAVE PASSED THE IN -TRAINING EXAMINATION AS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS

RULES IN THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT.

C. THE BOARD MAY ESTABLISH BY RULE THE POINT IN TIME AT WHICH AN IN -TRAINING

APPLICANT MAY BE ADMITTED TO THE IN -TRAINING EXAMINATION.

Section 15. Title 32, Chapter 1, Article 2, Arizona Revised Statutes, i s

amended by adding Section 32-122.01, to read:

32-122.01. QUALIFICATIONS FOR PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION

A. AN APPLICANT FOR PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION AS AN ARCHITECT, ENGINEER,

GEOLOGIST OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT SHALL:

1. BE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE;

2. HAVE ENGAGED ACTIVELY FOR AT LEAST EIGHT YEARS IN EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE

OR BOTH IN THE DISCIPLINE FOR WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT AND WHICH MEETS

STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES; AND

3. UNLESS EXEMPTED UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 32-126, ARIZONA REVISED

STATUTES, HAVE PASSED BOTH THE IN -TRAINING AND THE PROFESSIONAL EXAMINATIONS

PRESCRIBED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

B. AN APPLICANT FOR PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION AS AN ASSAYER OR LAND SURVEYOR

SHALL:

1._ BE OF GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTE;

2. HAVE ENGAGED ACTIVELY FOR AT LEAST SIX YEARS IN EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE

OR BOTH IN THE DISCIPLINE FOR WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT AND WHICH MEETS

STANDARDS SPECIFIED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES; AND

3. UNLESS EXEMPTED UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 32-126, ARIZONA REVISED

STATUES, HAVE PASSED BOTH THE IN -TRAINING AND THE PROFESSIONAL EXAMINATIONS

PRESCRIBED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

C. IN DETERMINING YEARS OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT:

1. EACH YEAR OF STUDY SATISFACTORILY COMPLETED IN AN ARCHITECTURAL,

NGINEERING, GEOLOGICAL OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURAL SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD
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MAY BE CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO ONE YEAR OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT, UP TO A MAXIMUM .

OF FIVE YEARS, AND EACH YEAR OF TEACHING ARCHITECTURAL, ENGINEERING, GEOLOGICAL

OR LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURAL SUBJECTS IN A SCHOOL APPROVED BY THE BOARD MAY BE

CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO A MAXIMUM OF ONE YEAR OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMEMT..

2. EACH YEAR OF STUDY SATISFACTORILY COMPLETED IN AN ASSAYING OR LAND

SURVEYING SCHOOL OR CURRICULUM APPROVED BY THE BOARD AS PERTINENT TO THE

PRACTICE OF ASSAYING OR LAND SURVEYING, MAY BE CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO ONE YEAR

OF ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT, UP TO A MAXIMUM OF FOUR YEARS, AND EACH YEAR OF TEACHING

ASSAYING OR LAND SURVEYING OR OTHER COURSES APPROVED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES

AS PERTINENT TO THE DISCIPLINE IN WHICH REGISTRATION IS SOUGHT AND IN A SCHOOL

APPROVED BY THE BOARD MAY BE CONSIDERED EQUIVALENT TO A MAXIMUM OF ONE YEAR OF

ACTIVE ENGAGEMENT.
1 j a

D. EXPERIENCE CREDITED BY THE BOARD MUST BE DER THE DIRECT SUPERVISION

.OF A PROFESSIONAL SATISFACTORY TO THE BOARD AND REGISTERED IN THE DISCIPLINE IN

WHICH THE APPLICANT IS SEEKING REGISTRATION.

Section 16: Section 32-123, Arizona Revised Statutes, i s amended to read:

32-123. Application for professional registration.

A. A person desiring to practice architecture, assaying, engineering,

geology, landscape architecture, or land surveying shall make application for-

registration on a form prescribed by the board, subscribed under oath and

accompanied by the application fee. If the evidence submitted satisfies the

board that the applicant is fully qualified, PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION

_32-122.01 OR 32-126, ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES, to practice the profession for which

registration is asked, it shall give him a certificate of reqlstration, signed by

the chairman and secretary and attested by the official seal.

B. If in the judgment of the board the applicant has not furnished satisfactory

:evidence of qualifications for registration, PURSUANT TO SECTION 32-122.01 OR 32-126,

RIZONA REVISED STATUTES, it may require additional data, or may require the
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applicant to submit to an ADDITIONAL oral or written examination specified by the

beard-in-4ts-ru4es-and-reguTat4eRs RULES OF THE BOARD.

C. If the application is denied, the application fee shall be returned, less

the cost of considering the application, as determined by the board.

Section 17. Section 32-124, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-124. Registration, examination and miscellaneous fees.

The board shall publish in its rules a schedule of fees for applications,

examinations, and such other miscellaneous fees for services rendered as required

not-te-exeeed-twe-huRdred-de44ars7

Section 18. Section 32-125, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 19. Section 32-126, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-126. Registration without examination.

The board may register without examination an applicant who holds a valid end

subsisting certificate of registration issued by another state or foreidn country

which has OR HAD requirements for registration substantially identical to those of

this state AT THE TIME SUCH REGISTRATION WAS GRANTED, or who holds a certificate

of qualification issued by a national bureau of registration or certification

RECOGNIZED BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES. IF THE OTHER STATE OR FOREIGN COUNTRY CANNOT

CERTIFY I S REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS AT THE TIME REGISTRATION WAS GRANTED, THE

APPLICANT SHALL BE REQUIRED TO MEET THE CURRENT STANDARDS FOR REGISTRATION IN THIS

STATE AS SPECIFIED -BY THE BOARD IN ITS RULES.

Section 20. Section 32-127, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 21. Section 32-128, Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-128. Revocation of certificate; censure; probation; hearincy, notice of

A. The board may take disciplinary action against the holder of a certificate

under this chapter, charged with the commission of any of the following acts:
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1. Fraud or misrepresentation i n obtaining a certificate of Qualification,

whether in the application or qualification examination.

2. Gross negligence, incompetence, bribery, or other misconduct in the

practice of his profession.

3. Aiding or abetting an unregistered person to evade the provisions of this

chapter or knowingly combining or conspiring with an unregistered person, or

allowing one's registration to be used by an unregistered person or acting as

agent, partner, associate or otherwise, of an unregistered person with intent to

evade provisions of this chapter.

4. Violation of the rules or regulations of the board.

B. The board shall have authority to make investigations, employ investigators,

and conduct hearings AND EMPLOY HEARING OFFICERS to determine whether a license

issued under this chapter should be revoked or suspended upon a complaint in

writing, under oath, or when the board, after receiving an oral or written complaint

not under oath, makes an investigation into such complaint and determines that there

is sufficient evidence to warrant a hearing, on its own motion may direct the

secretary to fi le a verified complaint charging a possessor of a certificate under

this chapter, with commission of an offense subject to disciplinary action and

give notice of hearing. The board may issue subpoenas for the attendance of

witnesses and the production of records pursuant to Section 41-1010, Subsection A,
-

Paragraph 4. The secretary shall then serve upon the accused, by registered mail,

a copy of the complaint together with notice setting forth the charge or charges

to be heard and the time and place of hearing, which shall not be less than thirty

days succeeding the mailing of notice.

C. The accused may appear personally or by his attorney at the hearing and

present witnesses and evidence in his defense and he may cross-examine witnesses

against him.

D. If seven FIVE or more members of the board find the accused guilty, he

may be censured, or placed on probation, and fined an amount not to exceed two
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thousand dollars .or his certificate may be suspended or revoked but may be

reissued upon the affirmative vote of seven FIVE or more members of the board.

Should the certificate of a registrant who is a principal of a firm or executive

officer of a corporation be suspended or revoked for cause attributable to the

firm or corporation, said SUSPENSION OR revocation may be deemed just cause for

SUSPENSION OR revocation of the certificates of all or any other principals or

officers of the firm or corporation.

E. The board shall immediately notify the secretary of state and clerk of

the board of supervisors of each county in the state of the SUSPENSION OR

revocation of a certificate or of the reissuance of a SUSPENDED OR revoked certificate.

Section 22. Section 32-129, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 23. Section 32-141; Arizona Revised Statutes, is amended to read:

32-141. Firm or corporate practice.

A. No firm or corporation shall engage in the practice of architecture,

assaying, geology, engineering, landscape architecture, or land surveying unless -

the work is under the full authority and responsible charge of a registrant, who

is also principal of the firm or officer of the corporation.

B. Firms or corporations shall identify responsible registrants. Each firm

and corporation shall file with the board ON A FORM PRESCRIBED BY THE BOARD a

list of responsible principals or officers, their registration certificate numbers

and a description of the services the firm or corporation is offering to the public.

The board shall be notified IN WRITING ON THE PRESCRIBED FORM WITHIN THIRTY DAYS

of the change occurring in the l ist of principals or responsible corporate

officers.

Section 24. Section 32-142, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE
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Section 25. Section 32-143, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE

Section 26. Section 32-144, Arizona Revised Statutes, i s amended to read:

32-144. Exemptions and limitations.

A. Architecture, engineering, geology, assaying, landscape architecture or

land surveying may be practiced without compliance with the requirements of this

chapter by:

I . An officer or employee of the United States, practicing as such,

2. An employee of a registrant or of a person exempt from registration, i f

such employment does not involve direct responsibility for design, inspection or

supervision.

3. A nonregistrant who designs a building or structure, the cost of which

does not exceed f4fty SEVENTY-FIVE thousand dollars, or who designs alterations

to any one single story building, the cost of which does not exceed fifteeH

TWENTY thousand dollars, or who designs a single family dwelling or additions

or alterations to such dwelling.

4. A nonregistrant who designs a water or wastewater treatment plant, or

extensions, additions, modifications or revisions, or extensions to water

distribution or collection systems, i f the total cost of such construction does

not exceed two FIVE thousand five -hundred dollars.

5. A nonregistrant who designs buildings or structures to be erected on

property owned or leased by him or by a person, firm or corporation, including

a uti l i ty, telephone, mining or railroad company, which employs such nonregistrant

on a full-time basis, i f the buildings or structures are intended solely for the

use of the owner or lessee of the property and are not for sale to, rental to or

use by the public.

B. The requirements of this chapter shall not apply to work done by any

communications common carrier or its affiliates or any public service corporation
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or manufacturing industry or by full-time employees of any of them, provided

such work is in connection with or incidental to the products, systems or

non -engineering services of such communications common carrier or its affiliates

or public service corporation or manufacturing industry, and provided that the

engineering service is not offered directly to the public.

Section 27. Section 32-145, Arizona Revised Statutes

NO CHANGE
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ARIZONA STATE BOARD OF TECHNICAL REGISTRATION

SPECIAL MEETING

December 18, 1981

AGENDA

The special meeting of the State Board of Technical Registration, held at Phoenix,

Arizona, Room 315, 1645 W. Jefferson, was called to order by Chairman Charles E.

O'Bannon at 2:00 p.m.

PRESENT: Charles E. O'Bannon, Chairman
Jimmie R. Nunn, Vice Chairman
William S. Gookin, Secretary
Silas Brown, Member
Patricia J. Finley, Member
Wayne O. Earley, Member
John B. Riggs, Member
Hector C. Durand, Member

Gary L. Sheets, Asst. Attorney General
Judi E. Ross, Executive Director
Bruce R. Rosenhan, Assistant to the Director
Margaret Holmes, Administrative Secretary

Those present constituted a quorum.

Motion was made and seconded for the Board to convene in Executive Session.
At the conclusion of the Executive Session, the Board reconvened in open session.

Land Surveyor Litigation

Chairman O'Bannon entertained a motion from Mr. Gookin to rescind Motion #2 of
December 5, 1981, regarding the Land Surveyor Litigation and to request that the
Assistant Attorney General consult with the attorney representing the Land Surveyors
in an attempt to have the complaint of December 9 withdrawn and further to request
that the Assistant Attorney General respond only to the substantive and procedural
arguments raised now or in the future by the petitioner and if possible not to raise
any unrelated procedural arguments. Second by Mr. Durand. Mr. Riggs moved an
amendment to strike the language from "and further to request..." Mr. Gookin
refused to accept the amendment but withdrew this motion.

Mr. Riggs moved that the Board rescind Motion #2 of December 5, 1981 relating to
Land Surveyors and that the Assistant Attorney General be requested to consult ,Atb
the attorney representing the Land Surveyors in an attempt to have the complaint of
December 9 withdrawn. Second by Mr. Durand. Discussion on the motion and its
Intent ensued. Mr. Gookin moved to reinstate the last part of his original motion.
Mr. Riggs refused to accept the amendment. After some procedural discussion, the
vote was called on Mr. Rigg's motion. Mr. Sheets stated that the record should
show that the motion to rescind was a result of the second complaint, not just because
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the Board changed its mind. Motion passed, with Chairman O'Bannon voting aye and
three abstentions as follow:

Ms. Finley: Ms. Finley explained her abstention for the record. She explained
that she had previously disclosed to the Board her relationship with
opposing counsel and had voted on the motion to refrain from ;ranting
additional licenses with no questions raised. Based on general, not
specific, discussions with other attorneys, she believed she had no
conflict because she dated opposing counsel. She had made no
disclosures relating to Executive Session materials, but was not votin
in order not to become a political football, or taint the Board's
decision in any way especially since the Board is undergoing Sunset.

Mr. Durand: Abstained because, although he saw no conflict, he was a land
surveyor and would prefer to abstain.

Mr. Earley: Abstained because Ms. Finley and Mr. Durand abstained. He further
stated that he vehemently abstained and protested the whole fact,
proceedings, advice, recommendation, actions and lack of recommen-
dations and actions.

Further efforts to amend the motion failed.

Mr. Earley wanted to make a speech and he stated that he thinks that our Attorney
General has in all cases acted with great intelligence, perserverance, dilligence
and honesty. He believes the difference of our Attorney General with this Board
lies primarily in a difference of philosophy. Of a difference of methods not a
difference in goals or objectives of the service to the state of Arizona.

BUSINESS REPORTS ON THE JOINT COMMITTEE OF REFERENCE AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Ms. Ross reported on the committee. She gave a short report on what transpired at the
hearing before the Joint Committee of Reference. The recommendations that came out of
the Joint Committee of Reference were that the Board be continued for 4 years; that it
be continued, however, only for the registration of Engineers, Architects and Land
Surveyors, and the professions of Geology, Assaying and Landscape Architectural be
de -regulated; that the Board be re -constituted as a 7 member instead of a 9 member
board composed of 2 engineers, 2 architects, a land surveyor and 2 public members;
and that the appointments require Senate Confirmation. Further, the Committee recom-
mended that the Board respond, in writing, as recommended in the Audit report to the
Legislature, once the Board's rules were approved and certified and that the
written report address the specific issues raised by the Auditor General in regards
to the rules. There was also a motion that legislation reflecting the Joint Committee'E
recommendations be introduced in the Senate.

Dr. O'Bannon indicated he will be calling a special meeting on January 5 and he hopes
that the members will have had time to review what this means and what the Board's
Position should be. He believed that the Board should be unified in its position. He
Opened the meeting for a general discussion.

Ms. Ross stated that the Committee was strongly behind the recommendation, except for
Representative Debbie McCune, who is filing a minority report, which will state her
views that the Board should be continued for all the professions. Ms. Ross has met
with Rep. McCune at her request and discussed arguments for this position.
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Mr. Earley expressed his concern for the recommendation that came out of the
committee regarding the dropping of Geologists, Assayers and Landscape Architects.

Mr. Brown stated that the Geologist Association is interested first in the Board
continuing and second in continuing Geologist registration.

Ms. Ross stated that, letter writing campaigns should be initiated to the Senate and
House and that contact be made with the local representatives and key legislators
regarding safety, health and welfare concerns. She believed that the legislature
lacks an awareness of the relationship between these professions and the public
health and safety.

Mr. Earley stated that he would feel more comfortable if he knew that this Board
had an organized aggressive Plan of ac.tion to avoid or keep the other disciplines
from being Sunsetted.

Mr. Nunn stated he was amazed at the positive, solid front of that committee. They
are tough, they are united and it looks like it is going to be a hard fight since they
are united.

Mr. Earley stated that we had no plan of action, and that we were totally defenseless.
He would had felt better if our public member had been there because there was some
discussion on that and it would have been very important for her to be there.

Ms. Finley stated that we have to be very careful about facing the issue because there
are a number of aspects and we look self-serving if we say "yes we want to keep all of
our folks." It will dishearten and no doubt anger members of the three professions,
if we vote,"No we don't want them in here" and they stay on - think of the conflict
within the Board. Think of it from both sides. There is also a danger in being
neutral; it looks like we don't care, we don't want to do anything about it.

Mr. Nunn expressed concern and stated that any loss of one of our disciplines is a
weakening to all of the other disciplines, and an erosion of the principles of the
Board and all the professions. He believes that any erosion of any discipline
affects all disciplines.

Mr. Riggs stated that we are really walking a fine line, and should give a great deal
of thought to the approach the Board takes. If it is not done right the Board could
come out of the session without some of the professions and without our house cleaning
bill and be in worse shape than now.

Dr. O'Bannon stated that the Board would not vote on the issue today but rather on
January 5, at which time we should take a direct, positive approach to the issue rather
than a negative approach.

Mr. Riggs made a motion to adjourn the meeting. Second by Mr. Nunn.
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MOTIONS OF SPECIAL MEETING - DECEMBER 18, 1981

1. Mr. Gookin moved to rescind motion #2 of December 5th. - moved that the
Assistant Attorney General be requested to consult with the attorney
representing the Land Surveyors in an attempt to have the complaint of
December 9th withdrawn.

2. Further moved to request the Assistant Attorney General to respond only
to substantive and procedural arguments raised now or in the future by
the petitioner and i f possible not to raise any unrelated procedural
arguments. SECOND by Mr. Durand.

la. Mr. Riggs made an amendment to the motion to strike the last sentence where
i t begins ..."further move..."

lb. Mr. Gookin refused to accept that amendment.

lc. Mr. Gookin withdrew his motion.

3. Mr. Riggs moved that we rescind motion #2 December 5 relating to Land Surveyors
litigation. Moved that the Assistant Attorney General be requested to consult
with the attorney representing the Land Surveyors and attempt to have the
complaint of December 9 withdrawn. SECOND by Mr. Durand. MOTION CARRIED

3a. Mr. Gookin moved to amend the motion by adding the following: Moved to
request the Assistant Attorney General to respond only to substantive or
procedural arguments raised now or in the future by the petitioner and not
to raise any unrelated procedural arguments.

3b. Mr. Riggs did not accept the amendment

4. Mr. Gookin moved that the Asst. Attorney General be instructed to respond only
to substantive or procedural arguments raised now or in the future by the
petitioner and not to raise unrelated procedural arguments. SECOND Mr. Durand.
MOTION FAILED

4a. Mr. Durand moved to amend the motion in accordance to C447424 and that has to
do with the initial one and the second one. Refer only to the initial action
by the petitioner and set before the court. He amends the motion so that i t
would not include the administrative appeal. NO SECOND to the motion.

5. Mr. Riggs moved to adjoin the meeting. SECOND by Mr. Nunn


